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PROCEEDINGS 


AT THE FIRST SESSION OF THE NINTH CONGRESS, BEGUN AT THE C 
WASHINGTON, MONDAY, DECEMBER 2, 1805. i 


Mowpay, December 2, 1805. 

The first session of the Ninth Congress, con- 
formably to the Constitution of the United States, 
commenced this day, at the City of Washington, 
and the Senate assembled. 


PRESENT: 

Wivtram Piomer and NicaoLAs GILMAN, from 
New Hampshire. 

Jonn Quincy Apams and Timoray PICKER- 
ING, from Massachusetts. 

James HiLLaovse, and Urtan Tracy, from 
Connecticut. 

James Fenner, from Rhode Island. 

Strepuen R. Brapiey and IsraeL Smira, from 
Vermont. 

Samoen L. Mirca, from New York. 

: Joun Conpir and Aaron Krronet, from New 
Jersey. 
` Georce Logan and Samur Macuay, from 
Pennsylvania. 
_Samvet Wnuire, from Delaware. 
` SAMUEL Smiru, from Maryland. 

Davin Stons, from North Carolina. 
‘Tomas SUMTER and Jonn GAILLARD 
South Carolina. > 
= Apranam BaLowin, from Georgia. 
“tio Sirus, from Tennessee. 


; from, 


nomas WORTHINGTON, from Ohio. 

e Vics Presipent being absent, the Senate 
proceeded to. the election of a President protem., 
as the Constitution provides; and the honorable 
SamoeL Syra was appointed. 

The credentials of the following Senators were 
read, viz: ae 

Of ABRAHAM BALDWIN, appointed a Senator 
by the Legislature sof the State of Georgia, for 
the term of six yearsfrom the 3d day of March 
last; of James A, BAY>gD, appointed a Senator 
by the Legislature of the State of Delaware, for 
the term of six years, 
last; of James Fenner, 
the Legislature of the St 
the term of six years, from the 34 day of March 
last ; of NicwoLas GILMAN, appointed a Senator 
by the Legislature of the State of New Hamp- 
shire, for the term of six years, from the 3d day 


appointed a Senator by 


from the 3d day of March. 
ate of Rhode Island, for: 
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f of March last; of Aaron Krrcuet, appointed a 


Senator by the Legislature of the State of New 
Jersey, to serve during the term limited by the 
Constitution; of TIMOTHY Prcxerina, appointed 
a Senator by the Legislature of the State of Mas- 
sachusetts, for the term of six years, to commence 
on the 4th day of March last; of Daisy Smrra, 
appointed a Senator by the Legislature of the 
State of Tennessee, for the term of six years; from 
the 3d of March last; and of Buckner Turus- 
TON, appointed a Senator by the Legislature of 
the State of Kentucky. pt 
The oath was administered by the President to 
the following Senators, as the law prescribes: - 
Mr. Barpwin, Mr. Fenner, Mr. GILMAN, Mr. 
Krrens, Mr. Pickering, and Mr. Smita, of Ten- 
nessee; also, to Mr. SUMTER, appointed a Sena- 
tor by the Legislature of the State of South Car- 
olina, for the term of six years, commencing.on 
the 4th day of March last. : _ 
Ordered, That the Secretary wait on the Pres- 
ident of the United States, and acquaint him that 
a quorum. of the Senate is assembled, and that, in 
the absence of the Vice President, they have 
elected the honorable SamueL Smıra President 


Saf of the Senate pro tempore. i 
X Ordered, That the Secretary make a like com- 


munication to the House of Representatives. 

Ordered, That Messrs. Sumter and MrreHitt 
be a committee, on the part of the Senate, with 
such committee as the House of Representatives 
may appoint on their part, to wait on the Presi- 
dent of the United States and notify him that a 
quorum of the two Houses is assembled, and ready 
‘to receive any communication that he may be 
pleased to make to them. 

Resolved, That each Senator be supplied dur- 
ing the present session with. three such, newspa- 
pers, printed in any of the States, as he may choose; 
provided that the same be furnished at. the asual 
rate for the annual charge of such papers. 

_ Resolved, That James Marners, Sergeatt-at- 
Arms and Doorkeeper to the Senate, be, and he 
is hereby, authorized to employ one assistant and 
two horses, for the purpose of performing suck 
services as are usually required by the Doorkeeper 
| to the Senate; and that the sum of twenty-eight 
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dollars be allowed him weekly for that purpose 
during the session, and for twenty days after. 

Resoived, That two Chaplains, of different de- 
nominations, be appointed to Congress, for the 
present session, one by each House, who shall in- 
terchange weekly. 

Ordered, That the Secretary desire the con- 
currence of the House of Representatives in this 
resolution. 


Torspay, December 3. 


Josera Anverson, from the State of Tennes- 
see; Buckner Turuston, from the State of Ken- 
tucky; and Rozert Wrist, from the State of 
Maryland, attended. . 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that a quorum of the House 
of Representatives is assembled, and have appoint- 
ed NaraanieL Macon, Esq., one of the Repre- 
sentatives for North Carolina, their Speaker, and 
are ready to proceed to business. The House of 
Representatives have appointed a committee on 
their part, jointly, with the committee appointed 
on the part of the Senate, to wait on the Presi- 
dent of the United States, and notify him that a 
quorum of the two Houses is assembled, and ready 
to receive any communications that he may be 
pleased to make to them. The House of Repre- 
sentatives agree to the resolution of the Senate 
for the appointment of two Chaplains. 

Mr. Sumrer reported, from the committee ap- 
penis yesterday to wait on the President of the 

nited States, that they had performed the ser- 
vice, and that the President of the United States 
informed the committee that he would make his 
communications to the two Houses at twelve 
o’clock this day. 

The oath prescribed by law was administered 
to Mr. Tarvusron. 

The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America : 

At a moment when the nations of Europe are in 
commotion, and arming against each other, and when 
those with whom we have principal intercourse are en- 
gaged in the general contest, and when the coun- 
tenance of some of them towards our peaceable 
country threatens that even that may not be unaf- 
fected by what is passing on the general theatre, a 
meeting of the Representatives of the nation in both 
Houses of Congress has become more than usually de- 
sirable. Coming from every section of our country 
they bring with them the sentiments and the informa- 
tion of the whole, and will be enabled to give a direc- 
tion to the public affairs, which the will and the wis- 
dom of the whole will approve and support. 

In taking a view of the state of our country, we, in 
the first place, notice the late affliction of two of our 
citiesunder the fatal fever which, in latter times, has 
occasionally visited our shores. Providence, in his 
goodness, gave it an early termination on this occasion, 
and lessened the number of victims which have usually 
fallen before it, In the course of the several visitations 
by this disease, it has appeared that it is strictly local, 
incident to cities and on the tide waters only, incom- 


municable in the country, either by persons under the 
disease, or by goods carried from diseased places; that 
its access is with the autumn, and it disappears with 
the early frosts. These restrictions, within narrow 
limits of time and space, give security even to our mar- 
itime cities during three-fourths of the year, and to the 
country always. Although from these facts it appears 
unnecessary, yet to satisfy the fears of foreign nations, 
and cautions on their part, not to be complained of in 
a danger whose limits are yet unknown to them, I 
have strictly enjoined on the officers at the head of the 
customs to certify, with exact truth, for every vessel 
sailing for a foreign port, the state of health respecting 
this fever which prevails at the place from which she 
sails. Under every motive from character and duty to 
certify the truth, I have no doubt they have faithfully 
executed this injunction, Much real injury has, how- 
ever, Leen sustained from a propensity to identify with 
this endemic, and to call by the same name, fevers of 
very different kinds, which have been known at all 
times and in all countries, and never have been placed 
among those deemed contagious. As we advance in 
our knowledge of this disease, as facts develop the 
source from which individuals receive it, the State au- 
thorities charged with the care of the public health, and 
Congress with that of the general commerce, will be- 
come able to regulate with effect their respective func- 
tions in these departments. The burden of quaran- 
tines is felt at home as well as abroad; their efficacy 
merits examination. Although the health laws of the 
States should be found to need no present revisal by 
Congress, yet commerce claims that their attention be 
ever awake to them. 


Since our last meeting the aspect of our foreign 
relations has considerably changed. Our coasts have 
been infested, and our harbors watched, by private 
armed vessels, some of them without commissions, 
some with illegal commissions, others with those of 
legal form, but committing piratical acts beyond the 
authority of their commissions. They have captur- 
ed, in the very entrance of our harbors, as well as 
on the high seas, not only the vessels of our friends 
coming to trade with us, but our own also. They 
have carried them off under pretence of legal adjudica- 
tion; but, not daring to approach a court of justice, 
they have plundered and sunk them by the way, or in 
obscure places, where no evidence could arise: against 
them ; maltreated the crews, and abandoned them in 
boats in the open sea, or on desert shores, without food 
or covering. These enormities appearing to be vn- 
reached by any control of their Sovereigns, I found it 
necessary to equip a force to cruise within ovr own 
seas, to arrest all vessels of these descriptions found 
hovering on our coasts, within the limits of the Gulf 
Stream, and to bring the offenders in for trial as pi- 
rates. 

The same system of hovering on our coasts and har- 
bors, under color of seeking enemies, has been also 
carried on by public armed ships, to the great annoy- 
ance and oppression of our commerce. New princi- 
ples, too, have been interpolated into the law of na- 
tions, founded neither in justice nor the usage or ac- 
knowledgment of nations. According to these, a bel- 
ligerent takes to itself a commerce with its own 
enemy which it denies to a neutral, on the ground of 
its aiding that enemy in the war. But reason revolts 
at such an inconsistency, and the neutral, having equal 
right with the belligerent to decide the question, the 

7 interests of our constituents, and the duty of maintain- 
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ing the authority of reason, the only umpire, between 
just nations, impose on us the obligation of providing 
an effectual and determined opposition to a doctrine so 
injurious to the rights of peaceable nations, Indeed, 


the confidence we ought to have in the justice of others | 


still countenances the hope that a sounder view of those 
rights will, of itself, induce from every belligerent a 
more correct observance of them. 


With Spain, our negotiations for a settlement of dif- 
ferences have not had a satisfactory issue. Spoliations 
during a former war, for which she had formally 
acknowledged herself responsible, have been refused 
to be compensated but on conditions affecting other 
claims in nowise connected with them. Yet the same 
practices are renewed in the present war, and are al- 
ready of great amount. On the'Mobile, our commerce 
passing through that river continues to be obstructed 
by arbitrary duties and vexatious searches. Proposi- 
tions for adjusting amicably the boundaries of Louisi- 
ana have not been acceded to. While, however, the 
tight is unsettled, we have avoided changing the state 
of things by taking new posts, or strengthening our- 
selves in the disputed territories, in the hope that the 
other Power would not, by a contrary conduct, oblige 
us to meet their example, and endanger conflicts of au- 
thority the issue of which may not be easily controlled. 
But in this hope we have now reason to lessen our con- 
fidence. Inroads have been recently made into the 
territories of Orleans and Mississippi, our citizens have 


‘been seized and their property plundered in the very 


parts of the former which had been actually delivered 
up by Spain, and this by the regular officers and sol- 
diers of that Government. I have, therefore, found it 
necessary, at length, to give orders to our troops on 
that frontier to be in readiness to protect our citizens, 
and to repel- by arms any similar aggressions in future. 
Other details, necessary for your full information of the 
state of things between this country and that, shall be 
the subject of another communication. In reviewing 
these injuries from some of the belligerent Powers, the 
‚moderation, the firmness, and ‘the wisdom, of the Le- 
gislature will all be ‘called into action. We-ought 
still to hope that time and a more correct estimate of 
interest, as well as of character, will produce the jus- 
tice we are bound to expect. But should any nation 
deceive itself by false calculations, and disappoint that 
i expectation; we must join in the unprofitable contest 
of trying which party can do the other the most harm. 
Some of these injuries may, perhaps, admit a peaceable 
remedy. Where that is competent it is always the 
most desirable. But some of them are of a nature to 
be met by force only, and all of them may lead to it, 
I cannot, therefore, but recommend such preparations 
as circumstances call for. The first object is to place 
our seaport towns out of the danger of insult. Meas- 
` ures have already been taken for furnishing them with 
heavy cannon for ‘the service of such land batteries 
as may make a part of their defence against armed 
vessels approaching them. In aid of these, it is desira- 
ble we should have a competent number of gunboats, 
and the number to be competent must be considerable. 
Ifimmediately begun, they may bein readiness for service 
at the opening of the next season. Whether it will be 
mecessary to augment our land forces will be decided 
by occurrences probably in the course of your session. 
In the mean time, you will consider whether it would 
not be expedient, for a state of peace as well as of war, 
so to organize or class the militia as would enable. us, 
on any sudden emergency, to call for the services of the 


younger portions, unencumbered with the old and those 
having families. Upwards of three hundred thousand 
able bodied men, between the ages of eighteen and 
twenty-six years, which the last census shows we may 
now count within our limits, will furnish a competent 
number for offence or defence, in any point where they 
may be wanted, and will give time for raising regular 
forces after the necessity of them shall become certain; 
and the reducing to the early period of life all its active 
service cannot but be desirable to our younger citizens, 
of the present as well as future times, inasmuch as it 
engages to them in more advanced age a quiet and 
undisturbed repose in the bosom of their families. I 
cannot, then, but earnestly recommend to your early 
consideration the expediency of so modifying our militia 
system as, by a separation of the more active part from 
that which is less so, we may draw from it, when ne- 
cessary, an efficient corps, fit for real and active service, 
and to be called to it in regular rotation. 

Considerable provision has been made, under former 
authorities from Congress, of materials for the con- 
struction of ships of war of seventy-four guns. These 
materials are on hand, subject to the further will of the 
Legislature. 

An immediate prohibition of the exportation of am- 
munition is also submitted to your determination. 

Turning from these unpleasant views of violence and 
wrong, I congratulate you on the liberation of our 
fellow-citizens who were stranded on the coast of 
Tripoli and. made prisoners of war. In a Government 
bottomed on the will of all, the life and liberty of every 
individual citizen become interesting to all. In the 
treaty, therefore, which has concluded our warfare with 
that State, an article for the ransom of our citizens has 
been agreed to. An operation by land, hy a small 
band of our countrymen, and others engaged for the 
occasion, in conjunction with the troops of the ex- 
bashaw of that country, gallantly conducted by our late 
Consul Eaton, and their successful enterprise on the city 
of Derne, contributed, doubtless, to the impression which 
produced peace; and the conclusion of this, prevented 
opportunities of which the officers and men of our 
squadron, destined for Tripoli, would have availed 
themselves to emulate the acts of valor exhibited. by 
their brethren in the attack of the last year. Reflect- 
ing with high satisfaction on the distinguished bravery 
displayed, whenever occasions permitted, in the late 
Mediterranean service, I think it would be an useful 
encouragement as well as a just reward, to make an 
opening for some present promotion, by enlarging our 
peace establishment of captains and lieutenants. 

With Tunis some misunderstandings have. arisen, 
not yet sufficiently explained, but friendly discussions 
with their Ambassador, recently arrived, and a mutual 
disposition to do whatever is just and reasonable, can- 
not fail of dissipating these. So that we may consider 
our peace on that coast, generally, to be on as sound a 
footing as it has been at any preceding time. Still it 
will not be expedient to withdraw, immediately, the 
whole of our force from that sea. 


The law providing for a Naval Peace Establishment 
fixes the number of frigates which shall be kept in 
constant service in time of peace, and prescribes that 
they shall be manned by not more than two-thirds of 
their complement of seamen and ordinary seamen. 
Whether a frigate may be trusted to two-thirds only 
of her proper complement of men, must depend on the 
nature of the service on which she is ordered. That 
may sometimes for her safety, as well as to insure her 
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object, require her fullest complement. In adverting 
to this subject, Congress will, perhaps, consider whe- 
ther the best limitation on the Executive discretion in 
this case, would not be by the number of seamen which 
may. be employed in the whole service, rather than by 
the number of vessels, Occasions oftener arise for the 
employment of small than of large. vessels, and it would 
lessen risk as well as expense, to be authorized to em- 
ploy them of preference. The limitation suggested by 
the number of seamen would admit a selection of ves- 
sels best adapted to the service. 

Our Indian neighbors are advancing, many of them, 
with spirit, and others beginning to engage in the pur- 
suits of agriculture and household manufacture. They 
are. becoming sensible that the earth yields subsistence 
with less labor and more certainty, than the: forest, 
and.find it their interest, from: time to time, to dispose 
of parts of their surplus and wasie lands for the means 
of improving those they occupy, and of subsisting: their 
families while they are preparing their farms. Since 
your last session, the northern tribes have- sold to us 
the lands between the Connecticut Reserve and the 
former Indian boundary, and those on the Ohio, from 
the same boundary to the Rapids, and for a considera- 
ble. depth inland. The Chickasaws and Cherokees 
have sold us the country between and adjacent to the 
two districts of Tennessec, and the Creeks the residue 
of their lands in the fork of Ocmulgee, up to the Ulco- 
fauhatche. The three former purchases are important, 
inasmuch as they consolidate disjoined parts of our 
settled country, and render their intercourse secure; 
and the second particularly so, as, with the small point 
on the river, which we expect is by this time ceded by 
the Piankeshaws, it completes our possession of the 
whole of both banks of the Ohio, from its source to 
near its mouth, and the navigation of that river is 
thereby rendered forever safe to our citizens settled and 
settling on its extensive waters. The purchase from 
the Creeks too has been for some time particularly in- 
teresting to the State of Georgia. 


The several treaties which have been mentioned will 
be submitted to both Houses of Congress for the exer- 
cise of their respective functions. 

Deputations, now on their way to the seat of Gov- 
ernment, from various nations of Indians inhabiting 
the Missouri and other parts beyond the Mississippi, come 
charged with assurances of their satisfaction with thenew 
relations in which they are placed with us, of their dispo- 
sitions to cultivate our peace and friendship, and their de- 
sire to enter into commercial intercourse withus. A state 
of our progress in exploring the principal rivers of that 
country, and of the information respecting them hith- 
erto obtained, will be communicated so-soon as we shall 
receive some further relations which we have reason 
shortly to expect. 

The recepts at the Treasury during the year ending 
on. the 30th day of September last, have exceeded the 
sum of thirteen millions of dollars, which, with not 
quite five millions in the Treasury at the beginning of 
the year, have enabled us, after meeting other demands, 
to pay nearly two millions of the debt contracted under 
the British treaty and convention, upwards of four 


millions of principal of the public debt, and four mil-| 


lions of interest. These payments, with those which 
had been made in three years and an half preceding, 
have extinguished of the funded debt nearly eighteen 
millions of principal. 

Congress, by their act of November 10, 1803, au- 
thorized us to borrow $1,750,000, towards meeting the 


claims of our citizens, assumed by the convention with 
France. We have not, however, made use of this au- 
thority ; because, the sum of four millions and an half, 
which remained in the Treasury on the same 30th day 
of September last, with the receipts which we may cal- 
culate on for the ensuing. year, besides paying the an- 
nual sum of eight millions of dollars, ‘appropriated to 
the funded debt, and meeting all the current demands 
which may be expected, will enable us to pay the 
whole sum of three millions seven hundred and fifty 
thousand dollars, assumed by the French convention, 
and still leave us a surplus of nearly a million of dollars 
at our free disposal. Should you concur in the provis- 
ions of arms and armed vessels, recommended by the 
circumstances of the times, this surplus will furnish the 
means of doing so. 

On the first occasion of addressing Congress, since, 
by the choice of my constituents, I have. entered on å 
second term of administration, I embrace the opportu- 
nity to give this public assurance, that I will exert my 
best endeavors to administer faithfully the Executive 
Department, and will zealously co-operate with you in 
every measure which may tend to secure the liberty, 
property, and personal safety, of our fellow-citizens, 
and to consolidate the republican forms and principles 
of our Government. 

Tn the course of your session, you shall receive all 
the aid which I can give, for the despatch of public 
business, and all the information necessary for your 


; deliberations, of which the interests of our own country, 


and the confidence reposed in us by others, will admit 
a communication. TH. JEFFERSON. 
- Decemser 3, 1805. 


The Message was read and three hundred copies 
rest ordered to be printed for the use of the 
enate, 


Wepnespay, December 4. 

On motion that it be 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to exam- 
ine the act, entitled “An act, to enable the people’ of 
the eastern division of the Territory Northwest of the 
river Ohio, to form a constitution and State govern- 
ment, and for the admission of such State into the 
Union, on an equal footing with the original States, 
and for other purposes ;” and that they have leave to 
report, by bill or otherwise, the manner, in their opin- 
ion, the money appropriated by the said’ act, ought to 
be applied: 


It was agreed that this motion lie for considér- 
ation. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act making an additional ap- 
propriation for the Naval service, during the 
year one thousand eight hundred and five,” in 
which they desire the concurrence of the Senate. 

The bill was read and ordered to the second 
reading. l 

The Senate proceeded to the election. of :a 
Chaplain, on their part, in pursuance of the-reso- 
lution of the two Houses, and the ballots being 
collected, were, for Doctor Gantt, 15; Bishop 
Cuaeeerr,5; Mr. McCormick, 2. So the Rev- 
erend Doctor Ganrr was elected a Chaplain to 
Congress, on the part of the Senate, during the 
present session. ; 
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‘Bensamin How.anp, from the State of Rhode 
Island, attended. 

The bill, entitled.“ An act making an additional 
appropriation for the Naval service during the 
year one thousand eight hundred and five,” was 
read the second time and referred to Messrs. Mir- 
CHILL, Brapiey, and Sumrer, to consider and 
report thereon. 

. The following motion was submitted for con- 
sideration: 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire 
into the expediency of appropriating a further sum of 
money to purchase maps and books for the library. 

The Senate took into consideration the motion 
made yesterday for the appointment of a commit- 
tee to examine the “Act to enable the people of 
the eastern division of the Territory Northwest of 
the river Ohio to form a constitution and State 
government, and for the admission of such State 
into the Union on an equal footing with the ori- 

inal States, and for other purposes;” and Messrs 

Racy, ANDERSON, WORTHINGTON, ADAMS, and 
Waiaur, were apponted the committee. 

Mr. Mircuiuu, from the committee to whom 
was referred this day the bill, entitled “An act 
making an additional appropriation for the Naval 
service during the year one thousand eight hun- 
dred and five,” reported the bill without amend- 
ment. 

Ordered, That this bill pass to a third reading. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be 
requested to lay before the Senate the reasons 
why an additional appropriation is requisite for 
the Naval service for the current year. 


Frivay, December 6. 

The Senate took into consideration the motion 
made yesterday for the appointment of a commit- 
tee to inquire into the expediency of appropriating 
a further sum of money to. purchase maps and 
books for the Library ; and, having agreed there- 
~ to, Messrs. MrronrLL, Batpwin, and Tracy, were 
~ appointed the committee. 

Resolved, That the committee appointed to in- 
Quire into the expediency of purchasing maps and 
books for the Library, be, and they are hereby, 
instructed to report what. disposition, in their 
< opinion, ought to be made. of the one thousand 
volumes of laws ordered by law to be reserved for 
the disposal of Congress. 
_ . The Prestpent laid before the Senate a letter 
from the Secretary of the Navy, enclosing a re- 
port made in pursuance of the resolution of the 
Benate of yesterday. 

The letter and report were read, and ordered to 
lie for consideration. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have appoint- 
ed the Reverend Mr. Guenpis, a Chaplain to 
“Congress on their part during the present session. 

The bill, entitled “An act making an additional 
appropriation for the Naval service during the 
‘year one thousand eight hundred and five,” was 
read the third time and passed. 


Monpay, December 9. 


James Jackson, from the State of Georgia, 
attended. ; 

Jonn Aparir, appointed a Senator by the Le- 
gislature of the State of Kentucky, in place of 
Joun BRECKENRIDGE, Esq., resigned, produced his 
credentials, which were read; and the oath pre- 
scribed by law having been administered, he took 
his seat in the Senate. 


A confidential Message was received from the 
Presipent or THe Uniren Srares, as follows: 


To the Senate and House o 
Representatives of the United States : 


The depredations which have been committed on 
the commerce of the United States during a preceding 
war, by persons under the authority of Spain, are suf- 
ficiently known to all. These made it a duty to re- 
quire from that Government indemnifications for our 
injured citizens; a convention was accordingly entered 
into between the Minister of the United States at Mad- 
rid, and the Minister of that Government for Foreign 
Affairs, by which it was agreed that spoliations com- 
mitted by Spanish subjects, and carried into ports of 
Spain, should be paid for by that nation; and that 
| those committed by French subjects, and carried into 
| Spanish ports, should remain for further discussion. 
| Before this convention was returned to Spain with our 

ratification, the transfer of Louisiana by France to the 
United States took place; an event aè unexpected as 
disagreeable to Spain. From that moment she seemed 
to change her conduct and dispositions toward us. It 
was first manifested by her protest against the right of 
France to alienate Louisiana to us; which, however, 
was soon retracted, and the right confirmed : then high 
offence was manifested at the act of Congress estab- 
lishing a collection district on the Mobile, although, by 
an authentic declaration, immediately made, it was ex- 
pressly confined to our acknowledged limits; and she 
now refused to ratify the convention signed by her own 
Minister, under the eye of his Sovereign, unless we 
would consent to alterations of its terms, which would 
have affected our claims against her for the spoliations 
by French subjects carried into Spanish ports. 

To obtain justice, as well as to restore friendship, I 
thought a special mission advisable ; and accordingly 
appointed James Monroe, Minister Extraordinary and 
Plenipotentiary, to repair to Madrid, and, in conjunc- 

| Sen with our Minister resident there, to endeavor to 
| 


a ane ee a 


procure a ratification of the former convention, and to 
come to an understanding with Spain. as to the boun- 
daries of Louisiana. It appeared at once that her 
policy was to reserve herself for events, and, in the 
meantime, to keep our differences in an undetermined 
state. This will be evident from the papers now com- 
| municated to you. After nearly five months of fruit- 
| less endeavor to bring them to some defnite and satis- 
factory result, our Ministers ended the conferences, 
without having been able to obtain indemnity for spo- 
Í liations of any description, or any satisfaction as to the 
| boundaries of Louisiana, other than a declaration that 
we had no rights eastward of the Iberville, and that our 
line to the west, was one which would have left us but 
a string of land on that bank of the river Mississippi. 
Our injured citizens were thus left without any pros- 
pect of retribution from the wrong-doer; and, as to 
boundary, each party wasto take its own course. ‘That 
which they have chosen to pursue, will appear from 
the documents now communicated. They authorize 
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the inference that it is their intention to advance on 
our possessions, until they shall be repressed by an op- 
posing force. Considering that Congress alone is 
constitutionally invested with the power of changing 
our condition from peace to war, I have thought it my 
duty to await their authority for using force in any 
degree which, could be avoided. I have barely instruct- 
ed the officers stationed in the neighborhood of the ag- 
gressions, to protect our citizens from violence, to patrol 
within the borders actually delivered to us, and not to 
go out of them, but, when necessary, to repelan inroad, 
or to rescue a citizen or his property; and the Spanish 
officers remaining at New Orleans are required to 
depart without further delay. It ought to be noted 
here, that since the late change in the state of affairs 
in Europe, Spain has ordered her cruisers and courts 
to respect our treaty with her. 

The conduet of France, and the part she may take 
in the misunderstandings between the United States 
and Spain, are too important to be unconsidered. She 
was prompt and decided in her. declarations, that our 
demands on Spain for French spoliations carried into 
Spanish ports were included in the settlement between 
the United States and France: she took at once the 
ground that she had acquired no right from Spain, and 
had meant to deliver us none, eastward of the Iberville. 
Her silence as to the western boundary, leaving us to 
infer her opinion might be against Spain in that quar- 
ter. Whatever direction she might mean to give to these 
differences, it dves not appear that she has contem- 
plated their proceeding to actual rupture, or that, at the 
date of our last advices from Paris, her Government 
had any suspicion of the hostile attitude Spain had 
taken here; on the contrary, we have reason to believe 
that she was disposed to effect a settlement on a plan 
analogous to what our Ministers had proposed, and so 
comprehensive as to remove, as far as. possible, the 
grounds of future collision and controversy on -the 
eastern as well as western side of the Mississippi. 

The present crisis in Europe is favorable for pressing 
such a settlement, and not a moment should be lost in 
availing ourselves of it. Should it pass unimproved, 
our situation would become much more difficult. For- 
mal war is not necessary—it is not probable it will 
follow ; but the protection of our citizens, the spirit 
and honor of our country, require that force should be 
interposed to a certain degree. It will probably con- 
tribute to advance the object of peace. 

But the course to be pursued will require the com- 
mand of means which it belongs to Congress exclu- 
sively to yield or to deny. To them I communicate 
every fact material for their information, and the docu- 
ments necessary to enable them to judge for them- 
selves. To their wisdom, then, I look for the course I 
am to pursue; and will pursue, with sincere zeal, that 
which they shall approve. 

TH. JEFFERSON. 

Decemner 6, 1805. 

The Message was read, and ordered to lie for 
consideration. 

The Presiven's laid before the Senate a letter 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, enclosing the 
annual report prepared in obedience to the act, 
entitled “An act to establish the Treasury De- 
partment.” 

_ The report was read, and ordered to lie for con- 
sideration. 

And on motion, the House adjourned. 


ALT * 
Turspay, December 10. 
Anprew Moors, from the State of Virginia, 
attended. p f 
The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES: 
To the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States : 

The enclosed documents relating to my Message af 
the 6th instant, not being ready at that date, I thought 
it better not to detain the Message, but to communi- 
cate these papers afterward as supplementary to those 
then sent. They are not of a nature to be deemed 


confidential. 
TH. JEFFERSON. 
Dzecemser 10, 1805. 


The Message and documents were read, and 
ordered to lie for consideration. 


Wennespay, December 11. 


The Senate spent the day in the consideration 
of Executive business. 


Tuurspay, December 12. 


Mr. Brapvey gave notice that he should, on 
Monday next, move for leave to bring in a bill to 
prohibit the importation of certain persons therein 
described, into any port or place within the juris- 
diction of the United States, from and after the 
first day of January, which will be in the year of 
our Lord 1808. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act prohibiting for a limited 
time the exportation of arms and ammunition 
from the United States and the Territories there- 
of,” in which they desire the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

The bill mentioned in the message was read, 
and ordered to a second reading. 


Fripay, December 13. 


The bill, entitled “An act prohibiting for a limit- 
ed time the exportation of arms and ammunition 
from the United States and the Territories there- 
of,’ was read the second time, and referred to 
Messrs. Brapiry, Batpwin, and Jackson, to 
consider and report thereon. 


Monpay, December 16. 


Georce Cuinton, Vice President of the United 
States and President of the Senate, attended. 

Joun mira, from the State of Ohio, also at- 
tended. i 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have ap- 
pointed the Rev. Mr. Laurie, Chaplain to Con- 
gress, on their part, during the present session, in 
place of the Rev. Mr. Guenpie, who has declined 
his appointment. 

Agreeably to notice given, on the 12th instant, 
Mr. Brapuey asked leave to bring in a bill to pro- 
hibit the importation of slaves into any port or 
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place within the jurisdiction of the United States, 
from and after the first day of January, 1808. 


Tuespay, December 17. 


The Senate resumed the motion made yester- 
day, for leave to bring in a bill to prohibit the 
importation of slaves into any port or place with- 
in the jurisdiction of the United States, from and 
after the first day of January, 1808; and, after de- 
bate, the previous question was moved for, to wit: 
Shall the main question be now put? And the 
yeas and nays being required by one-fifth of the 
Senators present, on th previous question, it 
passed in the affirmative—yeas 16, nays 11, as 
follows: 

. Yeas—~Mesers. Anderson, Bradley, Condit, Fenner, 
Howland, Kitchel, Logan, Maclay, Mitchill, Plumer, 


| 


Smith of Maryland, Smith of Tennessee, Smith of Ver- | 


mont, Stone, 'Thruston, and Worthington. 

Nays—Messrs. Adair, Adams, Baldwin, Gaillard, 
Gilman, Jackson, Moore, Pickering, Sumter, Tracy, 
and Wright. 

And the yeas and nays being required, on the 
main question, by one-fifth of the Senators pres- 
ent, it passed in the affirmative—yeas 18, nays 9, 
as follows: 

Yeas—Messrs. Anderson, Bradley, Condit, Fenner, 
Gilman, Howland, Kitchel, Logan, Maclay, Mitchill, 


| 
| 


a bill, entitled “An act to make provision for per- 
sons that have been disabled by known wounds 
received in the actual service of the United States, 
during the Revolutionary war;” also a bill, enti- 
tled “An act supplementary to the act, entitled 
‘An act regulating the grants of land appropriated 
for the refugees from the British Provinces of 
Canada and Nova Scotia ;” in which bills they 
desire the concurrence of the Senate. 

The bills last mentioned were read and ordered 
to the second reading. 


PROCEEDS OF PUBLIC LANDS, 


Mr. Tracy, from the committee to whom was 
referred the examination of the act, entitled “An 
act to enable the people of the eastern division 
of the Territory Northwest of the river Ohio, 
to form a constitution and State government ; 
and for the admission of such State into the 
Union, on an equal footing with the original 
States, and for other purposes ;” and to report the 
manner, in their opinion, the money appropriated 
by said act ought to be applied, made the follow- 
ing report, which was ordered to lie for consid- 
eration : 

That, upon examination of the act aforesaid, they 
find the one-twentieth part of five per cent. of the net 
proceeds of the lands lying within the State of Ohio, and 
scld by Congress from and after the 30th day of June, 


Plumer, Smith of Maryland, Smith of Tennessee, Smith 1802, is appropriated for the laying out and making 


of Vermont, Stone, Thruston, Worthington, and 
Wright. 


public roads, leading from the navigable waters emp- 
tying into the Atlantic, to the river Ohio, to said State, 


Naxs—Messis, Adair, Adams, Baldwin, Gaillard, | and through the same: such roads to be laid out under 


Jackson, Moore, Pickering, Sumter, and Tracy. 


the authority of Congress, with the consent of the sev- 


So leave was given to bring in the bill, and it | eral States through which the road shall pass. 


was read the first time. 


Wenpnespay, December 18, 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “ An act for the relief of Theodo- 
rick Armistead,” in which they ask the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

The bill was read, and ordered to the second 


“, reading. 


«Mr. Loan gave notice that he should to mor- 


row ask leave to bring in a bill to suspend the | From Ist July, 1803, to June 30, 1804 - 
commercial intercourse between the United States | From Ist July, 1804, to June 30, 1805 - 
of America and the French Island of St. Do- | From Ist July, 1805, to September 30, 


mingo. ` 

On motion, the bill to prohibit the importation 
of slaves into any port or place within the juris- 
diction of the United States, from and after the 


first day of January, in the year of our Lord 1808, | 


was read the second time, and the further consid- 
eration of the bill was postponed to the first Mon- 
day in December next. 


Tuorspay, December 19. 

The bill, entitled “An act for the relief of 
Theodorick Armistead,” was read the second time, 
and referred to Messrs. Tracy, BALDWIN, and 
ANDERSON, to consider and report thereon. 


| 
j 


They find that, by a subsequent law passed on the 
3d day of March, 1803, Congress appropriated three 
per cent. of the said five per cent. to laying out and 
making roads within the State of Ohio, leaving two per 
cent. of the appropriation contained in the first-men- 
tioned law, unexpended; which now remains for “ the 
laying out and making roads from the navigable waters 
emptying into the Atlantic, to the river Ohio, to said 
State.” 

They find that the net proceeds of sales of land in the 

State of Ohio, from July 1, 1802, to June 30, 1803, 


both inclusive, was - - - - $124,400 92 
176,203 35 
266,000 00 
1805 - - - - - - 66,000 00 


Amounting in the whole, to - $632,604 27 


Two per cent. on which sum amounts to $12,652. 

Twelve thousand six hundred and fifty-two dollars 
were, therefore, on the first day of October last, subject 
to the uses directed by law, as mentioned in this re- 
port—and it will be discerned that the fund is constant- 
ly accumulating, and will, probably, by the time regu- 
lar preparations can be made for its expenditure, amount 
to eighteen or twenty thousand dollars. 

The committee have examined, as far as their limited 
time, and the scanty sources of facts within their 
reach would permit, the various routes which have 


Z A message from the House of Representatives | been contemplated for laying out roads pursuant to the 
informed the Senate that the House have passed | provisions of the act first mentioned in this report. 
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They find that the distance from Philadelphia to 
Pittsburg is three hundred and fourteen miles by the 
usual route, and on a straight line about two hundred 
and seventy. 

From Philadelphia to the nearest point on the river 
Ohio, contiguous to the State of Ohio, which is prob- 
ably between Steubenville and the mouth of Grave 
ereek, the distance by the usual route is three hundred 
and sixty miles, and on a straight line, about three hun- 
dred and eight. 

From Baltimore to the river Ohio, between the same 
points, and by the usual routes, is two hundred. and 
seventy-five miles, and on a straight line, two hundred 
and twenty-four. 

From this city, (Washington,) to the same points on 
the river Ohio, the distance is nearly the same as from 
Baltimore ; probably the difference is not a plurality of 
miles. 

From Richmond, in Virginia, to the nearest point on 
the river Ohio, the distance by the usual route is three 
hundred and seventy-seven miles; but new roads are 
opening which. will shorten the distance fifty or sixty 
miles—two hundred and forty-seven miles of the con- 
templated road, from Richmond northwesterly, will be 
as good as the roads usually are in that country, but 
the remaining seventy or eighty miles are bad, for the 
present, and probably will remain so for a length of 
time, as there seems to be no existing inducement for 
the State of Virginia to incur the expense of making 
that part of the road passable. 

From Baltimore to the Monongahela river, where 
the route from Baltimore to the Ohio river will inter- 
sect it, the distance, as usually travelled, is two hun- 
dred and eighteen miles, and on a straight line about 
one hundred and eighty-four. From this point, which 
is at or near Brownsville, boats can pass down with 
great facility to the State of Ohio, during a number of 
months in every year. g 

The above distances are not all stated from actual 
mensuration, but it is believed they are sufficiently cor- 
rect for the present purpose. 

The committee have not examined any routes north- 
ward of that leading from Philadelphia to the river Ohio, 
nor southward of that leading from Richmond, because 
they suppose the roads to be laid out must strike the 
river Ohio on some point contiguous to the State of 
Ohio, in order to satisfy the words of the law making 
the appropriation ; the words are, “leading from the 
navigahle waters emptying into the Atlantic, to the 
river Ohio, to the said State, and through the same.” 

The mercantile intercourse of the citizens of Ohio, 
with those of the Atlantic States, is chiefly in Phila- 
delphia and Baltimore; not very extensive in the towns 
on the Potomac within the District of Columbia; and 
still less, with Richmond, in Virginia. At present, the 
greatest portion of their trade is with Philadelphia ; 
but it is believed their trade is rapidly increasing with 
Baltimore, owing to the difference of distance in favor 
of Baltimore, and to the advantage of boating down 
the Monongahela river, from the point where the road 
strikes it, about seventy miles by water, and fifty by 
land, above Pittsburg, 


The sum appropriated for laying out and makingroads 
is so small, that the committee have thought it most 
expedient to direct an expenditure to one route only; 
they have therefore endeavored to fix on that-which, for 
the present, will be most accommodating to the citizens 
of the State of Ohio, leaving to the future benevolence 
and policy of Congress, an extension of their opera- 


tions on this or other routes, and an increase of the 
requisite fund, as the discoveries of experience may 
point out their expediency and necessity. The com- 
mittee being fully convinced that a wise Government 
can never lose sight of an object so important as that 
of connecting a numerous and rapidly increasing pop- 
ulation, spread upon a fertile and extensive country, 
with the Atlantic States, now separated from them. b 
mountains, which, by industry and an expense mod- 
erate in comparison with the advantages, can be ren- 
dered passable. 

The route from Richmond must necessarily approach 
the State of Ohio, in a.part thinly inhabited; and 
which, from the nature of the soil, and other citcum- 
stances, must remain so, at least for a considerable 
time; and from the hilly and rough condition of the 
country, no roads are, or can can be, conveniently made 
leading tothe principal population of the State of Ohio. 
These. considerations have induced the committee:to 
postpone, for the present, any further consideration of 
that route. i j 

The spirit and perseverance of Pennsylvania are 
such, in the article of road-making, that no doubt can’ 
remain but they will, in a little time, complete a road 
from Philadelphia to Pittsburg, as good as the nature 
of the ground will permit. They are so-particularly 
interested to facilitate the intercourse between their 
trading capital, Philadelphia, not only to Pittsburg, but 
also to the extensive.country, within that State, on the 
Western waters, that they will of course surmount the. 
difficulties:presented by the Alleghany mountain, Ches- 
nut Ridge, and Laurel Hill, the three great and almost, 
exclusive impediments, which now exist on that route, 

The State of Maryland, with no less spirit. and per- 
severance, are engaged in making roads from Baltimore, 
and from the western boundary of the District of Co- 
lumbia, through Fredericktown to. Williamsport. Were 
the Government of the United States to direct the ex- 
penditure of the fund in contemplation upon either of 
these routes, for the present, in. Pennsylvania or Mary- 
land, it would probably so far interfere with the obser- 
vations. of the respective States, as to. produce mischief 
instead of benefit; especially as the sum to be laid out 
by the United States is too inconsiderable, alone, to 
effect objects of such magnitude. But as the State of. 
Maryland have no particular interest to extend ‘their 
road across the mountains; and ifthey had it, it would 
be impracticable, because the State does not extend.so, 
far; the committee have thought it expedient to. recom- 
mend the laying out and making a road from:Cumber- 
land, on the northerly bank of the. Potomac, and. within” 
the State of Maryland, to the river Ohio, at. the most. 
convenient place between a point on the easterly bank 
of said river, opposite to Steubenville and the mouth of 
Grave creek, which empties into said river Ohio, a lit- 
tle below Wheeling, in Virginia. This route will meet, 
and accommodate the roads leading from Baltimore 
and the District of Columbia ; it will cross the Monon- 
gahela river, at or near Brownsville, sometimes called 
Redstone, where the advantage of boating can be taken, 
and from the point where it will probably intersect. the 
river Ohio, there are now roads, or they can easily be 
made over feasible and proper ground, to and through 
the principal population of the State. of Ohio. 

Cumberland is situated at the eastern foot of thè Al- 
leghany mountains, about eighty miles from Williams- 
port by the usual route, which is circuitous, owing to a 
large bend in the Potomac, on the bank of which the 
road now runs; the distance on a straight line is not 


‘ 
3 


25 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


26 


DecemBer, 1805. 


Trade with St. Domingo. 


SENATE. 


more than fifty or fifty-five miles, over tolerable ground 
for a road, which will probably be opened by the State 
of Maryland, should the route be established over the 
mountains as contemplated by this report. 

From Cumberland to the western extremity of Lau- 
rel Hill, by the route now travelled, the distance is 
sixty-six miles, and on a straight line about fifty-five ; 
on this part of the route, the committee suppose the 
first and very considerable expenditures are specially 
necessary. From Laurel Hill to the Ohio river, by the 
usual route is-‘®bout seventy miles, and on a straight 
line fifty-four or fifty-five ; the road is tolerable, though 
capable of amelioration. 

To carry into effect the principles arising from the 
foregoing facts, the committee present herewith a bill 
for the consideration of the Senate. They suppose that, 
to take the proper measures for carrying into effect the 
section of the law respecting a road or roads to the 
State of Ohio, is aduty imposed upon Congress by the 
law itself, and that a sense of duty will always be suffi- 
cient to insure the passage of the bill now offered to 
the Senate. 

To enlarge upon the highly important considerations 


of cementing the union of our citizens located on the | 


Western waters with those of the Atlantic States, would 
be an indelicacy offered to the understandings of the 
body to whom this report is addressed, as it might seem, 
to distrust them. But from the interesting nature of the 
subject, the committee are induced to ask the indul- 
gence of a single observation. 

Politicians have generally agreed that rivers unite 
the interests and promote the friendship of those who 
inhabit their banks; while mountains, on the contrary, 
tend to the disunion and estrangement of those who 
are separated by their intervention. In the present case, 
to make the crooked ways straight, and the rough ways 
smooth, will, in effect, remove the intervening moun- 
tains, and by facilitating the intercourse of our Western 
brethren with those on the Atlantic, substantially unite 
them in interest, which, the committee believe, is the 
most effectual cement of union applicable to the human 
race. 

Mr. Tracy, also, from the committee last men- 
tioned, reported a bill, to regulate the laying out 
and making a road from Cumberland, in the State 
of Maryland, to the State of Ohio; and the bill 
was read, and ordered to the second reading. 


i PUBLIC LANDS. 
Mr. Braptey submitted the following resolu- 


_ tions; which were read, and ordered to lie for 


consideration : 

Resolved, That one or more land offices be opened 
for the sale of the lands of the United States, on which 
the Indian title shall have been extinguished, in the 
State of Tennessee. 

Resolved, That Commissioners be appointed, with 
ample powers, to settle all disputes relative to the lands 
ceded by North Carolina to the United States, and to 
quiet all claims, agreeable to the conditions of the 
cession. 

Resolved, After satisfying all just claims, and the ex- 
penses incident thereto, that one part of all the 
public lands belonging to the United States, within the 
limits aforesaid, ought to be appropriated for the use of 
a college or university in said State, forever; one 
part for the use of schools for the instruction of child- 
ren, forever; and five per cent. on the net proceeds of 
the sales of the public lands, for the purpose of making 


roads; Provided, The State of North Carolina 
consent tothe appropriation aforesaid. 
On motion the House adjourned. 


shall 


Fripay, December 20. 


Jonn Soir, from the State of New York, at- 
tended. . 

The bill, entitled “An act making provision for 
persons that have been disabled by known wounds 
received in the actual service of the United States, 
during the Revolutionary war,” was read the sec- 
ond time, and referred to Messrs, ANDERSON, 
Tracy, and Baipwin, to consider and report 
thereon. 

The bill, entitled “An act supplementary to the 
act, entitled ‘An act regulating the grants of land 
appropriated for the refugees from the British 
Provinces of Canada and Nova Scotia,” was read 
the second time, and referred to Messrs. BRADLEY, 
Batpwin, and Tracy, to consider and report 
thereon. : 

The bill to regulate the laying out and making 
a road from Cumberland, in the State of Mary- 
land, to the State of Ohio, was read the second 
time; and the further consideration of the bill 
made the order of the day for Monday next. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act to repeal so much of the 
act, entitled ‘An act regulating foreign coins, and 
for other purposes, as is contained in the second 
section thereof ;” also a bill, entitled “An act sup- 
plementary to the act making provision for the 
payment of claims of citizens of the United States 
on the Government of France, the payment of 
which has been assumed by the United States, 
by virtue of the convention of the 30th of April, 
1803, between the United States and the French 
Republic ;” in which bills they desire the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

The bills were read, and ordered to the second 
reading. 


TRADE WITH ST. DOMINGO. 


Agreeably to notice given on the 18th instant, 
Mr. Logan asked leave to bring in a bill to sus- 
pend the commercial intercourse between the 
United States of America and the French island 
of St. Domingo. 

Mr. L. observed that the attention of Con- 
gress had been called to this subject by the Presi- 
dent of the United States, at the commencement 
of the last session of Congress, in the following 
words: 

“ While noticing the irregularities committed on the 
ocean by others, those on our own part should not 
be omitted, nor left unprovided for. Complaints have 
been received, that persons residing within the United 
States have taken on themselves to arm merchant ves- 
sels, and to farce a commerce into certain ports and 
countries in defiance of the laws of those countries, 
That individuals should undertake to wage private war, 
independently of the authority of their country, cannot 
be permitted in a well ordered society. Its tendency 
to produce aggressions on the laws and rights of other 
nations, and to endanger the peace of our own, is so 
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obvious, that I doubt not you will adopt measures for | suppressing the illegal proceedings complained of on 

restraining it effectually in future.” the part of those individuals, citizens of the United States, 
The first complaint alluded to in the Message | who shall appear to be concerned in them.” 

of the President, is a letter addressed to the Sec- | Inaletter fromthe Chargé des Affaires of France 

retary of State, by the Envoy of Great Britain, | dated the 7th of May, 1804, and addressed to the 

dated on the 31st of Avgust, 1804, in which he | Secretary of State, he observes: 


observes: “The undersigned is informed, in a manner which 
“I have received information respecting several ves- | leaves him no room to doubt it, that the American mer- 
sels which have of late been armed in, and have sailed | chants, who pursue this commerce (meaning the com- 
from the different ports of the United States, some | merce with St. Domingo) publicly arm, in the ports of 
loaded with articles contraband of war, (gunpowder is | the United States, vessels which are intended to sup- 
said to be the general article,) others with cargoes of | port by force a traffic contrary to the law of nations, 
innocent goods, and others again in ballast. After the | and to repel the efforts which the cruisers of the French 
diligent inquiry which it has been my duty to make on | Republic are authorized to make in order to prevent it. 
so important a subject, I think that I can have the | These armaments have also for their object to cover the 
honor of stating to you with certainty, that several ves- | conveyance of munitions to the revolted of that colony. 
sels of the above description, which are mentioned to | The Government of the United States cannot be igno- 
be schooner rigged, have sailed lately from the port of | rant of these facts, which are public; the consequences 
Baltimore, whilst others of a larger size, even ships of | thereof have already been manifested in the West In- 
considerable burden, and completely equipped for war, | dies, where the public papers advise that there have 
have sailed from the port of Philadelphia, bound to the | been actions between the French cruisers and Ameri- 
possessions of His Majesty’s enemies in the East as well | can vessels carrying on this commerce. In considering 
as West Indies. It is said the object of some of these | the matter merely under the view of the law of nations, 
equipments is to force a trade with the blacks in the | itis manifest that American citizens, under the very 
Island of St. Domingo, in which attempt the public | eyes of their Government, carry on a private and pirati- 
prints have stated so circumstantially, as to leave no | cal war against a Power with which the United States 
doubt on the subject, that two American vessels have | are at peace. The undersigned would be wanting in 
been captured by French cruisers, after making resist- | his duty if he did not vindicate, under such circum- 
ance. ButI have strong reason to believe, that the į stances, the rights and dignity of his Government, 
destination of others, particularly from the port of Phila- | which are openly injured, and if he did not call the 
delphia, have been with cargoes of contraband articles to | attention of Mr. Madison to the disagreeable reflection 
the enemies’ possessions in the East and West Indies. | which the French Government would have a right to 
“ Let their destination, however, be what they may, | make, if the silence of the local authorities respecting 
it cannot, I conceive, but be justly considered, that such | acts of this nature should be imitated by the Govern- 
armaments, on the part of the citizens of a neutral | ment ofthe United States.” 
State, must be attended with consequences prejudicial | «The French Government certainly could not see 
to a belligerent Power, and may, therefore, be deemed | without a profound regret, that after having given to 
rightly as offensive, for which reason the law of nations | the United States the most marked proofs of the desire 
has stated one of the first obligations of neutrality to be | to place the good understanding of the two nations upon 


that of abstaining from all participation in warlike ex- | the most immoveable foundations, by abandoning na- 
‘peditions, The armed vessels alluded to, may become | tional interests which might have eventually produced 
the property of the King’s enemies either by capture at | collisions, individual interest should now be permitted 
sea, or by purchase in the ports to which they are des- | to compromit this good understanding. Its regret 
tined, and are thus in readiness to be converted imme- | would be still much greater, if, when the. dignity and 
diately into instruments of hostility against His Majesty, | safety of France are openly injured in the United 
whilst in another point of view they are calculated to | States, by their citizens, the American Government 
protect the vessels when they are loaded with contra- | should preserve, respecting. these violations, a silence 
band articles, against the lawful search and detention | which would appear to offer an excuse, and even a 
of a lawfully commissioned cruiser, when the latter | sort of encouragement, to all the excesses which cu- 
shall be of inferior force. Indeed, I conceive that it pidity may attempt. Besides, that the peace of the 
may not be giving too great an extent to the principle | two nations cannot but be seriously compromitted by 
of the law of nations, without attending to the nature | the proceedings of the individuals, and by the réprisals 
of the cargo, to consider the very arms, ammunition, | to which they must necessarily lead, this state of things 
and other implements of war, with which such vessels | would infallibly tend to diminish the amicable dispo- 
are furnished as contraband articles, when the vessels | sition which the two Governments wish to cultivate.” 

have been thus equipped without the authority of the Mr. L. observed that the commercé as carried 


ee to wits they: belong: : A on by the citizens of the United States is not onl 
understand, sir, that the armanents in question a violation of the law of nations, which the United 


have in fact taken place under no commission or Sti ind d on is bound to ob 
authority whatever from the Government of the United tates asan independent nations vount toovey, 
but is in direct violation of a treaty made in 1800, 


States. I have therefore thought it my duty to have the f : 
honor of making you acquainted with the information between the United States and France: a treaty 
X on the most liberal principles as-to the rights of 


that has reached meon this subject, and if the obser- J 
vations which I have taken the liberty to make upon it | neutrals, and highly advantageous and honorable 
to both nations. 


should happily be conformable to the sentiments of the k . 
To remedy the evils complained of, a law was 


American Government, I can safely trust to their | q 
justice, as well as to their jealousy of observing the | enacted during the last session of Congress to regu- 
late the clearance of armed merchant vessels; this 


most strict neutrality in the present war, to take such t l 
measures as shall appear to them the most proper for | act has operated as a deception, as, since the publi- 
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cation of the law, the trade- with St. Domingo has 
been carried on to as great if not greater extent 
than formerly. The only merit of the arming 
law, is, that in a national view it removes the res- 
ponsibility from the individual who may be en- 

aged in the trade, to the Government by which 
it is authorized. .. f : 

Whilst we are anxious to have our own na- 
tional rights respected, is it honorable to violate 
the rights of a friendly Power with whom we are 
at peace? or is it sound policy to cherish the 
black population of St. Domingo whilst we have 
a similar population in our Southern States, in 
which should an insurrection take place, the Gov- 
ernment of the United States is bound to render 
effectual aid to our fellow-citizens in that part of 
the Union? Mr. L. concluded by observing that 
in bringing forward the biil under consideration, 
he was not influenced by views of friendship to- 
wards England or France, but to preserve the im- 
mediate honor and future peace of the United 
States. ; 

Mr. Apams.—Mr. President: Had the gentle- 
man whoasks leave to introduce this bill, assigned 
any new reasons as the foundation of his motion, 
whatever my opinion might have been upon their 
merits, I should not think it proper to combat them 
at this time; but the object of the bill is so simple, 
that its details are immaterial. Its purpose is to- 
tally to prohibit a branch of our commerce, which 
at the last session of the Legislature was proved 
to be of great importance to the country. Unless, 
therefore, a majority of the Senate should be of 
opinion that the bill ought to pass, it appears to 
me that the present is the stage at which it ought 
to be arrested: since the mere discussion of the 
question, and pendency of the measure before Con- 
gress, may have an unfavorable effect upon the 
commercial interest, or at least injuriously affect 
individual merchants, in the course of their affairs. 

- It is well known to. every member upon this 
floor, and to the public in general, that the same 
gentleman who now wishes to introduce this bill, 
at the last session of Congress made a motion 
for leave to bring it in at that time, which was re- 
jected; and I expected that on its renewal at this 
time he would have alleged some new grounds 
forthe measure; but in this expectation I have 
been disappointed. He tells us indeed, that unless 
we do. prohibit this commerce it will inevitably: 
lead us into a war with the French Republic. I 
have certainly no more disposition than any gen- 
tleman here to be at war with the French Repub- 
lic ; but, excepting that gentleman’s assertion, (to 
which Iam willing to give all the credit which it 
can be entitled to,) what particle of evidence have 
we that the St. Domingo trade will expose us to 
any suchdanger? What evidence has the gentle- 
man himself alleged in support of his assertion ? 
Why, sir, he has read to us a part of the President’s 
Message, at the opening of the last session of Con- 
gress; and a correspondence between the British 
and French Ministers, and the Secretary of State, 
six or nine months previous to that time, and com- 
plaining that some of our merchant vessels were 
armed. It is surely needless for me to. mention 


in this House that in consequence of, that very 
passage in the President’s Message of last year, and 
of those very complaints of those foreign Ministers, 
a bill did actually pass both Houses of. Congress, 
after a long and ample discussion of the subject; 
which bill was intended to remove those causes of 
complaint, and is now in force. This bill I have 
understood was satisfactory on all hands, and it 
has been within a very few. days declared by a 
member of this body, in his place, to have given 
satisfaction to the French Government in partic- 
ular, nor has that information been contradicted. 
This conclusion indeed may be inferred from. the 
tenor of the President’s communication to Congress 
at the commencement of the present session. If 
any intimation of complaints from foreign Pow- 
ers relative to this subject, is contained in this 
message, it has escaped my attention, and I can 
indeed safely affirm there isnone. And is not this 
silence itself, a strong, an irresistible proof that no 
such complaints have been made, but that the 
measures adopted by Congress at the last session 
have been satisfactory?. Believing it as I do, and 
that no needless interference of the Government 
with the regular course of commercial transactions 
ought ever to be countenanced, I hope the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania (Mr. Logan) will not 
have leave to bring in this bill. 

Mr. Jackson seconded Mr. Locan’s motion, and 
in reply to Mr. Apams said, that he wished Mr. 
Logan to make it an annual motion, as Mr. Saw- 
bridge had, in the Parliament of England, to reduce 
septennial Parliaments, but with more effect, until 
the trade so highly dishonorable to national char- 
acter was annihilated. As to Mr. Apams’s obser- 
vations that the bill was not allowed to be brought 
in last session, and that he had heard no new ar- 
guments, he would answer the gentleman by asking 
what new arguments had been advanced on the 
bill to prohibit the importation of slaves, when 
leave was given two dayssince to bring in the bill, 
and the same arguments had been rung in our ears 
by Quakers and others, ever since the Constitution 
had been in operation, and not a new one had been 
produced. He said that the day would come when 
this dishonorable traffic would be rued by the Uni- 
ted States; that day must arrive when a general 
peace would take place, when the present hostil- 
ities must cease ; that it must and would then be- 
come the interest of every nation of Europe, having 
colonies in the West Indies, to extirpate this horde 
or ship them off to some other place. That the 
United States, by affording them succor, arms, am- 
munition, and provisions, must be considered by 
them as their allies—their supporters and their pro- 
tectors. Thathe believed the United States would 
be viewed in this light by the French Govern- 
ment and by themselves, and that they would de- 
mand and expect us to grant them an asylum as 
allies and protectors, and send them to our coast. 
This was no novelty, and he had received infor- 
mation from a late celebrated French General, 
given in a public company at the city of Wash- 
ton where he boarded, and the General was one 
who dined there; that arrangements had been 
made, if General Le Clere had been victorious, to 


31 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


32 


SENATE. 


Trade with St. Domingo. 


Decemesr, 1805. 


send those brigands to the Southern States. This 
wasa melancholy subject for South Carolina and 


Georgia, and one of those brigands introduced into 


the Southern States was worse than an hundred 
importations of blacks from Africa, and more dan- 
gerous to the United States. 

Mr. S. Smrru.—Mr. President: Had the honor- 
able mover produced any new document, or given 
us any new information, I certainly should have 
given my vote that he should have the leave re- 
quired; or‘had the Senate been composed of the 
same members as those of the last year, I should 
have contented myself by giving a silent vote on 
thequestion. Anaddition being made tothe Senate 
of several new members, it may not be improper 
to state, that this subject was at the last session 
presented to the view of Congress by the Presi- 
dent. A bill was predicated thereon, and after 
great consideration and lengthy discussion passed 
intoa law. Has the mover produced to the Sen- 
ate any document to show that France is not 
satisfied with what has been done? Does the 
gentleman know that any new complaint has 
been made? I know of none, and I, therefore, 
think it fair to presume that France has been fully 


satisfied with the law already passed. The gen- 


tleman has said that both the French and British 


Ministers have considered the tradeto St. Domingo 


as contrary to the law of nations. I see nothing 
of the kind in the note from the British Minister. 
I have no doubt of the British being disposed 
to interdict that branch of trade as they have 


done almost all our other most lucrative com- 


merce. Had the gentleman brought forward a 
bill to interdict all trade with Great Britain, he 
might have produced many more reasons in its 
support than he has been pleased to offer in sup- 


port of the bill proposed. But what isthis law of 


nations? Is it the written law, or that law as- 


sumed by nations who have the most power? If 
è 


the gentlemen mean the written law, I must be- 
lieve that they are mistaken. I have somewhere 
read, that when a part of a State separates itself, 
and is capable of supporting that separation, forms 
for itself a government, and fully conducts its 
own affairs, that other nations do not infringe 
this law by trading or commencing a friendly in- 
tercourse with such part. 

We are told thata celebrated French General 
since here has said, that had General Le Clerc 
succeeded, he meant to have landed all the blacks 
of St. Domingo on our southern shores. This 
may be-—but, sir, itis not probable. If such, how- 
ever, had been his intention, it could not have 
arisen from resentment on account of our eom- 
merce, for we had been of the greatest utility to him 
and his army, and had then earried on no com- 
merce that was not fully sanctioned by France. 
Nay, I might say, that owing to the supplies from 
the United States, the colony of St. Domingo 
had been preserved to the mother country until 
the arrival of General Le Clere. Unless, Mr. 
President, the honorable mover shall produce 


some new information, T shall be under the neces- 


sity of voting against leave to bring in this bill. 
Mr. Mirci, in a specch of considerable 


length and detail, stated his objections to giving 
leave. 

He complimented his friend from Pennsylvania, 
for the purity of his motives in bringing forward the 
present motion. But he could not refrain from 
an expression of his surprise, and even his regret, 
that the subject had been moved again in the 
Senate. * f . 

During the last session of Congress, the whole 
of the intercourse with St. Domingo had under- 
gone a full investigation. While the bill regula- 
ting the clearance of armed merchantvessels was 
under discussion, that part of our foreign com- 
merce had been minutely examined. It would 
be remembered that the bill had been committed, 
recommitted, amended, and modified, with the 
utmost labor and skill. Besides the talents which 
the Senate afforded, all the sources of Executive 
information had been drained, to aid their re- 
searches. And the letters of the British and 
French Ministers, complaining of the conduct of 
our merchants in forcing this trade, were opened 
to our view. The crude material of the bill had 
been hammered at and worked upon so elaborate- 
ly, atto have as last received the complete burnish 
ofalaw. With all the knowledge that could be 
derived from so many quarters, the bill was at 
length passed to check the violence of our navi- 
gators, and to restrain the adventurous zéal of 
our merchants. The provisions of this law, were 
such as it was deemed just and proper that a 
neutral nation should take. And this was a lib- 
eral condescension to the wishes of the two great 
maritime and belligerent Powers, without forget- 
ting the respect that we owed to our own. With 
both these he wished to cultivate peace and good 
understanding; but to neither of them would he 
consent to yield any portion of our neutral and 
national rights, ; 

The difficulties exhibited in the ministerial 
correspondence, Mr. M. said were thus removed. 
With a promptitude that deserved to be admired, 
Congress interposed its authority, for the purpose 
at once of doing justice to our neighbors, regula~ 
ting our commerce, and tranquilizing the Mexi- 
can seas. With these salutary provisions, he be- 
lieved the two. complaining nations had been 
satisfied. Atleast we had done so much that they 
ought in all reason to be content. Congress had 
already manifested a due regard to all that France 
and Great Britain had offered upon the branch 
of West Indian commerce, and in the true spirit 
of good neighborhood, and correct principle, had 
modified and restricted the intercourse with Hayti. 
And so fully did the Europeans seem‘to acquiesce 
in our conduct, that he had not heard any further 


‘remonstrances made by either óf them about it. 


He thought the observations of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts (Mr. Apams) very much in point. 
Under a conviction that we had done as much as 
public faith and national honor required, he had 
given his vote against the introduction of a simi- 
lar bill during the last session. Nothing had oc- 
curred from that time to- this day, to alter the 
circumstances of the case, or to make it necessary 
for him to change his conduct. He thought now, 
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as he did then, that there was. danger of overact- 
ing.our part and of doing too much; of being good 
to-our neighbors, to such a degree, and in such a 
manner, as to be very cruel to ourselves. ; 

‘After all this condescension on our part, after 
„inquiring into the: alleged misconduct of our 
people, and taking immediate measures to prevent 
the repetition, and after having done all we politi- 
cally could or that we honorably ought, the sub- 
ject. is once. more introduced to the Senate. -It 
comes now, not from the Executive Department, 
not from the cabinets of the nations concerned, 
nor from the recommendation of a Senatorial 
committee, but from the suggestions of an indi- 
vidual member of our own body. 

-The commerce of the United States, he said, 
was an astonishing spectacle. It reached from 
‘Arctic to Antarctic, and wascoextensive with the 
- gircumference-of the globe. Most of the inhabit- 
ed countries of the earth were visited by our nav- 
igators, and the striped flag of the Union fluttered 
in the semotest harbors, Qur countrymen have 
made material additions.to the science of geogra- 
phy. They have found markets unknown to com- 
„mercial men before. They have derived cargoes 
from the depths of the ocean, and laid the cod, the 
“seal, and the whale, under contribution. They 
haye exported the productions of their own happy 
country, so fertile in the articles which sustain 
and cherish life, to all places where they were 
wanted, and brought home the crude materials or 
the manufactures of those regions in return. By 
‘an énergy and enterprise unexampled in the his- 
tory of the human species, they have excited the 
jealousy of foreigners, who are not only behind 
hem. in mercantile exertion, but who cannot 
-weigh an anchor or reef à topsail equal to them. 
‘cs, Such was our situation—peaceful, industrious, 
and desirous of measuring out liberal justice to 
‘all our neighbors. But this was no- protection 
against commercial rivalship. Emulation and 
ompetition existed in all callingsand professions. 
Mercantile jealousy had been alarmed by it. Ex- 
-perience had shown to the most active of them 
that they were.unsuccessful competitors. What 
‘was the consequence ? They. had. endeavored to 
itterrupt by force or stratagem, that predominant 
trade which they could not outdo or equal by fair 
means. In the havens of Britain the port charges 
‘were. of the most exorbitant kind. The money 
paid by us for passing their. light-houses was ex- 
eessive. The fees for performing quarantine were 
out‘of all proportion to the good expected,.or ser- 
ice done. Convoy duties were also frequently 
exacted.;-and the eustom-houses collected.a higher 
rate of charge upon merchandise exported to the 
United States than to any part.of Europe. In 
addition to all this, the eruisers of that nation had 
made the most ungenerous abuse of the power of 
searching our vessels. They had taken out and 
impressed -into their service emigrants coming to 
sour, country. . They had violently drawn into 
„their. service our seamen, natives of our land. 
_JNaturalized foreigners had not been spared.: Our 
neutrality bad been-violated by their forcing our 
pressed citizens to fight-against the political 
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friends of their country. Our.ships had been fre- 
quently detained and spoiled on the high seas ; 
and their officers and crews grossly insulted. Ves- 
sels bearing the variegated stripes and constellated 
stars of our Union had been sent.to distant Brit- 
ish ports for adjudication. Cargoes had been con- 
demned under the most arbitrary pretexts, and 
our merchants and underwriters, by the process of 
an eg parte trial, stripped of their property. Our 
ports had been blockaded. The public authority 
in our very harbors had been defied, and the arm- 
ed vessels of the nation had been. fired at. And, 
to crown the whole, the same. nation, instigated 
by the like jealous and invidious considerations, 
seem bent upon prohibiting our carrying trade in 
colonial produce, and resolved to reduce us once 
more to the dependence of provinces. 

Are we, sir, already come to this? You [the 
Vice President, Mr. Cuinton, was in the Chair] 
well remember the effects wrought: by, the injuri- 
ous proceedings of the British Parliament in 1774. 
You bore a noble and manly part in the struggles 
of freemen against oppression at that day.. Thirty 
years ago, you and your patriotic associates could 
form a general non-importation agreement, and, 
despising the luxuries of the mother country, and 
superior to her prowess, you, spirits of freedom, 
achieved our glorious Revolution. If the case 
requires it, may we not do this again ? If we must 
curtail our commerce by our. own statutes, it is 
certainly-a better policy to retaliate upon an ad- 
versary in that way, than to abandon to her, as 
the proposed bill contemplates, a lucrative portion 
of our trade. Surely, laboring as we do, under 
all these embarrassments, a proposition for lessen- 
ing our navigation and forbidding our ships to 
frequent the open ocean, would hardly have been 
expected from one of our own body. | 

For my own part, said Mr. M., I think the St. 
Domingo commerce is no great thing in itself, 
We might do exceedingly well without it; and I 
am. very far from approving the means by which 
it has been carried on; but I dislike the idea of 
forbidding it, at the mandate of a foreign Power. 
Like our Revolutionary patriots, let us put our 
foot here, and hence. refuse to budge. It is not 
for us to legislate at the nod or bidding of any na- 
tion. I-hope we understand our business better 
than to register edicts for them; while we pay 
due respect to others, it becomes us also to respect 
ourselves. The precedent is a dangerous one. If 
we agree to interdict this intercourse, we may, at 
the next session, be informed that we ought to 
withdraw from some other important port or re- 
gion. When we are found to be so complying to 
one nation, we shall be subjected to a like request 
or menace from another. until, sir, our flag shall 
be furled in one foreign port after another, and 
nothing be left us. but the coasting trade at home. 
The sad consequences have been ably portrayed 
by the gentleman from Maryland, (Mr. SAMUEL 
SMITH. 

‘There was another reason evincing the unsea- 
sonableness of the proposition at the present time. 
This was a disastrous and eventful era of our 
commerce. The merchants in every seaport of 
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the nation were assembling to consider their losses 


from the rapacity of the belligerent Powers, and į dent of the United States and the documents be- 


submit them to the consideration of Congress. It 
would be better to wait for the statements that 
such a practical class of men should make. Our 
judgments would be aided by the facts which 
their memorials would contain. 

‘Mr. M. then considered the prohibition in the 
Constitution on Congress as to the laying of ex- 
port duties, and said that the exportation of our 
domestic productions, so necessary to our country, 
and so cautiously guarded, ought not to be inter- 
rupted by any spontaneous regulations of our own. 
He was an advocate for the mare liberum. He 
wished a wide and open market for the beef, pork, 
fish, flour, rice, and cotton, of the country. 

He then adverted to the operation which a re- 
strained commerce would have upon agriculture. 
With the ceasing of exports, this great spring to 
the planter’s and grazier’s industry 1s at once taken 
away ; the plough would stop; and it would be 
melancholy to see the fair and enchanting face of 
dur country degenerate to the savage state, and 
yield naught but the unthrifty crop of. weeds and 
brambles. 

Turning, then, to ship-building and its cluster 
of attendant trades and arts, he feared that it 
would fall into neglect. That employment which 
gives, perhaps, the grandest idea of the skill of 
man, would be discontinued, and the inhabitants 
of our seaports be forced back to the country to 
keep them from starving. 

Nor was this revenue to be omitted in the enu- 
meration, As far as the imports from Hayti are 
consumed by our citizens, so far the revenue is 
aided; and, if exported under drawback, the car- 
rying trade is helped by the transportation, and the 
return cargo, whether of brandy, wines, hardware, 
or dry goods, may be expected to afford an ad va- 
lorem or specific contribution to the Treasury. 

A word or two concerning the situation of 
France in this affair, he should beg leave to offer. 
The coffee and sugar of that productive island 
had reached the ports of that empire in American 
bottoms, And, in return, the productions and 
manufactures of France had been carried by the 
same conveyance to the revolted colony of black 
freemen. It was presumable such an intercourse 
would give to France several of the benefits of a 
direct commerce. And, as our act of the last. ses- 
sion had yielded to her the sovereignty, he did not 
think that, in the exciting intermediate state be- 
tween rebellion and revolution among the Hay- 
tians France had any just cause of displeasure 
against us. H she had, the numberless captures 
and depredations done under her flag, must have 
given her the most ample satisfaction. Under 
these impressions, he judged it neither politic nor 
necessary to legislate further on the subject, and 
should, consequently, say No to the motion. __ 

Mr. Hittuovse said, he hoped the question 
would be taken by yeas and nays, because he con- 
fidently expected there would be a great majority 
of the Senate opposed to giving leave to bring in 
the bill, for he considered the measure not only as 
improper, but as ill-timed. 


fore us, that depredations are made on our com- 
merce on all quarters, and our citizens not only 
robbed of their property, but in some instances 
subjected to personal insult and injury; it is also 
well known that Congress have received confi- 
dential communications from the President, and 
are deliberating with closed doors. The. general 
expectation isthat something energetic and spitited 
will be done in defence of our neutral righis and 
national honor. How great will be the surprise 
if the first step taken by the Senate of the United 
States is found to be a further restriction, ora total 
prohibition, of a lawful and lucrative branch of 
our commerce? As to restricting or prohibiting 
this trade to St. Domingo (which no gentleman 
has produced a single authority from the law of 
nations to prove to be unlawful) for the purpose 
of securing our citizens from the personal insults 
and injuries to which they are exposed’ in the 
West Indies, he could not approve it; a more 
proper and dignified course he thought would be 
to send armed ships into those seas, to capture. or 
demolish those bucaniers.and pirates, who rob’ us 
of our property, and insult and murder our- citi- 
zens. They are a banditti whom no nation. wiil 
own, or admit, to be acting under their authority, 
though sailing under their flag, and whom itis 
not in the power of.such nation to restrain., >< 

The gentleman from Georgia has told us that 
the conflict in St. Domingo is that of masters: at- 
tempting to reclaim their slaves, and that if the 
United States suffer the trade to be carried ‘on, 
we shall be considered as aiding and upholding 
those slaves, and give offence to France. «And 
that when peace shall take place in Europe, the 
French will transport those negroes by thousands 
to the shores of South Carolina and Georgia, to 
the endangering ‘the lives of the citizens of those 
States. This Mr. H. considered asa bugbear; ith 
which we ought not to be frightened, for, as -to 
the warfare. in St. Domingo being a mere. cón- 
flict between master ahd slave, it will be well re- 
membered that the French Republic long ‘ago 
liberated all the slaves in that island, and declared. 
them free. As to the citizens of the United States 
carrying arms and military stores:to t mi 
of France, the law of nations has declared 
penalty, which is a-forfeiture of the property 
the United States can in no way be implicated 
thereby. And as to France landing those-negroes 
on our shores, he said there was pow 


and: he 
believed there would be found a disposition ‘inthe 
people of the United States to repelsuch‘an insult; 
for if we cannot -prevent France: or any other. 
Power from invading our territory and insulting 
our national honor, by landing their outcasts upon 
our shores, we shall no longer. deserve the name 
of an independent nation. k sag: 
Mr. Jackson, in reply to Mr. Smita and Mr 
MrroniLL, confessed he had seen no official docu- 
ment, other than what the honorable mover had 
read, but he had. seen at Newcastle, in Delaware, 
a whole fleet bound to St. Domingo,.to-force.a: 
trade which even captains of vessels,true Ameri 
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cans, cried shame on. That the honorable gen- 
tleman had called out, why had not the mover 
brought forward a resolution against Britain or 
some other Power who had committed depreda- 
tions on our commerce! Mr. J. said he wished 
to begin here, by preventing our own merchants 
from doing injury to other nations, and then to 
strike at those who insulted us. He for himself 
was prepared and willing to attack the first Power 
who had insulted us with far more superior weap- 
ons than arming our ships. He was an agricul- 
tural man, and would suffer with the flour makers; 
but he would call on the honorable gentleman 
either from Maryland, from New York, from 
Massachusetts, or Connecticut, to strike at Great 
Britain or any other nation who had injured us, 
by a resolution of prohibition of trade or inter- 
course, and he was the man who would second it 
and keep it on till the injuring nation should cry 
peccavi—keep it on one twelvemonth, and you 
would see them all at your feet. Look at the 
Legislature of Jamaica petitioning their Governor 
from time to time for American intercourse. Look 
at Trinidad, the same, in a state of famine. Sir, 
we have no favors to ask the nations of the earth; 
they must ask them of us, or their West India 
colonies must starve. 

That however, with respect to documents, he 
would inform the gentleman from Maryland, that 
he had seen, though not official, a letter from Gen- 
eral Ferrand, Governor of St. Domingo, and which 
was published in all the principal newspapers of 
the United States, complaining to the French 
Government on this subject, and laying all the 
blame to the American Government, if not in 
direct, in the most severe indirect terms. That 
as to the total separation of the self-created Em- 
peror and nation of Hayti, and its independence 
of the parent country, and under which gentle- 
men declared our rights of trade founded on the 
laws of nations—the late attack on that General 
by the Emperor -proved it did not exist: he was 
defeated, his army scattered and driven to the 
mountains ; that Ferrand held the island as French 
Governor for the French nation, and the separa- 
tion was not such as to warrant the arguments 
used for a right to trade. It would be a fatal ar- 
gument used against us as respected our South- 
ern States by other Powers. On the same grounds, 
a parcel of runaways and outcasts from South 
Carolina and Georgia, to the amount of some 
hundreds, now collected on or near the Okefo- 
nokee swamp in Georgia, might be termed an in- 
dependent society ; or ifan insurrection took place 
in those States, the rebellious horde, on creating an 
emperor, be supplied with arms and ammunition, 
asa separate and independent nation. This, as the 
honorable gentleman from Connecticut had been 
pleased to term his fears bugbears, might be no 
bugbear to him, safe and remote from the scene 
of action, near New Haven; but it was a serious 
bugbear to him, and would be to the whole south- 
ern country, where the horrid scenes of that isl- 
and would be. reacted, their property destroyed, 
and their families massacred. The honorable 
gentleman from New York, too, had been pleased 


to term them bugbears, but had raised up a 
number of his own to prevent the passing of the 
bill—he had drawn a most lamentable picture of 
the state of this country, if this dishonorable 
trade to this small part of the commercial world 
was interdicted. Commerce was to languish and 
agriculture to be annihilated—our fields were to 
grow up in briers and thorns, and even verdure 
to disappear. Mr. J. said he did not believe this. 
The United States, if all the Powers on earth 
were opposed to us, had within herself enough to 
eat, to drink, and to clothe her citizens; this was 
not the case with other Powers. Nota nation ex- 
isted, which had West India colonies, but was 
more or less dependent on us,and could not do 
without us—they must come to our terms or starve. 
On with your embargo, and in nine months they 
must lay at your feet. It was certain that we 
should suffer for that time, but he was willing, 
and he knew the Southern country. willing to sub- 
mit to it; and at the end of it our fields would re- 
sume their usual verdure, and the thorns and bri- 
ers be rooted out. ; ` 

The honorable gentleman from Maryland had 
told us of the blockade of Cadiz, and that Hispan- 
iola was the only vent now for our flour; but he 
believed even the blockade of Cadiz was not so 
strict in that respect, as the honorable gentleman 
had mentioned; he would read a line from Lord 
Mulgrave to Mr. Monroe on that head. [Here Mr.. 
J. read part of it, but found it more strict than he had 
thought, and gave that point up.] But Mr. Presi- 
dent, said Mr. J., is Cadiz the only market in Eu- 
rope for our flour? From the Texel to the Baltic 
and Mediterranean, there are hundreds of ports at 
which our flour is vented. 

Mr. J. madea number of other remarks, and 
concluded that: he thought the passage of the bill 
absolutely necessary, for the honor and safety of 
the country ; and as to the information he had re- 
ceived from a late celebrated French General, it 
was corroborated by the acts of Le Clerc and 
Rochambeau themselves. That the most daring 
brigands were forced by those officers on board 
American vessels, the captains of which were 


compelled to bring them to the United States, 


contrary to the laws of their own country. This 
had been a matter of serious alarm, not only to 
the Southern States, but to the Middle and North- 
ern States. At any rate, he hoped the bill would 
be received, if it was only to inform merchants 
trading to Hispaniola, of the sense of Congress, 
that the trade must cease; this was the point on 
which the slave bill had been received. That he 
wished to begin with this trade first, and he be- 
lieved striking at that was striking at the British, 
for he had been informed at Newcastle that the St. 
Domingo fleet, then there, was owned by British 
merchants, and supplied from British capital, under 
the protection of our flag, which had to bear all 
the disgrace of this illicit traffic. 

Mr. 8. Smrra.—lI am not concious, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that I said, (as charged by the honorable 
mover,) that the trade to St. Domingo was the 
only great, the only important commerce of the 
United States. It was an assertion that it was 
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not possible I could have made.: I did, owever, 
consider ita branch of. commerce highly import- 
ant tothe United States, inasmuch as that island 
does draw from us all its provisions of every kind; 
dts clothing and-luxuries: that is, that halfa mil- 
lion. of people are almost exclusively supplied 
with all their wants by the commerce and agri- 
eulture. of the United States; and that good rea- 
‘sons should be assigned before we ought to be in- 
duced: to relinquish so important a branch. I did 
state that flour, salted beef and pork, fish, rice, and 
tobacco, furnished a considerable portion of the 
means with which that commerce was pursued; 
and that if interdicted, it would have a serious 
operation on the prices of some of them. The 
gentleman from Georgia has supposed that there 
would be a sufficient: outlet for our flour in the 
ports between the Texel and the Baltic. Those 
ports, Mr. President, export wheat; I never knew 
‘a-barrek of flour shipped from the United States 
to either of them—they are our competitors. Mr. 
President, we are advised by the same honorable 
gentleman to begin by interdicting this trade, and 
then proceed on to those who have oppressed our | 
commerce... This, sir, isa curious mode, to begin | 
to interdict’'the trade to those against whom the | 
United- States have no cause of complaint, that 
we may be justified in breaking our commercial 
relations with those who have oppressed our trade 
in-every quarter of the globe. 

The honorable mover has said, let us look.at 
our commerce and see how it is affected. I wish 
the gentleman had done us that favor—he men- 
tioned the East Indies, but there he stopped short, 
and left to each of us to look at ‘our commerce in 
our own way, without the promised benefit of 
his instruction. I will, Mr. President, take leave 
to present to the Senate, a short view of some of 
its branches. That to. the Hast Indies, has been 
conducted: in two ways—the one, by exporting 
specie, and-purchasing therewith the cotton goods 
of the British dominionss:the teas, china, and nan- 
keens of China; the:sugar, coffee, and pepper, of 
the Dutch, French cand native possessions: the 
other mode, by shipping-from Europe the goods 
best suited for India, and vesting their proceeds in 
the articles already stated, with which our ships 
proceed to some port in Europe, or. return home 
direct, The most beneficial part of this com- 
merce is now interdicted with Great Britain. 
Her. King says (and his: admiralty court obeys) 
that the ships of the United States shall not carry 
on a trade in the time of war-to the colony of his 
enemies, not permitted by such enemy in time of 
peace. From this general-rule, he has (as he 
says) as matter of favor relaxed at different times. 
During the last war, he relaxed. so far as to per- 
mit neutrals to carry from their own country to 
the colony of his enemy, and return direct to the 
nation of the neutral ships, where he insisted that 
the cargo must be landed; but consented that it 
might be reshipped in the same or-any~other ship 
for any port in Europe or elsewhere. But he ab- 
solutely forbid us to go with our cargoes from 
India to any other country in Europe than Great 
Britain. i i 


| Great Britain from proceeding from Europe with 


He has, Mr. President, since the war, with- 
drawn a part of that high favor; and now the 
ships of the United States are interdicted by 


goods to any part of the Hast Indies. Nay, it is 
the opinion of one of their most learned doctors of 
law, that it would even be dangerous for our ships 
to proceed from Europe to the Hast Indies with 
specie.’ He has interdicted us from. proceeding 
from his enemies’ colony, and from the East Indies 
generally even to his own_ ports in Europe, or 
from one port in the East Indies to another; he 3 
denies us the liberty of exporting the articles im- 
ported into the 
colony in the same ships in which they were import- 
ed, (although the same be landed and the duties | 
paid,) or even in any other ship, for account of the | 
person who was the importer. From this. view 4 
it will appear, that our India trade is greatly re- 
stricted. Thus it has lost part of its importance. 
An important branch of our commerce was, in | 
time of peace, to Cadiz, with flour, part of which 4 
flour was reshipped by a company to Cuba; that 
trade ceased withthe war. GreatBritainblockades | 
Cadiz, and condemnsour shipsthatattémpttogoin. 4 
We supply Cuba with flour, rice, andsalted meat; 
and bring from thence sugar, molasses, &c. -This 
trade Great Britain as yet permits (through her 
great benevolence) provided you go to and come | 
from the single port of Havana; but condemns $ 
your ships if they are found coming from any 
other port in the island. For this pittance of 
trade to Havana we are at the mercy of Great | 
Britain. She may (agreeably to her law of na- 
tions) deprive us of it at any moment, and. if we 
can judge of what she will do, by what she has 
done, we must expect she will (without notice) 
cause all our ships found trading with the colony f 
of her enemy, to be seized—her courts will ‘con- 
demn. EE 

Great Britain.has interdicted or molested our 
trade to St. Domingo, It was left for the honor- 
able mover to propose to deprive his country of 
that valuable branch of our commerce, and he 
says it out of compliment to what he supposes to 
be the desire of France.. He shows us no-docu- 
ment to induce us to believethat nation would wish 
it. Judging (as I do) from what would be the 
interest of France, I am induced to believe’ that 
she will not be obliged to the mover. It is:her | 
interest that Great Britain should not have the 4 
benefit of the commerce of St.. Domingo. If we 
interdict this trade, Great. Britain will have-the 
whole; she will have the monopoly which she 
asked, and which Dessalines refused to give her; 
and she will then.aid him against Ferrand—block- 
ade the city of St. Domingo. by sea, while the 
blacks attack him by land. General Ferrand may 
in such case soon be starved into submission. 
The supplying that island and drawing all. her 
valuable products into England, will enable Great 
Britain to pay a handsome annual subsidy to any 
of the Powers of Europe. The interdiction of 
our trade will enrich England and do no-benefit 
to France. What effect may it produce, as it re~- 
spects us, is a serious question, I fear it will 
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create another piratical Power. The Haytians 
will have provisions if they are to be found on 
the ocean ; the interdiction will be considered b 
them as the declaration of war, the worst of all 
wars; a war with a view to starve them. They 
will send out their vessels of war, (for they have 
armed vessels,) they will take your unarmed ships 
bound to Jamaica, to the Spanish Main, to Car- 
racoa, and molest your trade to Cuba; they are 
upon the high road of your trade from Europe to 
New Orleans; they will destroy it; you will com- 
pel them to be a maritime power ; they will soon 
make it necessary for you tosurround their island 
with an armed fleet. But, it will be asked, of what 
advantage is our having the trade to the mother 
country (France.) I have already stated that we 
prevent its wealth from going to her enemy; but 
this is not the only advantage—our ships carry to 
France the coffee we draw from St. Domingo; the 
cotton, rice, and tobacco of our country, and re- 
ceive in return the wines, brandy, soap, and dry 
goods of France, which are landed in the United 
States and form a large proportion of the cargoes | 
sent to that island. Thus then-France (in truth) | 
supplies “as formerly” the people of St. Domingo 
with its manufactures and products, to the enrich- 
ing of that nation. The moment we stop that 
trade, France will furnish no more. Great Bri- 
tain will supply the whole. The Haytians will 
find supplies, whether we are the carriers or not; 
their coffee will procure them all they want; we 
shall be exposed to the necessity of keeping an ex- 
pensive fleet; Great Britain will be enriched, and 

rance will lose the advantage in which she now 
partakes. These are some of the reasons that 
have induced me to presume that the silence of 
France is owing to her knowledge of the conse- 
quences that would result from our interdicting 
that trade. 

The gentleman ought to have informed us of 
the consequences that may result to our finances 
from his plan; had he informed himself, he would, 
I must believe, have hesitated. Sir, it will take 
from the United States a revenue of at least two 
hundred thousand dollars per annnm. Let gen- 
tlemen look to. the report from the Treasury, they. 
will there see that our neutral position—in other 
words, our. carrying for other nations—has given 
us a revenue of two millions per annum for three 
years of the last Presidential term. The year 1802, 
being a year of peace, our revenue fell short of 
the average product of the other three years to 
that amount. St. Domingo contributed at least 
the sum mentioned (I think much more) towards 
these two millions gained by the carrying trade. 

I again beg leave to mention that we are asked 
to make this sacrifice without being (so far as we 
know) requested thereto, either by our own Gov- 
ernment or that of France. 

Aftera few replicatory remarks from Mr. Lo- 
‘ean, the consideration of the subject was post- 
poned to Monday. 


Monpay, December 23. 


The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED States: 


To the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States : : 

The Governor and Presiding Judge of the Territory 
of Michigan have made a report to me of the state of 
that Territory ; several matters in which, being within 
the reach of Legislative authority only, I lay the report 
before Congress. TH. JEFFERSON: 

DECEMBER 23, 1805. ; z$ 

The Message and report therein mentioned were 
read, and referred to Messrs. Tracy, WORTHING- 
Ton, and BaLpwin, to consider and report thereon. 


TuEspAY, December 24. 


Mr. Logan presented the memorial of the 
Chamber of Commerce of the city of Philadel- 
phia, signed Thomas Fitzsimmons, Chairman, 
stating the expediency of enlarging the piers al- 
ready constructed in the river Delaware, and of 
adding to their number, as well as of preventing 
obstructions from piers heretofore sunk for de- 
fence; and praying the interposition of Congress 
to extend the provisions of a law of the State of 
Pennsylvania to certain neighboring States, pro- 
portionally benefitted by the navigation of the 
river Delaware; and the memorial was read, and 
ordered to lie for consideration. o. 

The bill, entitled “An act supplementary tothe 
act making provision for the payment of claims 
of citizens of the United States on the Govern- 
ment of France, the payment of which has been 
assumed by the United States by virtue of the 
convention of the 30th of April, 1803, between the 
United States and the French Republic,” was read 
the second time, and referred to Messrs. MrrcuHiLL, 
Smrra of Maryland, and Braptey, to consider 
and report thereon. 

The bill, entitled, “An act to repeal so much of 
the act, entitled ‘An act regulating foreign coins, 
and for other purposes,’ as is contained in the 
second section thereof,” was read the second time, 
and referred to Messrs. ANDERSON, Tracy, and 
Apams, to consider and report thereon. i 

The bill to regulate the laying out and making 
a road from Cumberland, in the State of Mary- 
land, to the State of Ohio, was considered: asin 
Committee of the Whole; and being reported to 
the House without amendment, Par 

Ordered That this bill pass to the third reading. 

Mr. Logan submitted the following motion: 

“ Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to cause to be laid before the Senate such 
documents and papers, or other information, as are in 
his possession, relative to complaints by the Govern- 
ment of France, against the commerce carried on by 
the citizens of the United States to the French island 
of St. Domingo.” i os ds 

Ordered, That this motion lie for consideration. 

Mr. Mrrcarit from the committee to whom was 
this day referred the bill, entitled “An act supple- 
mentary to the act making provision for the pay- 
ment of claims of citizens of the United States 
on the Government of France, the payment of 
which has been assumed by the United States by 
virtue of the Convention of the 30th of April, 
1803,” reported.the same without amendment. 

Ordered, That this bill pass to the third reading- 
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A message from the House of Representatives 


The Senate resumed the motion made on the j 
24th instant, that they be furnished with certain 
documents respecting the commerce carried on by 
the citizens of the United States to the French 
island of St. Domingo; and : : 

Resolved, That the President of the United 
States be requested to cause to be laid before the 
Senate such documents and papers, or other infor- 
mation, as arein his possession, relative to com- 
plaints by the Government of France, against the 
commerce carried on by the citizens of the United 
States to the French island of St. Domingo. 
`- Ordered, That the Secretary lay this resolution 
before the President of the United States. 

The following Message was received from the 
Presivent or THE UNITED States: 

To the Senate and House of 

4. Representatives of the United States : 
` Play before Congress a report of the Surveyor of the 
Public Buildings, stating the progress made on them 
during the last season, and what may be expected to be 
accomplished in the ensuing one. 

Dec. 27, 1805. TH. JEFFERSON. 


The Message and report therein referred to were 

read, and ordered to lie for consideration. 
The Presinent communicated a letter and re- 
port from the Secretary of the Treasury, in pur- 
suance of a resolution of the Senate of the 2d of 
March last; which were read and ordered to lie 
for consideration. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a. bill, entitled “An act for the relief of Edward 
Soppan oae Jenkins, and William Currier ;” 


in which bill they desire the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

The bill was read and ordered to the second 
reading. 


The bill to regulate the laying out and making 
a road from Cumberland, in the State of Mary- 
land, to the State of Ohio, was read the third time 
and the blanks having been filled, 

Resolved, That this bill pass, that it be engrossed, 
and that the title thereof be “An act to regulate 
the laying out and making a road from Cumber- 
land, in the State of Maryland, to the State of 
Ohio.” 

The bill, entitled “An act supplementary to the 
act making provision for the payment of claims 
of citizens of the United States on the Govern- 
ment of France, the payment. of which has been 
assumed by the United States, by virtue of the 
Convention of the 30th of April, 1803, between 
the United States and the French Republic,” was 
read the third time and amended. 

Resolved, That this bill pass with amendments. 


Monpay, December 30. 


Thebill entitled “An act for the relief of Ed- 
ward Toppan, George Jenkins. and William Cur- 
rier,” was tead the second time, and referred to 
Messrs. Brapiey, Batpwin, and MITCHILL, to 
consider and-report thereon. ee 


informed the Senate that the House have-passed 
a bill,entitled “ An act to provide for light-houses 
in Long Island Sound, and to declare: Roxbury, 
in the State of Massachusetts, to be a port of “de- 
livery;” in which bill they desire the concurrence 
of the Senate. - 
The bill last brought up for. concurrence was 
read, and ordered to the second reading. io 
Mr. Smita, of Maryland, presented the memo- 
rial of Philip L. Jones, and others, counsellors at 
law, and practitioners at the bar of the Supreme 
Judicial Court of the Territory of New Orleans, 
stating certain extraordinary services performed 
by the presiding judge, J, B. Prevost, and praying 
a remuneration to him therefor; also, an increase 
of the compensation provided by law‘to the Pre- 
siding and Associate Judges of the said Court; 
and the petition was read, and referred to Messrs. | 
Smita, of Maryland, ANDERSON, and ‘Tracy,.to © 
consider and report thereon. Shs ahi ye ot 
Mr. AnpeRSON presented the memorial of the - 
House of Représentatives of the Territory of -$ 
New Orleans, praying an alteration in the law 
passed at the last session of Congress in respect to 
the titles of lands in that territory; also, some ad- 
ditional provisions by law for encouraging th 
culture of sugar, and for the establishment OF ub- 
lic schools; and the memorial was read, and re 
ferred to Messrs. ANDERSON, Tracy, BALDWIN, 
Braptey, and Apams, to consider and report 
thereon. f A Gees Se ou 


Tuorspay, January 2, 1806. “9 

The bill, entitled “An act.to provide for light- 
houses in Long Island Sound, and to declare Rox- 
bury, in the State of Massachusetts, to be'a: port 
of delivery,” was read the second time, and: re- 
ferred to Messrs. Mircnivt, Smita, of Maryland, 
and Hitiuouss, to consider and report: thereon. 


Faipay, January 3... nevis 
Mr. Tracy, from the committée to whom was _ 
referred, on the 19th December last, the. bill, enti 
tled “An act for the relief of Theddorick Armis- 
tead”? reported the.bill without amendment.) <2. 
He also communicated a written. report:on'the 
same subject, which was read, andordered: to'lie 
for consideration. Nias s Wonk yard 
Mr. Mrrcniut, from the committee-to whom 
was yesterday referred the bill, entitled “An act 
to provide for light-houses:in Long Island Sound, | 
and to declare Roxbury, in the State-of*Massa-. 
chusetts, to be a port of delivery,”.reported’ the 
bill without amendment. ROT auth SOLE Se 
Ordered, That the consideration: thereof 
postponed. PE sue TR SUE By 
The Senate took into consideration the-repor: 
of the Secretary of the Treasury of the 27th of 
December last, made in pursuance. of their-resolu- 
tion of the 2d of March, 1805; and, cca 
Ordered, Thatit be referred to Messrs. SMITH, 
of- Maryland, Apams, Tracy, Mircatui and 
Batpwin, to consider and report thereons.. 
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Monpay, January 6. 


Mr. Mrrcntiu presented the memorial of the 
merchants of the-city of New York, stating the 
ruinous consequences to the commerce of the 
United States, by the assumption of new princi- 
ples in the law of nations, by the construction of 
the Admiralty Courts of Great Britain; also, cer- 
tain unlawful and piratical seizures of the pro- 
perty of the American citizens in the West In- 
dies, and even on our own coasts; and, also, the 
defenceless state of the ports and harbors of the 
United States, and praying the immediate inter- 
position of Congress; and the memorial was read, 
and referred to Messrs. MircuiLt, Smits, of. Ma- 
ryland, Apams, ANDERSON, and Tracy, to con- 
sider and report thereon, and that the memorial 
be printed for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. Surru, of Maryland, presented the petition 
of George Rapp and others, the Society of Har- 
mony, in Butler county, and natives of Wurtem- 
burg, in Germany, praying a grant of land for 
the cultivation of the vine, and for the establish- 
ment of certain manufactories ; also, that the time 
of payment for a tract of land heretofore pur- 
chased of the United States may be protracted, 
for reasons stated in the petition ; and the petition 
‘was read, and referred to Messrs. Smitn, of. Ma- 
ryland, Brapiey,and Worratneron, to consider 
and report thereon. 

Mr. Smrra, of Maryland, presented the memo- 
rial of the board of trustees, appointed to superin- 
tend the education of youth in the City of Wash- 
ington, praying the aid of Congress in procuring 
certain lots, suitable for the erection of an acad- 
emy; also, that a lottery may be granted for the 
encouragement of the institution; and the .peti- 
tion was read, and referred to Messrs. Situ, of 
Maryland, Logan, and Moore, to consider and 
report thereon. 

The bill, entitled “An act to provide for light- 
houses in Long Island Sound, and to declare Rox- 
bury, in the State of Massachusetts, to be a port 
of delivery, was resumed, the bill reported to the 
House, and ordered to the third reading. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the committee to whom 
was referred, on the 30th December last, the bill, 
entitled “An act for the relief of Edward Toppan, 
George Jenkins, and William Currier,” reported 
the same without amendment. 


` Turspay, January 7. 


James TuRNER, appointed a Senator by the 
Legislature of the State of North Carolina, for the 
term of six years, from the third of March, 1805, 

_produced his credentials, which were read; and 
the oath prescribed by law having been adminis- 
teréd, he took his seat in the Senate. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill, entitled “An act for the relief of Theodorick 
Armistead,” as in Committee of the Whole, and, 
the said bill having been reported to the House, 
on the question, Shall this bill pass to the third 
reading? it was determined in the negative—yeas 
5, nays 21, as follows: 


Yxeas—Messrs. Moore, Smith of Maryland, Smith: of 
Vermont, Thruston, and Wright. 

Nays—Messrs. Adair, Adams, Anderson, Baldwin, 
Bradley, Condit, Fenner, Gilman, Hillhouse, Kitchel, 
Logan, Maclay, Mitchill, Pickering, Plumer, Smith of 
New York, Sumter, Tracy, Turner, White, and Worth- 
ington. È ' : 

The bill, entitled “An act-to provide for light- 
houses in Long Island Sound, and to declare Rox- 
bury, in the State of Massachusetts, to be a port of 
delivery,” was read the third time and amended. 

Resolved, That this bill do pass with an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. Apams presented the petition of Benjamin 
Hichborne and others, Directors of the New Eng- 
land Mississippi Land Company, in behalf. of 
themselves and their associates, stating claims to 
certain tracts of land mentioned in their petition, 
and praying Congress to adopt measures for their 
compensation; also the petition-of James Sullivan 
and others, agents for the purchasers of lands un- 
der the State of Georgia, praying the attention of 
Congress to their claims; and the petitions were 
read. 

Ordered, That they severally lie on the table. 

Mr. Sumter presented the memorial of Joseph 
Rippen, in behalf of the Upper Mississippi Com~. 
pany, on the same subject; which was read, and 
ordered to lie on the table. naeg 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill, entitled “An act for the relief of Edward 
Toppan, George Jenkins, and William Currier; 
and, after debate, the Senate adjourned. 


Wepnespay, January 8. 


Mr. Logan presented the petition of Oliver 
Evans, stating that he has invented many useful 
improvements in the art of manufacturing flour 
or meal, for which he obtained a patent on the 
19th of January 1791, and which expired in Jan- 
uary last, and praying an extension of ‘his patent, 
for reasons stated in his petition; which was read 
and ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. Logan presented the petition of William 
Levis.and Hugh Maxwell, stating that they have 
on hand a number of copies of the journals of Con- 
gress under the Confederation, commonly called 
Folwell’s edition, which they. will dispose of for 
the use of the public; and the petition was read, 
and referred to Messrs. Logan, Bravuey, and 
Batpwin, to consider and report thereon. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill, entitled “An act for the relief of Edward 
Toppan, George Jenkins, and William Currier,” 
and the bill having been reported to the House, 
on the question, Shall this bill be read the third 
time? it was determined in the negative—yeas 9, 
nays 17, as foliows: 

Yxras—Messrs. Adams, Fenner, Gilman, Hillhouse, 
Mitchill, Pickering, Smith of Maryland, Smith of Ohio, 
and White. 

Naxs—Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Bradley, Con- 
dit, Gaillard, Kitchel, Logan, Maclay, Moore, Plumer, 
Smith of New York, Smith of Tennessee, Smith of 


Vermont, Sumter, Tracy, Turner, and Wright. 


So the bill was lost: 
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Mr. Smitu, of Maryland, presented the petition 


of David Glass.and others, of the Society of Har- 


mony, not being present on the 6th instant, when. 
the memorial of George. Rapp and others was. 
presented, soliciting Congress to consider them as 
joining in the said memorial; and the petition 
was read, and referred to the committee to whom 
was-referréd the. memorial of the said George 
Rapp and others, with an instruction to the com- 
mittee that they report on the subject by bill-or 


otherwise. 


; Tuurspay, January 9. 

Qo. motion that it be 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to take 
into. consideration the 23d, 27th, 35th, and 41st arti- 
cles.of the.rules for. conducting business in the Senate 
of the United States, and report to the Senate such al- 
torations and amendmonts, if any, as they shall judge 
proper; _ f DELS , 

It was agreed that this motion lie for conside- 
ration. 

On motion, 

That the President of the United States be request- 
ed to communicate to the Senate any such information 
in his possession as he may deem. expedient, relative 
to'the interpolation, by any foreign Power, of new prin- 
ciples in the law of nations, injurious to the rights and 
interests of the United States, and particularly any 
evidence of recent decisions in the British Courts of 
Admiralty to that effect, together with such diplomatic 
communications between this Government and that of 
Great Britain in relation to this subject as he may 
think proper ; ; : : 

It was agreed that this motion lie for conside- 
ration. 


Farpay, January 10. 


The Senate took into consideration the motion 
made: yesterday for revising the rules for doing. 
business in the Senate; and having amended the 
same, 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to 
take into consideration the rules for conducting 
business in the Senate of the United States, and 
report to the Senate such alterations and amend- 
ments, if any, as they shall judge proper; and 

Ordered, That Messrs. ANDERSON, Tracy, 
Bauowtn, Bravuzy, and Anams,.be the com- 
mittee, 

The following Message was received from the 
Presivent OF tHe UNITED STATES: 

To the Senate of the United States : 

In compliance with the request of the Senate, ex- 
pressed in their resolution of December 27th, I now lay 
before them such documents and papers (there being 
no other information in my possession) as relate to 
complaints by the Government of France against the 
commerco carried on by. the citizens of the United 
Btates to the French island of St. Domingo. 

TH. JEFFERSON.. 

Jarvany 10, 1806. 

: The Message and documents therein referred to 
were read, and ordered to lie for consideration. - 

A niessage from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
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a bill, entitled “An act for establishing rules and 
articles for the government of the Armies of the 
Unitéd States,” in which ‘they desire the concur-, 
rence of the Senate. pre 
The bill was read, and ordered to the-second:: 
reading. c2 ; 
The Senate resumed the motion made yester=: 
day that the President of the United States be 


requested to lay before the Senate such informa-, 


tion as he may deem expedient relative to the in-. 
terpolation of new principles in the law of nations; 
and the motion was adopted. ; 

Ordered, That the Secretary lay the resolution 
before the President of the United States, 


Monpay, January 13. 


The bill, entitled “An act for establishing rules 
and articles for the government of the Armies of 
the United States,” was read the second. time, and 
referred to Messrs. Sumter, Wurre, Apams, AN- 
person, and Wricut, to consider and report 
thereon, ala cd 

On motion, it was agreed that the request for 
leave to bring in a bill prohibiting the commerce 
of the United States with the French island of 
St. Domingo, be the order of the day for to- 
morrow. a 

On motion, that the petitions of Benjamin Hich- 
borne and others, of James Sullivan and others, ` 
and of Joseph Peppin and others, presented on the 
7th instant, in behalf of themselves and their asso- 
ciates, stating claims to-certain lands ceded to the 
United States by the State of Georgia, be referred 
toa committee: the votes of the Senate being 
equally divided, the Presipenr determined the 
question in the affirmative ; and Messrs. BALDWIN, 
Avams, Anprrson, Brapey, and Sumrzr, were 
appointed the committee to consider and report 
thereon to the Senate. Nf , A 

The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT or THE UNIPED STATES: l 
To the Senate and House of oe, 

Representatives of the United States: R 

I lay before Congréss the application of Hamet Car- 
amalli, elder brother of the reigning Bashaw of Tripoli, 
soliciting from the United States attention to his ser- 
vices and sufferings in the late war against that State. 
And, in order to possess them of the ground on-which 4 
that application stands, the facts shall be stated accord- 4 
ing to the views and information of the Executive. 

During the war with Tripoli, it was suggested that 
Hamet Caramalli, elder brother of the reigning Bashaw, 
and driven by him from his throne, meditated ‘the 
recovery of his inheritance, and that a- concert of ac- 
tion with us was desirable to him. We considered that 
concerted operations by those who have a-common en- 
emy were entirely justifiable, and might produce effects 
favorable to both without binding either to guarantee 
the objects of the other. But the distance of the 
scene, the difficulties of communication, and the un- 
certainty of our information, inducing the less confi- 
dence in the measure, it was committed to our agents 
as one which might be resorted to, if it promised to 
promote our success. 5 

Mr. Eaton, however, (ourlate Consul) on his réturn 
from the Mediterranean, possessing personal knowl- 
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edge of the scene, and having confidence in the effect | 
of a joint operation, we authorized Commodore Barron, 

then proceeding with his squadron, to enter into an 

understanding with Hamet, if he should deem it use- | 
ful; and as it was represented that he would need | 
some aids of arms and ammunition, and even of mo- | 
ney, he was authorized to furnish them to a moderate 
extent, according to the prospect of utility to be ex- 
pected from it. In order to avail him of the advantages 
of Mr. Eaton’s knowledge of circumstances, an occa- 
sional employment was provided for the latter as an 
agent for the Navy in that sea. Our expectation was, 
that an intercourse should be kept up between the ex- 
Bashaw and the Commodore, ‘that while the former 
moved on by land, our squadron should proceed with 


and to attack the common enemy by land and sea at 
the same time. The instructions of June 6 to Com- 
modore Barron show that a co-operation only was in- 
tended, and by no means a union of our object with 
the fortune of the ex-Bashaw; and the Commodore’s 
letters of March 22 and May 19, prove that he had the 
most correct idea of our intentions. His verbal instruc- 
tions, indeed, to Mr. Eaton and Captain Hull, if the 


these cases the purity and patriotism of the motives 
should shield the agent from blame, and even secure a 
sanction where the error is not too injurious. . Should 
it be thought by any, that the verbal instructions said 
to have been given by Commodore Barron to Mr. Ea- 
ton amount to a stipulation that the United States 
should place Hamet Caramallion the throne of Tripoli, 
a stipulation so entirely unauthorized, so far beyond 
our views, and so onerous, could not be sanctioned by 
our Government, or should Hamet Caramalli, contrary 
to the evidence of his letters of January 3d and June 
29th, be thought to have lefi the position which he now 
seems to regret, under a mistaken expectation that we 
were at all events to place him on his throne, on an ap- 
peal to the Hberality of the nation, something equiva- 
lent to the replacing him in his former situation might 
be worthy its consideration. 

A nation, by establishing a character of liberality 
and magnanimity, gains in the friendship and respect 
of others more than the worth of mere money. This 
appeal is now made by Hamet Caramalli to the United 
States. The ground he has taken heing different, not 
only from our views, but from those expressed by him- 
self on former occasions, Mr. Eaton was desired to state 


equal pace, so as to arrive at their destination together, 


expressions are accurately committed to writing by | whether any verbal communications passed from him 
those gentlemen, do not limit the extent of his co-ope- to Hamet, which had varied what we saw in writing. 
ration as rigorously as he probably intended; but it is | His answer of December 5th, is herewith transmitted, 


certain, from the ex-Bashaw’s letter of January 3d, | 
written when he was proceeding to join Mr. Eaton, | 
and in which he says, “ your operations should be car- 
ried on by sea, mine by land,” that he left the position 
in which he was, with a proper idea of the nature of 
the co-operation. If Mr. Eaton’s subsequent conven- 
tion should appear to bring forward other objects, his 
letter of April 29th and May Ist, views this convention 
but as provisional; the second article, as he expressly 
states, guarding it against any ill effect, and his letter 
of June 30th confirms this construction. 


In the event it was found, that, after placing the 
ex-Bashaw in possession of Derne, one of the most im- 
portant cities and provinces of the country, where he 
had resided himself as Governor, he was totally unable 
to command any resources, or to bear any part in co- 
operation with us. This hope was then at an end, and 
we certainly had never contemplated, nor were we pre- 
pared to land an army of our own, or to raise, pay, 
or subsist, an army of Arabs to march from Derne to 
Tripoli, and to carry on a land war at such a distance 
from our resources. Our means and our authority 
were mercly naval, and that such were the expecta- 
tions of Hamet, his letter of June 29th is an unequiv- 
ocal acknowledgment. While, therefore, an impression 
from the capture of Derne might still operate at Trip- 
oli, and an attack on that place from our squadron was 
daily expected, Colonel Lear thought it the best mo- 
ment to listen to overtures of peace, then made by the 
Bashaw. He did so, and while urging provisions for 
the United States, he paid attention also to the inter- 
ests of Hamet, but was able to effect nothing more than 
to engage the restitution of his family, and even the 
persevering in this demand, suspended for some time 
the conclusion of the treaty. 


In operations at such distance, it becomes necessary 
to leave much to the discretion of the agents employed, 
but events may still turn up beyond the limits of that 
discretion. -Unable in such a case to consult his Gov- 
ernment, a zealous citizen will act as he believes that 
would direct him, were it apprized of the circumstan- 
ces, and will take on himself the responsibility. In all 


and has rendered it still more necessary, that, in pre- 
senting to the Legislature the application of Hamet, 
I should present them at the same time an exact state- 
ment of the views and proceedings of the Executive, 
through this whole business, that they may clearly un- 
derstand the ground on which we are placed. It is 
accompanied by all the papers which bear any relation 
to the principles of the co-operation, and which can in- 
form their judgment in deciding on the application of 


Hamet Caramalli. 
TH. JEFFERSON. 
January 13, 1806. 
The Message and documents therein referred to 
were read, and ordered to lie for consideration. 


And on motion, the House adjourned. 


Tuespay, January 14. 


Mr. WorTHINGTON presented the petition of a 
number of French settlers of Galliopolis, grantees, 
on the 3d of March, 1795, of 20,000 acres of land, 
situated on the Ohio river, and nearly opposite 
the mouth of Little Sandusky, on condition that 
they settle the same within five years from the 
date of the letters patent, and stating that they, 
being ignorant of this condition, are liable to lose 
their lands, although for the space of four years 
they have paid the taxes thereon, and praying the 
interposition of Congress in their behalf; and the 
petition was read and referred to Messrs. Wor- 
THINGTON, Smits, of Tennessee, and ADAIR, to 
consider and report thereon. 

The following motion was submitted; and or- 
dered to lie for consideration : 

Resolved, That that part of the President’s Message 
which relates to the spoliations of our commerce on the 
high seas, and informs us of the new principles assum- 
ed by the British Courts of Admiralty, as a pretext for 
the condemnation of our vessels in their prize courts, 
be referred to a special committee. 


And, on motion, the House adjourned. 
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| ference of the belligerent nations with neutral 
| commerce; and the memorial was read. 

Ordered, That it be referred to Messrs. ÅNDER- 
} o] 
son, Locan, Smrrau of Maryland, MrroaiLL, 
Tracy, Apams, and BaLDwIin, to consider and 
report thereon. 


Wenpnespay, January 15. 
The following Messages were received from the 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES: 
To the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States: | 
I now render to Congress an account of the grant of | ; F 
twenty thousand dollars for the contingent charges of The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
Government, by an act making appropriations for the | motion made on the 20th December last, for leave 
support of Government for the year 1805. Of that | to bring ina bill to suspend the commercial inter- 
sum nineteen hundred and eighty-seven dollars fifty | course between the United States and the French 
cents have been necessarily applied to the support of| island of St. Domingo; and, on the question, 
the Territorial governments of Michigan and Louisiana, | Shall leave be given to bring in the bill? it pass- 
until an opportunity could occur of making a specific | ed in the affirmative—yeas 21, nays 7, as follows: 


appropriation for that purpose. The balance, of eigh- | 
teen thousand and twelve dollars fifty cents, remains in | 


the Treasury. 
TH. JEFFERSON. 
Janvary 15, 1806. 
To the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States: | 
IL communicate, for the information of Congress, the 
Report of the Director of the Mint, of the operations of 
that institution during the last year. 
TH. JEFFERSON. 
Janvary 15, 1806, 
The Messages and documents therein referred 
to were read, and ordered to lie for consideration. | 
The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
motion made yesterday, that it be 

Resolved, That that part of the President’s Message | 
which relates to the spoliation of our commerce on the 
high seas, and informs us of the new principics assum- | 
ed by the British Courts of Admiralty, as a pretext for | 
the condemnation of our vessels in their prize courts, be | 


referred to a special committee. | 


A motion was made by Mr. Avams to amend | 
the resolution, by striking out “a special commit- 
tee,” and inserting the words “the committee to ! 
whom was referred the memorial from the mer- | 
chants of New York; and, on appeal to the de- 
cision of the PRESIDENT, it was determined that 
this motion for amendment was not in order, the 
15th rule for conducting business in the Senate 
stating that all committees shall be appointed by 
ballot and a plurality of votes shall make a 
choice. 

And on the question, Shall this motion be agreed 
to? it was determined in the affirmative—yeas 
25, nays 3, as follows: 

Yuas—Messrs Adair, Anderson, Baldwin, Bradley, 
Condit, Fenner, Gilman, Hillhouse, Howland, Kitchel, 
Logan, Maclay, Mitchill, Moore, Smith of Maryland, 
Smith of New York, Smith of Ohio, Smith of Tennes- 
see, Smith of Vermont, Sumter, Tracy, Turner, White, 
Worthington, and Wright. 

Nays—Messrs. Adams, Pickering, and Plumer. 

So the resolution was adopted; and - 

Ordered, That Messrs. Smrru of Maryland, | 
Mirenity, Anverson, Logan, Tracy, ADAMS, 
and Ba.tpwin, be the committee, 

Mr. Logan presented the memorial of the mer- 
chants and traders of the city of Philadelphia, 
stating “at a moment of distress, and in a season 
of solicitude, resulting from a novel and peculiar 
affection of the commercial interests of their coun- 
try,” certain considerations of the ruinous inter- 


Yras—Messrs. Adair, Anderson, Baldwin, Bradley, 
Condit, Fenner, Gilman, Howland, Kitchel, Logan 
Maclay, Moore, Smith of Maryland, Smith of New 
York, Smith, of Ohio, Smith of Tennessee, Smith of 
Vermont, Sumter, Turner, Worthington, and Wright. 

Nays—Messrs. Hillhouse, Mitchill, Pickering, Plu- 
mer, Tracy, and White. 


So leave was given to bring in the bill, and it 
was read, and ordered to the second reading. , 


Tuurspay, January 16. 


The bill to suspend commercial intercourse be- 
tween the United States and the French island 
of St. Domingo was read the second time, and 
referred to Messrs. Logan, Batpwin, and GILMAN, 
to consider and report thereon. 

Mr. Smitu, of Maryland, from the committee 
appointed the sixth instant, on the subject, report- 
ed a bill to empower George Rapp and his asso- 
ciates, the Society of Harmony, to purchase cer- 
tain lands; and the bill was read, and ordered to 
the second reading. 

Mr. Wricut gave notice that he should, on 
Monday next, ask leave to bring in a bill for the 
protection and indemnification of American sea- 
men. 

Mr. Saira, of Ohio, presented the petition of 
sundry purchasers of the lands of the United 
States in the now State of Ohio, praying an ex- 


| tension of the time for their future payment, and 
la remission of interest on their several instal- 
| ments, for reasons mentioned in the petition; and 


the petition was read, and ordered to be referred 
to Messrs. Smiru of Ohio, Braptey, Tracy, 
Ba own, and Anperson, to consider and report 
thereon. 


Fripay, January 17. 


On motion, the galleries were cleared, and the 
doors of the Senate Chamber were closed; and, 
after the consideration of the confidential busi- 
ness, 

The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT or THE UNITED Staves: 
To the Senate and House of 

Representatives of the United States : 


In my Message to both Houses of Congress at the 
opening of their present session, I submitted to their 
attention, among other subjects, the oppression of our 
commerce and navigation by the irregular practices of 
armed vessels, public and private ; and by the introduc- 
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tion of new principles, derogatory of the rights of neu- 
trals, and unacknowledged by the usages of nations. 
The memorials of several bodies of merchants of the 
United States are now communicated, and will develope 
these principles and practices, which are producing the 
most ruinous effects on our lawful commerce and nav- 
igation. y 
The rights of a neutral to carry on commercial in- 
tercourse with every part of the dominions of a bellig- 
erent, permitted by the laws of the country, (with the 
exception of blockaded ports and contraband of war,) 
was believed to have been decided between Great Brit- 
ain and the United States, by the sentence of their com- 
missioners mutually appointed to decide on that and 
other questions of difference between the two nations, 
and by the actual payment of the damages awarded by 


them against Great Britain for the infractions of that 


right. When, therefore, it was perceived that the same 
principle was revived, with others more novel, and ex- 
tending the injury, instructions were given to the. Min- 
ister Plenipotentiary of the United States at the Court 
of London, and remonstrances duly made by him on 
this subject, as will appear by documents transmitted 
herewith. These were followed by a partial and tem- 
porary suspension only, without any disavowal of the 
principle. He has, therefore, been instructed to urge 
this subject anew, to bring it more fully to the bar of 
reason, and to insist on rights too evident and too im- 
“portant to be surrendered. In the mean time the evil 
is proceeding, under adjudications founded on the prin- 
ciple which is denied. 
mat presents itself for the consideration of Congrėss. 

n the impressment of our seamen, our remonstrances 
have ‘never becn intermitted. A hope existed at one 
moment of an arrangement which might have been sub- 
mitted to, but it soon passed away, and the practice, 
though relaxed at times in the distant seas, had been 
constantly pursued in those in ourneighborhood. The 
grounds on which the reclamations on this subject have 
been urged, will appear in an extract from instructions 
to our Minister at London now communicated. 

TH. JEFFERSON. 

January 17, 1806. , 

The Message and document therein referred to 
were in part read, and ordered to lie for. consid- 
eration. 

The bill to empower George Rapp and his as- 
sociates, in the Society of Harmony, to purchase 
certain lands, was considered as in Committee of 
the: Whole, and the further consideration thereof 
postponed. 7 i : 

Mr. Worruineron, from the committee to 
whom was referred, on the 14th instant the peti- 
tion of the French settlers of Galliopolis respecting 
lands located by them on the river Ohio, requested 
and obtained leave to report by bill. 

Mr. Smita, of Maryland, from the committee 
to whom was referred, on the 81st of December 
last, the petition of Philip L. Jones and others, 
lawyers, practising at the bar of the Supreme Ju- 
dicial Court of the. Territory of New Orleans, 
asked and obtained leave to report by bill. 

A confidential message from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, by. Messrs BioweLL and EARLY, 
two. of their members, as follows: 

Mr. Presipent: Weare directed, by the House 
of Representatives, in confidence, to bring to the 


Under. these circumstances the ' 


for defraying any extraordinary expenses attending 
the intercourse between the United States and for- 
eign nations ;” in which they request the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

The bill was read and passed to the second 
reading. a5 oe 

Ordered, That the message and bill last read, 
be considered confidential, and that secrecy be 
observed by the members and officers of the 
Senate. 

The following Message was received from.the 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

The enclosed letter, from the Minister Plenipoten- 
tiary of the United States at the Court of London, 
contains interesting information on the subjects of my 
other message, of this date. It is sent separately and 
confidentially, because its publication may discourage 
frank communications between our Ministers generally, 
and the Governments with which they reside, and 
especially between the same Ministers. ace 

i TH. JEFFERSON. 

January 17, 1806.. 


The Message and letter were read and ordered 
to lie for consideration. : l 


Monpay, January 20. . 

Mr. Mrroniu, from the committee appointed, 
on the 6th of December last, to inquire into the 
expediency of appropriating a further sum of money 
to purchase maps and books for the library, made 
report in part; and the report was read, and ordered 
to lie for consideration. 

Mr. Mrrcuitt, from the same committee, also re- 
ported a bill making a further appropriation for 
the support of the library; which was read and 
ordered to the second reading. The reportis as 
follows: 

By the fifth section of the act, entitled “An act to 
make further provision for the removal and accommo- 
dation of the Government of the United States,” passed 
24th April, 1800, $5,000 were appropriated for the pur- 
chase of such books as might be necessary for the use 
of Congress, then about to remove from Philadelphia 
and hold its sessions at Washington, and for fitting up 
a suitable chamber for containing them, and placing 
them therein. The Secretary of the Senate and the 
Clerk of the House of Representatives-were : directed 
to be the purchasers, pursuant to such directions as 
should be given, and such catalogue as should be fur- 
nished by a joint committee of both Houses of Congress. 
The account herewith exhibited shows in what manner, 
and to what amount, the money so appropriated has 
been expended. 

Afterwards, by the sixth section of the “Act con- 
cerning the library for the use of both Houses of Con- 
gress” passed 26th January, 1802, the unexpended bal- 
ance of the said $5,000, together with such sums as 
may be hereafter appropriated to the same purpose, is 
ordered to be laid out under the direction of a joint com- 
mittee, to consist of three members of the House of 
Representatives, for the purchase of books’and maps. 

The committee almost hesitate to add.a sentence, to 
enforce the propriety of increasing the number already 
bought for Congress: Every member knows that the 


Senate a bill, entitled “An act making provision | inquiries of standing and select committees cannot here 
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be aided by large public libraries, as in New York, Bal- 
timore,.and Philadelphia. Nor-has it hitherto appeared 
that so much -benefit is to be derived from private col- 
lections at the present seat of Government, as.in those 
large. cities. Every week of the session causes addi- 
tional regret that the volumes of literature and science, 
within the reach of the National Legislature, are not 
more rich ‘and ample. The want of geographical illús- 
tration is truly distressing ; and the deficiency of histori- 
caland political works is scarcely less severely felt. There 
is, however, no danger of realizing the story of a par- 
liamentum indoctum in this country, especially if steps 
be seasonably taken to furnish the library with such 
materials as will enable statesmen to be correct in their 
investigations, and, by a becoming display of erudition 
and research, give a higher dignity and a brighter lustre 
to truth. 

The copy of a letter dated 23d of September, 
1805, from Mr. Monroe, the Minister of the Uni- 
ted States, to the British Secretary of Foreign 
Affairs, referred to in the Message of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, of the 17th instant, was 
read. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act making an additional ap- 
propriation to supply the deficiency in the appro- 
priation for the naval service for the year 1805 ;” 
in which they desire the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

The bill was read, and ordered to the second 
reading. 

. Mr. Smrru, of Ohio, gave notice that he should, 
to-morrow, ask leave to bring in a, bill authoriz- 
ing the sale of a certain lot of land. 

Mr. Kircnen presented the petition of Samuel 
Hickendall, a wounded officer in the Revolution- 
ary war, praying that the half-pay of a captain 
may be allowed him on account of his wounds 
and disabilities in service; and the petition was 
read. 


Ordered, That it be referred to the committee 
appointed the 20th December last on the bill, en- 
titled “An act making provision for persons that 
have been disabled by known wounds received 
in the actual service of the United States during 
the Revolutionary war,” to consider and report 
thereon. 

-The confidential bill, entitled “An act making 
provision. for. defraying any extraordinary ex- 
penses attending the intercourse between the Uni- 
ted-States.and foreign nations,” was read the sec- 
ond:time. 

:sOrdered,. That the further consideration of this 
bill-be the order of the day for to morrow. 


AMERICAN SEAMEN. 


: ARreenbly to notice given on the 16th instant, 
Mr. Wnicur asked and obtained leave to bring 
in the following bill; which was read, and passed 
to a second reading: 
A Bill for the protection and indemnification of Amer- 
` can seamen, 

Whereas, by the Treaty of Amity, Commerce, and 
Navigation, made between His Britannic Majesty and 
the United States, at London, on the nineteenth day of 


November, one thousand seven hundred and ninety- 
four, by the first article of said treaty, it is agreed that 
“there shall be a firm, inviolable, and universal peace, 
and a true and sincere friendship between His Britan- 
nic Majesty, his. heirs, and successors, and the United 
States of America; and between their respective coun. 
tries, territories, cities, towns, and people, of every de- 
gree, without exception. of persons or places.” And 
whereas, in direct violation of said treaty, His Brit- 
annic Majesty has caused to be impressed out of the 
ships of the United States, sailing on the high seas, di- 
vers citizens of the said United States; and has com- 
pelled them to serve on board the ships of war of His 
said Britannic Majesty, in violation of their liberty, 
and at the hazard of their lives; and in despite of the 
remonstrances of the Government of the said United 
States, continues said unjust practice; and the seamen 
of the United States so impressed, by force, retains in 
his service. And whereas the United States are sol- 
emnly bound to protect all those who are bound in al- 
legiance to the said United States: Therefore, 


Be it enacted, by the: Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Con- 
gress assembled, That, from and after the day of 
—— next, any person or persons, who shall impress 
any seamen on board any vessel bearing the flag 
of the United States, upon the high séas, or in any 
river, haven, basin, or bay, under pretext or color of a 
commission from any foreign Power, shall, for every 
such offence be adjudged a pirate and felon; and, on 
conviction, shall suffer death. And the trial in any 
such case may be had where the offender is apprehend- 
ed or may be first brought. 


Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That it shall be 
lawful for any American seaman, sailing under the flag 
of the United States, on any person or persons attempt- 
ing to impress him, by force, from on board any vessel 
of the United States, upon the high seas, or in any 
river, haven, basin, or bay, to repel such force by shoot- 
ing, or otherwise killing and destroying the person or 
persons so attempting to impress him, and shall, as an 
encouragement to resist, be entitled to a bounty of two 
hundred dollars, to be: paid to him or his order, or legal 
representatives, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated. f 

Szc. 3. And be it further enacted, That, on infor- 
mation being given to the President of the United 
States, proving satisfactorily to him, that any citizen of 
the United States, who shall have been impressed or 
forced by violence or threats, to enter on board any 
foreign vessel, shall suffer death, or any other corpore- 
al punishment, by the authority of such foreign Power, 
it shall be lawful for the President of the United States 
to cause the most rigorous and exact retaliation on any 
subjects of that Government, whom he is hereby au- 
thorized to seize and take for that purpose. 


_ Src. 4. And be it further enacted, That every Ame- 
rican seaman, heretofore or hereafter, impressed and 
compelled to serve on board any foreign ship or vessel, 
shall be entitled to receive, as an indemnification for 
his slavery and hardships on board the ship in which 
he has been, or shall be compelled to serve, from the 
day of his impressment, the sum of sixty dollars per 
month, for every month he has or shall serve on board 
said ship or ships; and that the said seaman, his heirs, 
executors, administrators, or assigns, shall be entitled 
to recover the same in the district court of the State in 
which the port lies from which the vessel cleared for 
the voyage in which he was taken, by attachment -of 
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any private debt due from any citizen of the United 

States to any subject of that Government, by whose 

subjects he had been impressed ; and that any sums of 

money so attached out of the hands of any debtor, shall 

be a payment of so much of said debt, and may be 
pleaded in payment or discount to the amount of the 

said sum so attached, and all the costs of said attach- 

ment, which shall be allowed as a payment of that 

amount in any suit for said debt. And that so much of 

the Treaty of London, of the nineteenth of November, | 
one thousand seven hundred and ninety-four, as se- 

cures the inviolability of such debts, as will be infringed 

by the attachments or recoveries hereby authorized, 
shall not (so far as is necessary in the execution of 
this act only) be regarded as legally obligatory on the 
Government or citizens of the United States. 


On introducing this bill Mr. Wriaur spoke as 
follows: Mr. President—As introductory to the 
consideration of the merits of this bill, I fee] it | 
my duty to call the attention of the Senate to 
the present degraded state of impressed American 
seamen, thousands of whom have been pressed 
on board the British ships of war, and compelled, 
by whips and scourges, to work like galley slaves ; 
whither they have been forced, by the hand of 
violence, from on board our own ships, sailing on 
the high seas, under the flag of the United States, 
earrying the spare productions of the toil of the 
American planter and merchant, toa foreign mar- 
ket, or returning with their proceeds. 

In doing this, I wish not to enlist your sympa- 
thies, but only to present to you a correct state of 
the facts on which this bill is predicated; facts 
that stand ‘recorded in the official reports of the 
Secretary of State, the black catalogue of im- 
pressments. 

I will next present to your view. the measures 
adopted by the Legislative and Executive Depart- 
ments of the Government of the United States 
for their redress. 

In the year 1796, Congress, by law, (3 vol. 322.) 
directed Agents to be appointed, to reside in Great 
Britain, and in such foreign ports as the Presi- 
dent might direct, whose duty it should be, to 
inquire into the situation of such American citi- 
zens, or others, sailing conformably to the law of 
nations, under the protection of the American 
flag, who had been, or should be impressed. by any 
foreign Power, and to endeavor by all legal means 
to obtain their release ; and to render an account 
of all impressments and detentions, to the Execu- 
tive of- the United States. 


They also directed the collectors of the several 
ports, on proof being made of the citizenship of 
any seaman, to.give him a certificate thereof, un- 
der a hope that it would have- been respected in 
foreign ports, and have protected him from im- 
pressment.. This certificate acquired the name 
of a protection. K 

They also directed, “That every captain of a 
t vessel, in case of any of the crew being impressed, 
t shall enter his protest at the first.port he shall 
“arrive at, with the nameand residence of the per- 
‘ son, and transmit immediately by post a dupli- 
‘ cate of such protest, to the nearest Agent, Min- 
‘ister, or Consul, resident in such country, and 


‘ giso, on his arrival in America, to the Secretary 
‘of State. And that every captain on his arrival 
‘at any port of the United States, before he shall 
‘be admitted to any entry of his vessel, shall be 
‘required by the collector to declare on oath, 
‘ whether any of the crew have been impressed, 
‘which he shall take under the penalty of one 
‘hundred dollars, and the collector is bound to 
t return- a list of all impressments, so communi- 
t cated to him, to the Secretary of State.” 

In 1799, the Secretary of State is directed by 
law, (4 vol. 503,) “ To lay before Congress an- 
‘nually, a statement of all impressments reported 
‘tò him, that they might be officially and pre- 
‘cisely informed of the state of our impressed 
“seamen.” 

Under these legislative provisions, and the inter- 
vention of our agents appointed for that purpose, 
hundreds of our seamen no doubt have been 
discharged by the Board of Admiralty, while at 
the same time, and under the same authority, 
the impressments kept pace with the dischar- 
ges, so that instead of redressing the wrong, it 
was only inflicted in routine, thereby adding in- 
sult to injury. This all-important subject, from 
its commencement, has also been_particularly 
attended to by the Executive of the United States, 
Our Ministers at London, during three successive 
administrations, have been specially charged with 
it. and we have witnessed their diplomatic exer- 


tions to bring this lawless and cruel practice to an 


| end, butallto noeffect. And now we are informed 


by the President of the United States, in his Mes- 
sage of the 17th January last, that “on the im- 
‘pressment of our seamen, our remonstrances 
‘have never been intermitted; a hope existed at 
‘ one moment, of an arrangment that might have 
‘been submitted to, but ıt soon passed away, and 
‘ the practice, though relaxed at times in the dis- 


tant seas, has been constantly pursued in those 


‘in our neighborhood.” 

This, Mr. President, is the prospect presented 
to our view, whereby thousands of our unfortu- 
uate. seamen, that hardy and invaluable class of 
citizens, are consigned. to the most intolerable 
bondage, by the imperious mandate of a British 
naval officer, whose word is the supreme jaw 
from which there is no appeal; and which. gloomy 
prospect we are now informed, by the highest 
authority, there is not a spark of hope left to en- 
lighten. 7 
Sir, I have invited you to investigate this sub- 
ject with the eye of temper, but at the same time, 
I trust, that the nation’s ‘justice will not be ‘com- 
promitted, by exceeding the bounds of modera- 
tion, for it has its limits; and we are informed 
by the laws of nations, (Vat. 433, sec. 352,).“ that 
‘the true and just welfare of the nation is the 
‘grand rule. Moderation is always laudable in 
‘itself, but the conductors of nations ought to 
t make use of it, only so far asit is consistent with 
‘the happiness and safety of their. people.” Un- 
der this view of the subject, can we sttbmit to this 
state of things? That is the question. Ihave 
presumed not ; and under that presumption; I have 
brought the subject before this Senate in theshape- 
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itis presented in this bill. Sir, I wish it to be 
recollected that the infant state of our navy sup- 
presses every hope of redress on the element of 
our wrongs, and that this is a measure of neces- 
sity, not of choice. Wherefore, I trust it will not 
be thought too nervous, when it is considered that 
we have just cause of war. I will therefore now, 
sir, proceed to thë consideration of the merits of 
this bill. 

The first clause states that, in violation of the 
Treaty of Amity, Commerce and Navigation, 
made at London on the 19th of November, 1794, 
His Britannic Majesty had caused the impress- 
ment of our seamen, sailing under the flag of the 
United States. The treaty (2d vol. L. U.S., p. 
464) secures the inviolability of the citizens and 
subjects of the respective Powers; and we arein- 
formed by the law of nations, (Vat. 655, sec. 39,) 
“ thata nation acts against the nature and essence 
‘ of every treaty. of peace, nay, against peace itself, 
‘by deliberately and wantonly offending him, 
t with whom peace has been made, and treating 
t him or his subjects incompatible with peace, and 
t which he cannot suffer, without being wanting 
‘to himself.” But it may be said that this has 
not been authorized by the British Government. 
Let us examine that fact. It is declared by the 
law of nations, (Vat. 252, sect’s 73, '74,76,) “ that, 
t however, as it is impossible for the best regulated 
t State, or for the most vigilant and absolute Sov- 
‘ ereign, to model, at his pleasure, all the actions 
f of his subjects, and to confine them, on every oc- 
t casion, to the most exact obedience, it would be 
f unjust to impute to the nation or to the Sover- 
‘ eign all the faults of the citizens; we ought not, 
‘ then, to say, in general, that we have received 
‘an injury from a nation, because we have re- 
‘ ceived it from one of its members.” 

“But if a nation, or its leader, approves and 
‘ ratifies the fact committed by a citizen, it makes 
‘the act its own; the offence ought, then, to be 
‘attributed to the nation as the author of the true 
‘injury, of which the citizen is perhaps only the 
t instrument.” 

“If the Sovereign disavows thé act, he ought 
‘to inflict on the offender exemplary punish- 
t ment.” 

So far I have called in aid the law of nations: 
I will now refer to the form of the authority in 
the case of impressment, which is in these words : 
(Fost. C. L. 156.) “In pursuance of His Majes- 
* ty’s Order in Council, dated the 19th day of Jan- 
‘uaty, 1742; we do hereby empower you to im- 
t press, or cause to be impressed, so many sea- 
f men,” &c. And I will refer you to the facts in 
your own possession, that His Britannie Majesty 
approves the act, both by continuing the impress- 
ments, and by his lately promoting the Captain of 
the Cambrian frigate, (whom he recalled to ap- 
pease our complaints on that head,) to the com- 
mand‘ of a ship-of-the-line; so that in form, in 
law, and in fact, His Britannic Majesty has caused 
the impressment of our seamen, or he must have 
punished, and not promoted so notorious an of- 
fender. On this point I presume, then, there can 
be no doubt. f 


Mr. President, I have thought it neither un pro. 
fitable or irrelevant to the present subject, to ex. 
amine the right of impressing British subjects. 

British jurists have more than questioned this 
right, and the British Parliament have, I pre- 
sume, decided the question. ; 

Sir Edward Coke (2 Inst. 47) says: “ The King 
t cannot send any subject against his will out of 
‘ the realm, not even into Ireland, for then, under 
‘ pretence of service, he might send him into ban- 
‘ishment.” (H. H. P. C. Notes, 679.) In Hales H, 
P. C., it is declared “repugnant to the liberty of 
‘an Englishman, and irreconcilable to the estab- 
‘lished rules of law, that a man, without any 
‘ offence by him committed, or any law to author- 
‘ize it, should be hurried away, like a criminal, 
© from his friends and family, and carried by force 
‘into a dangerous service.” 

That the common law did not admit of such a 
practice, must have been the opinion of the Brit- 
ish Parliament, who, in the time of Charles I., 
passed a statute (16 C. 1, ¢. 5) “to authorize the 
t impressment of soldiers and seamen for sea-ser- 
‘vice beyond sea,” which soon after expired, be- 
ing of short duration. They might also have been 
of the same opinion in the time of (2 and 3 Ann, 
c. 19; 3and 4 Ann, c. 11; 4 Ann, c. 10; 5 Ann, 
c. 15; 6 Ann, c. 10) Queen Ann, when a number 
of statutes, of a very short duration, passed in 
Parliament, in the same terms as the statute of 
Charles above stated. I presume they would 
never have passed laws to have authorized a pro- 
ceeding that was justifiable by the common law. 
Judge Foster, who is quoted by Britons as an au- 
thority on this point, shall be examined. (Hos. ©. 
L. 157.) He states, in the case of Broadfoot, who 
was indicted for the murder of Calahan, “ that, 
‘by pressing mariners on one hand, a very useful 
‘body of men seem to be put under hardships 
‘inconsistent with the temper and genius of a 
‘free Government ; on the other, the necessity of 
‘the case seemeth to entitle the public to the ser- 
‘vice of this body of men, whenever the safety of 
‘ tke whole calleth for it. I think the Crown has 
‘aright to command the service of these people 
‘whenever the public safety calleth for it; the 
‘same right that it hath to require the person- 
‘al service of every man able to bear arms in 
‘ case of sudden invasion or formidable insurrec- 
‘tion. The right in both cases is founded on one 
‘and the same principle, the necessity of the case, 
‘in order to the preservation of the whole.” But, 
he adds: (Fost. C. L., 154,) “If it be asked, where 
‘are the adjudged cases, on which he groundeth 
‘his opinion? he freely confesseth that he hath 
‘not met with one on which the legality of press- 
‘ing for the sea-service hath directly come in ques- 
‘tion. He states that, according to his best appre- 
‘hension, (having thought much upon the sub- 
‘ject,) the right of impressing mariners for the 
‘public service is a prerogative, inherent in the 
‘Crown, grounded upon the common law, and 
‘recognised by many acts of Parliament.” With 
great deference to his honor, I would ask, if any- 
thing can be evidence of the common law, but 
judicial decisions on the point, which he admits 
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are not to be found? I will also examine the 
statutes on which he relies as recognising this 
right. I would here observe that he holds the 
soldier and seamen alike bound by the same law, 
and it would (Fost. C. L., 166) seem, by Admiral 
Seymour's commission, that his power extended 
to impress ships, captains, masters, pilots, and sea- 
men, as well as all other persons fit for the pur- 

ose. This was for the sea and foreign service, 
and did not extend to land soldiers, as, until the 
24th year of Charles II., all the dands were held 
by military tenures, whereby the tenants were 
obliged to furnish soldiers and everything neces- 
sary for them in war; but by (24 C. IL, c. 12) 
these tenures were abolished ; and I question much 
whether the statute of Charles I. extended to the 
feudal tenants, who were bound to serve only in 
England. By statute of Henry VII., (7 H. 7, ¢.1) 
it is enacted that, if any soldier, being no captain 
immediately retained with the King, which shall 
be in wages, and retained, or take any prest to 
serve the King upon the sea, or upon the land 
beyond sea, depart out of the King’s service with- 
out license from the captain, it shall be adjudged 
felony. 

The statute of Henry VI. (18 H. 6, c. 19) against 
desertion,was construed to extend to soldiers bound 
by tenure, or covenant, to serve on land; anda 
question. was made, whether soldiers who had 
taken prest to serve against the rebels in Ireland, 

` were liable tothe penalties of that law ? which was 
cleared up in Parliament in these words: “ That 
‘the said statute of Henry VL, in all pains, for- 
‘ feitures, and penalties, did, doth, and hereafter 
t shall, extend as well to every mariner and gun- 
‘ner having taken, or who hereafter shall take, 
t prest, or wages, to serve the Queen’s Majesty, 
‘as it did, or doth, to soldiers; any opinion to the 
‘contrary notwithstanding.” These are the stat- 
utes from whence the right is pretended to be in- 
ferred—which, I presume, go to show that the 
mariner and soldier must be enlisted before they 
are liable to the penalties of ‘desertion, and, thatit 
is by contract, and not by force, the soldier be- 
comes bound to serve, and that the right is found- 
ed in the prostitution of the sound of the word 
(Boy. D. Cow. Inst. J. L. D.) prest for the sense, 
which word means “ money paid toa soldier or 
sailor to enlist.” Nor is it at all to be wondered 
at, that a right founded in necessity—the tyrant’s 
plea—should rest on a pretext so flimsy, or that 
the barriers of etymology should not be able to 
withstand—as necessity has no law-—the physical 
force of a press-gang. And although this right 
of the seaman to be exempt from service but on 
theirenlistment, has been, under the claim of pre- 
rogative, substantially: violated, yet the form of 
the commission to impress retains the evidence of 
this violation. It is in these words: (Fost. ©. L. 
15 c.) “ We do hereby empower and direct you to 
‘ impress, or cause to be impressed,.so many sea- 
‘ men,.&e.,.giving unto each man one shilling for 
t press money,” &c. Thus I haveshown that Brit- 
ish subjects are not legally bound, unless they re- 
ceive prest, or bounty, to enlist; and, to. avoid 
imposition, it is provided by statute, (5 and 6. W. 


~ 


and M., c. 15) “ That no person shall be enlisted 
“for the land service, who did not, in the presence 
‘of a magistrate, high-constable, &c., declare his 
‘ free consent to be enlisted as a soldier.” 

Can we, then, submit the exercise of this royal 
prerogative right to be enforced on those sailing 
under the flag of the United States, without the 
limits of the British Empire 2a practice, Judge 
Blackstone informs us, Britons have submitted to 
with great reluctance—and, will it not be said, 
that we are wanting to ourselves, if we should not 
guard our seamen against this outrage by all the 
means in our power? But it may be said, the 
British Government has a right to the service of 
her own subjects. I haveshown, not by impress- 
ment; and I will now show that they have the 
right of becoming American citizens, and being 
protected in that right. (Tuck. Black. 1 vol. p. 
145.) “By the law of nature, man is subject to 
‘no restraints, and may pass into any region.” 
(Vat. 172, see. 225.) “By the law of nations, 
“every subject has aright to expatriate himself, 
‘and seek his fortune where he can best promote 
‘his interest.” (1 Black. Com. 265, F. N. B. 85.) 
And by the common law, every Englishman may 
zo out of the realm without the King’s leave for 
any cause he pleaseth ; and so far has Britain re- 
cognised this right in others, by Parliament, that, 
by the navigation act, one-fourth of every shi s 
crew may be foreigners. (6.Ann, c. 37.) By the 
statute of Ann, three-fourths may be foreigners, 
and by the statute of George IL, (13 Geo. 2, c. 3,) 
it is provided, “ That any foreigner serving on 
‘board of any merchant ship, or ship of war, for 
‘ two years, in time of war, shali, ipse facto, be- 
‘come a British subject, entitled to all the privi- 
‘leges of a native-born subject.” Thus, we see, 
Britain invites foreigners into her service, and 
secures them in all the privileges of her native 
subjects, among which, protection is the most im- 
portant. Can it be, then, that Britain will exer- 
cise a right that is not legitimate, or claim for 
herself what she denies to others? If not, then 
she admits the right of expatriation, which is 
established by the law of nature, of nations, and 
the common Jaw, and tested by the authority of 
the British Parliament. Can we, then, feel our- 
selves at a loss for authority to protect those who 
sail under the flag of the United States, when we 
see Britain not only inviting foreigners into her 
service, but securing them protection by thesolem- 
nity of a statute? Can we then, I say, want au- 
thority or zeal to protect our citizensin th eir rights, 
secured to them by the solemnity of a Constitu- 
tion, under the solemnity of an oath? 

Mr. President, permit me here to observe, that 
all legitimate government is derived from. the 
people, and is founded in compact only, and in- 
tended for the good of the whole; that protection 
and allegiance are reciprocal obligations, each so 
important, that. in all Governments, in all ages, 
they have been secured by the solemnity of an 


oath. ae / 
I ask, then, is not the conduct of Britain avio- 
s of ourseamen? Are they not 


lation of theright Are 
secured in these rights by the:Constitution.? and 
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are we not bound by the most solemn obligation | 
to protect them to the utmost of our power ? (Vat. + 


251, sec. 1.) “ Whosoever uses a citizen ill, indi- 
‘rectly offends the State—which ought to protect 
“their citizens—and his Sovereign should avenge 
£ the.injuries, punish the aggressor, and, if possi- 
€ ble, oblige him to make entire satisfaction ; since 
t otherwise, the citizen would not obtain the great 
“end of the civil association, which is safety.” 
Tcannot then permit myself for a moment to 
suppose that a right so important, secured. by ties 
so solemn, and so palpably violated, will not be 
protected to the utmost of the power of the Con- 
gress of the United States by all the legislative 
means they possess, consistent with the sound 
principles of legislation and good government. 
By the Constitution, Congress are to define and 
punish piracy. In defining piracy, I wish them 
not.to exercise a wild, but legal discretion, which 
is itself defined, to “ discern by law what is just.” 


gives a premium for destroying the pirate, whom 
all writers denounce as an outlaw, and hold it 
lawful to destroy. Sir Edward Coke (3 Inst. 113) 
says a pirate is “ Hostis humani generis,” which 
is an enemy to the human race. “That an out. 
‘awed felon is said to have caput lupinum, that 
‘ he might be knocked on the head like a wolf by 
‘any one that should meet him,” (Merr. C. 4, s, 4 
Co. Lit. 128;) and Judge Blackstone tells us, in 
more modern times, (4 Bl. 70.) that “a pirate has 
“renounced all ghe benefits of society and govern. 
‘ment, and has reduced himself afresh to the say. 
‘age state of nature by declaring war against all 
‘mankind; all mankind must declare war against 
‘him, so that every community hath a right, by 
‘the rule of self-defence, to inflict that punish- 
‘ ment upon him which every individual would 
‘ina state of nature have been otherwise entitled 
‘ to do, for any invasion of his person or property.” 
By the law of nations (Vat. 137, sec. 169) “ The 


Iwill therefore call their attention to the subject, | ‘ right of punishing, which in a state of nature 
as it has been considered by the law of nations, |‘ belonged to each individual, is founded in the 
the common and statute law of Great Britain. |‘ right of safety. Every man has therefore a right 
By the law of nations, (Mol. D. J. M. 57,) “the |‘ to preserve himself from injury, and by force to 
“attacking a ship at sea and taking away some of | ‘ provide for his own security, against those who 


* the men to make them:slaves, is piracy.” 


: unjustly attack him.” Nor are we left to the 


By the common law, (4 Blac. Com. 72, 3 Inst. | elementary writers alone to support this doctrine. 


109,) piracy consists in “committing those acts of | 


| 


‘robbery and depredation upon the high seas 
‘ which if committed upon land would be felony.” 

“ Every community have a right (4 BL C.,c. 
‘ 71) to inflict that punishment upon a pirate by 
‘the rule of self-defence, which an individual 
‘ would in a state of nature have been otherwise 
‘ entitled to, for any invasion of his person or pro- 
‘ perty.” By the statute of Elizabeth, (43. Elliz.,) 
it is enacted that “whoever shall hereafter, with- 
‘ out lawfal authority, take any of Her Majesty’s 
‘ subjects against their will and detain them with 
* force, or to make a prey or spoil of his person or 
* goods, upon deadly feud, or otherwise, should be 
‘adjudged and taken to be a felon, and should suf- 
‘ fer the pains of death without benefit of clergy.” 
This statute was predicated upon a state of things 
in that country, not more intolerable than the 
present state of American seamen ; nor can it be 
considered as an incorrect exercise of the discre- 
tion of Congress in defining piracy, to declare the 
impressment of our seamen, and consigning them 
to so abject a slavery as they are subject to on 
board British ships of war, piracy—when, by the 
law of nations, by the common law, and» by the 
statute of Elizabeth, we discover ourselves per- 
fectly justified in so doing; and I trust we can 
never find ourselves less disposed. to protect our 
citizens than Britain has been to protect her sub- 
jects; nor of declaring that act piracy committed 
on the high sea, that Britain considers a felony of 
death committed on land. Nor can we feel any 
difficulty in imposing the pains of death on the 
offender, for a piracy on personal liberty, when 


we impose it in all cases of piracy on property, 


and when we consider that 


a € hat it is the punishment 
imposed by all nations in 


every case of piracy. 


This brings me to the second section of the bill,- 


which justifies the repelling force by force, and 


The very point has been judicially determined 
in the (Fost. C. L. 154) case of Alexander Broad- 
foot, who was indicted for the murder of Corne- 
lius Calahan, and acquitted by. Judge Fosters 
direction to the jury. The case was this: “Cap- 
‘tain. Hanway had a press warrant, with this di- 
‘rection inserted in the body of it: ‘You are not 
‘ to entrust any person with the execution of this 
‘ warrant but a commissioned officer, and to insert ‘ 
‘his name and office in the deputation on the f$ 
‘other side hereof” He endorsed: ‘I do hereby 
‘depute A. B.a Lieutenant of the mortar sloop 
‘ to impress, &c.’ On 25th April, 1742, Captain ` 
‘ Hanway being at anchor, in Kingroad, at Bris-’ 


‘tol, ordered the ship’s boat down the channel, to’ | | 


‘ press as they should see an opportunity ; the 
‘ Lieutenant staid.on board with the Captain. In 


‘the evening the boat came up with the Bremen 


‘ Factor, in that part of the channel in the coun- 
‘ ty of the city of Bristol; some of the crew went 
‘on board in order to press men, who being in- 
‘formed that one or two of the Bremen’s men 
‘ were concealed in the hold, Calahan with three 
‘others went thither in search of them, where- 
“upon Broadfoot, one of the Bremen’s men (who 
“had provided a blunderbuss for defence against 
‘ the press gang) called out, and asked them what 
‘they came for; he was answered by some of the 
‘ press.gang: ‘We come for you and your com- 
‘rades? Whereupon he cried out,‘ Keep back, I 
‘have a blunderbuss loaded with swan shot? 
‘Upon this the other stopped, but did not retire. 
‘ He then cried out, ‘ Where is your Lieutenant ? 
‘and being answered, ‘He is not far off? imme- 
‘ diately fired among them. By this shot Calahan 
‘was killed, and one or two. of the press gang 


“wounded.” In'this case; as you perceive, Broad- 


foot was acquitted by the 


à direction of the Judge. 
Then, if an Englishman 


may kill an Englishman 
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in the attempt toimpress him, because the author- 
ity was incorrectly executed, can we feel a doubt 
that an American may kill an Englishman, when 
by no possibility there can be any color of author- 
ity; and that too without the jurisdiction and 
limits of the British empire, when sailing under 
the protection of the American flag? I can feel 
no doubt, 
And as to giving a bounty for killing this os- 
-tis humani generis, wearing the caput lupinum, 
I trust there can be no objection, when we con- 
sider the practice of other States and nations, par- 
ticularly Britain herself, who, by the statute of 
George Il., (8 Geo. 2, c. 24,) gives a bounty toen- 
courage the destruction of pirates. The statute 
isin these words: “ That, to encourage the de- 
< fence against pirates, the. commanders or sea- 
£ men wounded, and the widows of such seamen 
‘as are slain in any piratical engagement, shall 
“be entitled to.a bounty, to be divided among 
‘them, not exceeding the value of one-fiftieth 
t part of the cargo on board.” Can we then, with 
the example of Britain before our eyes, giving 
bounty for the protection of property, feel any re- 
luctance in giving a bounty for the protection of 
liberty? Can it be possible that Britain shall 
. protect the property of her subjects with more 
vigilance and circumspection than America will 
`- protect the liberty and lives of her citizens? I 
will not for a moment permit the hateful idea to 
© torment me. It cannot be so. As these provis- 
: ions are mere declarations of. the law, that our 
seamen may know their rights, and resist the un- 
lawful force with safety; and as the exercise of 
. this repulsive force may induce severities and 
_ death itself, it becomes necessary to secure the 
exercise of it by the provisions of this act. There- 
. fore the next clause is introduced, authorizing the 
; President to retaliate in case of any cruelties ex- 
ercised on our seamen, This is dictated by the 
undest policy, legitimated by the law of na- 
tions, and recognised by our own laws. By the 
law of nations, (Vat. 426, § 341,) “when a sov- 
-f ereign is not satisfied with the manner in which 
“his subjects are treated by the law and custom of 
‘another nation, he is at liberty to declare he will 
‘treat the subjects of that nation in the same 
“manner his subjects are treated; this is called 
“the Law of Retortion. There is nothing in this 
‘but what is conformable to sound politics.” 
(Vat. 432, § 351.) At Athens, the law permitted 
‘the relations of him who had been assassinated to 
seize three of the natives of that country, and de- 
tain them till the murderer was punished or de- 
“livered up, and our: own law recognises this prin- 
_ ciple. By the act of 3d March, 1799, it is provided, 
ithat if any seaman, who.shall have been impres- 
‘sed on board any vessel of the Powers at war 
with France, who shall be taken by France, and 
hath suffered death, or any corporal punishment 
by the authority of France or any officer under 
their authority, the President shall cause the most 
. Tigorous retaliation to be executed on any citizen 
of the French Republic that may be taken under 
=the laws of the United States.” But perhaps it 
may be insisted these were Frenchmen, and not 
9th Con.—3 


entitled to the same measure of justice as Eng- 
lishmen. By the law of nations (Vat. 434, § 354) 
these measures are milder than war, which in- 
volves the innocent with the guilty. “The 
‘ Prince, therefore, who attempts this method, in- 
‘stead of coming to an open rupture, is doubtless 
‘ worthy of peace, on account of his moderation 
‘and prudence; but they who run to arms with- 
‘out necessity, are scourges to the human race, 
‘ barbarians. enemies to society, and rebels to the 
‘ law of nations, or, rather, to the common Father 
* of mankind.” 

This brings me to the last section of the bill, 
which secures the impressed seaman compensa- 
tion for his false imprisonment not far beyond the 
wages in the merchant service, and authorizes 
the attachment of so much of the debts to Brit- 
ish subjects as may be necessary for that purpose, 
there being no other means of redress. All man- 
kind will declare it just, and Britain herself has 
judicially established the principle in the case de- 
cided by C. J. Pratt, afterwards Lord Camden, 
(Say. Dam. 219.) The case was in an action for 
false imprisonment. The Earl of Halifax, one of 
His Majesty’s principal Secretaries of State, 
granted a warrant, without previous information, 
against a journeyman printer of North Britain, 
who was kept six hours and treated civilly ; 300 
pounds damages were given. Ona motion fora 
new trial, because of excessive damages, Pratt 
Chief Justice, declared that, as it was a general 
warrant and an attack upon public liberty and 
against Magna Charta, and as they attempted to 
justify its legality, there ought to be exemplary 
damages; and in all cases wherever an injury is 
done under the color of authority, as where an 
officer under an authority to impress exceeds that 
authority. Motion overruled. 

It will not, then, be said by an American Con- 
gress, that, for the false imprisonment of an Amer- 
ican seaman sixty dollars per month can be too 
high, for his bondage on boarda British ship of war, 
exposed to every hardship, whena British subject, 
for six hours confinement, with civil treatment, 
had eight hundred dollars damages by a British 
jury; nor can the method of recovering the same 
be opposed upon sound principles. (Vat. 431, sec. 
350.) By the law of nations, “justice is said to 
‘be denied, when the subject is not permitted to 
‘establish his right in the ordinary tribunals of 
‘ justice, or when great and unreasonable delay is 
‘effected, equivalent to a refusal.” And it can 
never be said that, after ten years spent in fruit- 
less negotiation, and after we have been informed 
by the President “that every spark of hope is 
extinguished,” and the cup of humiliation drain- 
ed to its dregs, that the delay is not unreasonable 
and equivalent to a refusal. And we are author- 
ized by the law of nations (Vat. 151, sec. 1) to 
retaliate, to enforce, if possible, the making the 
citizen entire satisfaction. It may be objected, 
however, that this remedy is in violation of the 
Treaty of London of 19:h November, 1794, which 
secures the inviolability of British debts; but it 
will be recollected that this violation on- our part 
is induced by the violation of the same treaty by 
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Great Britain by an attack on the liberty of the 


citizen, and it can. never be said that we are not 


justified by claiming the damages we have receiv- 
ed. by a violation on personal liberty, as.a correct 
sét-off against any damages they may receive by 


a breach of the same contract, by an attack on. 
petsonal property. It can never be, in the eye of 


justice and in a land of liberty, that property is 


more to be respected than liberty, nor can we feel | 
ourselves unauthorized, when the law of retalia- | 


tion and self-preservation, which are written on 
the heart of man by the finger of Omnipotence, 


holds us justified. Nor, when we consider that 


we ourselves have totally annulled and declared 
void the Treaty with France, because of her vio- 
lation of her treaty. by the spoliations on our com- 
merce; refusing to do us justice, can we hesitate 
to make this partial repeal of the Treaty with 
Great Britain so far only as is necessary to do our 
oppressed seamen justice, by the sacrifice of Brit- 
ish property at the shrine of American liberty, 


when we reflect that it is the only means where- 


by we can remunerate our enslaved seamen for 


their cruel bondage ; that the safety of the people 
is the supreme law, and that we are the sentinels 


to protect their rights and avenge their wrongs? 


Tuespay, January 21. 


Mr. Smirn, of Maryland, gave notice that he 
should, to-morrow, ask leave to bring in a bill for 
classing the militia, and assigning to each class 


its particular duties. 
yaa 
of Ohio, as 


and the bill was read, and ordered to a second 
reading. 

A. message from the 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled 


the United States Northwest of the river Ohio;” 
also, n bill, entitled “An act extending the powers 


of the Surveyor General to the Territory of Louise 


iana, and for other purposes;” in which bills they 
desire the concurrence of the Senate. 

The bills were read and ordered to the second 
reading. 

The bill, entitled “An act making an additional 
Appropriation to supply the deficiency in the ap- 
propriation for the naval service during the year 
1805,” was read the second time as in Committee 
of the Whole; and, having been reported to the 
House without amendment, it was, by unanimous 
consent, read the third time and passed, 

On motion, that it be 


Resolved, ‘That a conmitteo be Appointed to inquire 
why the expenditures inthe Navy Department, for the 
Year 1805, havo so far exceeded the appropriation for 
the same, and report thereon to the Senate. 

Ordered, That this motion lie for consideration. 

n motion, that it be 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be 
Tequested to cause to be laid before the Senate a co 
of Mr. Monroe’s letter to the Secretary of State, dated 


to notice given yesterday, Mr. Smith, 
f sked and obtained leave to bring in a 
bill authorizing the sale of a certain lot of land; 


House of Representatives 


“An act for the relief of the Gov- 
ernor, Secretary, and Judges, of the Territory of 


October last, which was read in Senate.on Friday last, 
and withdrawn to be laid before the House of Repre. 
sentatives. s a 


It was agreed that this motion lie for considera- 


ion. . k ] 
The. bill to empower George Rapp and his as. . 


sociates, in the Society of Harmony, to purchase 


certain lands, was resumed as in Committee of the ). 


Whole; and, an amendment having been proposed, 


Ordered, That the consideration thereof be post- | 


poned until to-morrow. : 3 = 

The bill for the protection and indemnification 
of American seamen was read the second time, 
and the further consideration thereof, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, was made the order of the 
day for Monday next. . 

Onmotionthe Senate resumed the second reading 
of the confidential bill, entitled “An act making pro- 
vision for any extraordinary expenses attending 
the intercourse between the United States and 
foreign nations,” as in Committee of the Whole; 
and the bill having been reported to. the House 
without amendment, ; 

Ordered, That the third reading 


thereof be the 
order of the day for Thursday next. pa 


Wepnespay, January 22, 


The bill, entitled “An act extending the powers 
of the Surveyor General to the Territory of Lou- 
isiana, and for other purposes,” was read the sec- 
ond time, and referred to Messrs. WORTHINGTON, 
Batpwin, Wricut, Moors, and ANDERSON, to 
consider and report thereon. 

The bill entitled “An act for the relief of the 
Governor, Secretary, and Judges, of the late ter- 


ritory of the United States northwest of the river Ț q 


Ohio,” was read the second time, and referred to 
Messrs. Macuay, KrrcueL, and Smita, of Ohio, 
to consider and report thereon. hae 
Mr. Mactay stated in his place, that the Legis- 
lature of the State of Pennsylvania had passed a. 
resolution, that their Senators in Congress ‘be in? 


structed to obtain an amendment to the Constitu- - 


tion of the United States respecting the Judiciary; 


and submitted the following motion, which was ` 


read and laid on the table: 

Resolved, by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America.in Congress as- 
sembled, two-thirds of both Houses concurring, That 
the following article be proposed to the Legislatures of 
the several States as an amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States, which, when 
fourths of the said Legislatures, 
of the said Constitution, to wit: 

The Judicial power of the United States shall not be 
construed to extend to controversies between a State 
and the citizens of another State; between citizens of 
different States; between. citizens of the same State 
claiming lands under grants of different States; and 
between a State or the citizens thereof, and foreign 
States, citizens, or subjects. i 

The bill authorizing the sale of a certain lot of 
land was read the second time, and referred to 
Messrs, Smvrn, of Ohio, BaLpwin, and Tracy, to 
consider and report thereon. 

The bill to empower George Rapp and his as- 


shall be valid, as part 
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sociates, in the Society of Harmony, to purchase 
certain lands, was resumed as in Committee of the 
Whole; and recommitted to Messrs. Smrru, of 
Maryland, BrapLey, and Wortuineron, further 
to consider and report thereon. 


CLASSIFICATION OF THE MILITIA.. 


Mr. Smitru, of Maryland, agreeably to notice 
given yesterday, asked and obtained leave to bring 
in the following bill, which was read and ordered 
to a second reading: 


A Bill for classing the Militia, and assigning to each 
f class its particular duties. 


Be it enacted, &c., That every free, abled-bodied 

white male citizen of the United States, of the age of 
eighteen years, and under the age of forty-five, whose 
principal occupation is not on the high sea, or the tide 
waters within the United States, shall be of the militia 
for the land service of the United States. The persons 
so to constitute the land militia, shall be enrolled by 
their names and ages, in their proper districts, and. in 
books kept for that purpose; such enrollment to be 
made without delay of those now within the descrip- 
tion, and from time to time as to others who shall here- 
after become so, always noting the date of enrollment, 
and placing in a distinct page, or part of the book, 
those of every different year of age, from forty-five 
down to eighteen. 
. The said militia shall be distributed into classes as 
follows, to wit: The junior class shall be composed of 
those above twenty-one, and under twenty-six years of 
age; the middle class of those above twenty-six, and 
under thirty-five years of age; the senior class of those 
above thirty-five and under forty-five years of age ; and 
those above eighteen, and under twenty-one years of 
age shall compose the minor class. 


. The junior class shall be liable to perform all active 
services within the United States, or the countries next 
adjacent, by tours of duty, not to exceed one year in 
any two; and in order that the said services may be 
required of them equally, those of every battalion shall, 
by its. commanding officer, be immediately divided by 
lot into ten parts, or portions, as nearly equal as may 
be; each portion to be distinguished by its particular 
number, from one to ten, and to be called into duty in 
the order of their numbers, such call extending to so 
many numbers as the exigency may require, and every 
person so.called on, may be assigned to the service of 
the artillery, infantry, cavalry, or of any other descrip- 
tion, as the competent authority shall direct. 

In-consideration of the assiduous discipline required 
from the junior class, and of the services they shall 
have performed, or been liable to perform while in it, 
they shall never after passing into the middle class, be 
liable to actual service, but where the junior class for 
the time being is inadequate to the exigency; and 
then in their own or one of the adjoining States only, 
and by tours not exceeding three months in any year: 
for which purpose they shall:be distributed into sections 
and called on in routine, as is provided in the case of 
. the junior class. i , 

The senior and minor classes shall bé liable to be 
called on to do duty within their own State only, and by 
tours not exceeding three months in any year, and 


they shall be separately distributed into portions and 
numbers, and called on in routine as provided for the} 


other classes. ` : ? 
Exemptions from militia duty, except in cases of ré- 


ligious scruple against bearing arms, shall only extend 
to the ordinary duties of mustering and disciplining, 
after having entered the middle or senior class, but all 
exempts shall be enrolled in their classes and numbers; 
and when called on for actual military service, shall, be 
bound as others are to perform their due tours, oie: 

If any person called on to do the actual duties of his 
class, shall refuse, or unnecessarily delay to enter on 
duty, he shall be arrested as a deserter, either by the 
civil or military authority, shall be delivered to the 
proper military officer, and either punished as a de- 
serter, or compelled to perform his tour of duty. But 
any person so called on may compute his personal ser- 
vice, by tendering as a substitute an able-bodied white 
man, a citizen of the United States, fit for the. service 
in the judgment of the officer who is to command-him, 
and willing to engage therein. And all persons, while 
engaged in performing a tour of duty, shall have the: 
pay and rations allowed in the army of the United 
States, and be subject to the rules, regulations, and at- 
ticles, provided for the government of the same. 

Suc. 2. And be it further enacted, That all provis- 
ions in any law of the United States, or of any partic- 
ular State, or Territory, inconsistent with those of this 
act, are hereby repealed; and all-provisions in the laws 
of the United States, or of any particular State or Ter- 
ritory not inconsistent herewith, shall be understood. to 
be left in force, and liable to alteration by their. respect- 
ive enacting authorities. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
motion made yesterday, that the President of the 
United States be requested to communicate tothe 
Senate a copy of Mr. Monroe’s letter to the Sec- 
retary of State; and it was agreed to amend the 


motion as follows: : 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be 
requested, if he shall judge the same to be proper, to 
cause to be laid before the Senate a copy of Mr. Mon- 
roe’s letter to the Secretary of State, dated 18th of Oc- 
tober, 1805, with a postscript, dated 25th, which was 
read. in Senate on Friday last, and withdrawn to ‘be’ 
laid before the House of Representatives. 

Whereupon, a motion was made that the pro- 
posed resolution be referred toa select committee ; 
and, on motion, the Senate adjourned. i 


Tuurspay, January 23. 


Mr. Wortuineton, from the committee ap- 
pointed on the subject, reported a bill to repeal in 
part the fourth section of an act, entitled “An act 
to authorize a grant of lands to the Frenchy inhab- 
itants at Galliopolis, and for other purposes therein 
mentioned ;” and the bill was read, and ordered. 
to the second reading. gd, 4 ee ae 

Mr. Brapiey presented the petition of Seth, 
Harding, commander of aship in the service of 
the United States, during the Revolutionary war, 
in which service he received extreme bodily injury, 
as is stated at large in his petition, and praying 
such pecuniary relief} as may, to Congress, seem 


reasonable for a person debilitated by public ser- 


vice; and the petition was read, and’referted to 
Messrs. BRADLEY; Tracy, and SumTËR, to con- 
sider and report thereon. aoe aot 

Mr. Turner communicated'the representation 


‘of the State of North Carolina, on the subject of 
‘certain pensioners on the list of that State, and 
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suggesting to the justice and wisdom of Congress 
the propriety of placing them on the pension list of 
the United States; and the representation was 


read. : 

Ordered, That it be referred to the committee 
appointed the 20th of December last, on the bill, 
entitled “An act making provision for persons that 
have been disabled by known wounds received in 
the actual service of the United States, during the 
Revolutionary war,” to considerand report thereon. 

The bill for classing the militia, and assigning 
to each class its particular duties, was. read the 
second time, and referred to Messrs, Smiru, of 
Maryland, Sumrer, Aparir, BRADLEY, and SMITH, 
of New York, to consider and report thereon. 

The following motion was made and seconded, 
and ordered to lie for consideration: - 

Resolved, That the report and estimates of the ap- 
propriations necessary for the year one thousand cight 
hundred and six, be referred to aselect committee, with 
instructions to inquire into the specific expenditures of 
the respective Departments. 

The Senate. resumed the consideration of the 
motion that the President of the United States be 
requested to communicate a copy of Mr. Monroe’s 
letter to the Secretary of State; and, on motion it 
was agreed that the doors of the Senate should be 
closed; and, after debate, it was agreed to amend 
the motion as follows: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be 
requested, if he shall judge the same to be proper, to 
make a further communication to the Senate of Mr. 
Monroe’s letter to the Secretary of State, dated 18th 
October, 1805, with a postscript, dated 25th October, 
which was read in the Senate on Friday last. 

And, on the question to adopt the resolution as 
amended, it was determined in the affirmative— 
yeas 23, nays 6, as follows: 

Yzras—Messrs. Adair, Adams, Baldwin, Bradley, 
Fenner, Gaillard, Gilman, Hillhouse, Maclay, Mitchill, 
Moore, Pickering, Plumer, Smith, of Maryland, Smith 
of New York, Smith of Ohio, Smith of Tennessee, 
Smith of Vermont, Sumter, Thruston, Tracy, White and 
Wright. 

Naxs—Messrs. Anderson, 


Condit, Kitchel, Logan, 
Tumer, and Worthington. 


Fripay, January 24. 


James A. Bayarn, appointed a Senator for the 
State of Delaware, for the term of six years, com- 
mencing on the fourth of March last, produced 
his credentials, which were read; and, the oath 
prescribed by law having been administered, he 
took his seat in the Senate, 

The following Message was received from the 
Preswent or run Unitep States: 

To the Senate of the United States : 

According to the request of your resolution of yes- 
terday, I again communicate the letter of the Minister 
Plenipotentiary of the United States at London, to the 
Secretary of that Government for Foreign Affairs, dated 
October 18th, 1805, with a postscript of October 25th, 


but still in confidence that the matter of it shall not be 
made public. 


Janvany 24, 1806. 
The Message and paper 
to lie for consideration. 


TH. JEFFERSON. 
were read and ordered 


Monpay, January 27. 


Mr. Smita, of Maryland, from the committee 
to whom was referred, on the 22d instant the bill 
to empower George Rapp and his associates, in 
the Society of Harmony, to purchase certain lands, 
reported the bill amended: and the amendment. 
was read, and ordered to lie for consideration. 

Mr. Braptey, from the committee to whom 
was referred, on the 23d instant the petition of ` = 
Seth Harding, made report; which was read, and 
ordered to lie for consideration. ; , 

Mr. Braptey, from the same committee, asked 
and obtained leave to report a bill for the relief of 
Seth Harding late a captain in the Navy of the 
United States; and the bill was read and ordered 
to the second reading, 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act to extend jurisdiction, in, 
certain cases, to State judges and State courts ;” 
Also, a bill, entitled “ An.act authorizing a detach- 
ment from .the militia of the United States ;” in 
which bills they desire the concurrence of the 
Senate. - i ‘ : 

The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED States. - ed 
To the Senate of the United States : E 
According to the desire of the Senate, expressed in: 
their resolution of the 10th instant Inow communicate 
to them a report of the Secretary of State, with its. 
documents, stating certain new principles attempted to’. | 
be introduced on the subject of neutral rights, injurious < ` 
to the rights and interests of the United States. These, 
with my Message to both Houses, of the 17th. instant 
and the documents accompanying it, fulfil the desires 
of the Senate as far as it can be done by any informa: 
tion in my possession which is authentic and not pub- 
licly known. TH. JEFFERSON. ` 

January 27 1806. wh 


DEPARTMENT or STATE, Jan. 25, 1806. a 


The Secretary of State, to whom the President hag 
been pleased to refer the resolution of the Senate, dated: 
on the 10th instant, has the honor to make the follows ` 
ing report: . ` ani 

The most important of the principles interpolated.’ 
into the law of nations, is that which appears to be: 
maintained by the British Government, and its prize: 
courts, that a trade opened to the neutrals by a nation: 
at war, on account of the war, is unlawful. one 

The principle has been relaxed from time to time, ` 
by orders allowing as favors to neutrals, particular 
branches of trade, disallowed by the general principle ; 
which orders have also, in some instances, extended.’ 
the modifications of the principle beyond its avowed”: 
import. ; Aa 

In like manner, the last of these orders, bearing date. 
the 24th of June, 1803, has incorporated with the ree: 
laxation a collateral. principle, which is itself an intera 
polation, namely, that a vessel on a return voyage. is, 
liable to capture by the circumstance of her having on: 
the outward voyage, conveyed contraband articles to 
an enemy’s port. How far a like penalty attached by 
the same order to the circumstance of a previous com- 
munication with. a blockaded port, would likewise be 
an interpolation, may depend upon the construction: 
under which that part of the order has been, or is.te 
be carried into execution. : 


` 
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The general principle first above stated, as lately 
applied to re-exportations of articles imported. into 
neutral countries from hostile colonies, or vice versa, 
by considering the re-exportation in many cases, as a 
continuation of the original voyage, forms another in- 
terpolation, deeply affecting the trade of neutrals. For 
a fuller view of this and some other interpolations, re- 
- ferences may be had to the documents communicated 
with the message to Congress of the 17th instant. 

The British principle, which makes a notification to 
foreign Governments of an intended blockade, equiva- 
lent to notice required by the law of nations, before the 
penalty can be incurred; and that which subjects to 
capture vessels arriving at a port, in the interval be- 
tween a removal and return of the blockading force, 
are other important deviations from the code of public 
law. . 

Another unjustifiable measure is the mode of search 
practised by the British ships, which instead of remain- 
ing at a proper distance from the vessel to be searched 
and sending their own boat with afew men for the 
purpose, compel the vessel to send her papers in her 
own boat, and sometimes with great danger from the 
condition of the boat, andthe state of the weather. 

To these instances, without adverting to others of 
an inferior or less definite character, in the practice of 
Great Britain, must be added the assumed right to im- 
press persons from American vessels, sailing under the 
American flag, on the high seas. An explanation of 
this practice will be found in the extract from the in- 

. structions to Mr. Monroe, communicated with the mes- 
sage of the President above referred to. 

Among the interpolations introduced by the.French 
Government, is a decree, dated June 6, (18 Prairial, 
year 13,) importing that every privateer of which two- 
thirds of the crew shouldenot be natives of England, or 
subjects of a Power the enemy of France, shall be con- 
sidered as pirates. 

Another is evidenced by the result of an application 
mide by the deputy consul of the United States at 
Cadiz, through the French consul, to Admiral Villen- 
euve, for the liberation of some seamen of the United 
States who were on board the French fleet under his 
command. ‘The answer of the Admiral, dated 29th Au- 
gust last, (11 Fructidor, 13th year,) states, that “A de- 

< cision of His Imperial and Royal Majesty provides, that 
every foreigner found on board the vessels of war or 
of commerce of the eriemy, is to be treated as a prisoner 
of war, and can have no right to the protection of the 
diplomatic and commercial agents of his nation.” 

Other unjustifiable innovations on the law of nations, 
are exemplified in the decree of General Ferrand, lately 
passed at the city of St. Domingo, a translation: of 
which is annexed. . ; 

The irregular mode of search above described is also 

. practised by the cruisers of France and Spain. . 

The cruisers of the two latter Powers have harassed 
the commerce of the United States in various other 
forms, but as it is not known or believed that their con- 
duct has been prescribed- or sanctioned by the public 
authority of their respective nations, they are not con- 
sidered as falling within the purview of the resolution 
of the Senate. JAMES MADISON. 


The Message and documents therein mentioned 
were read and ordered to lie for consideration. 


Tusspay, January 28. 


Mr. Logan gave notice that he would, on 
Thursday next, ask leave to bring in a bill for the 


punishment of persons counterfeiting the current 
coin of the United States, and for.other purposes, 

The bills yesterday brought up from the House 
of Representatives for concurrence, were severally 
read and ordered to the second reading. 

Mr. WortTHINGTON gave notice that he would, 
to-morrow, ask leave to bring in a bill explanatory 
of the act, entitled “An act further providing for 
the government of the District of Louisiana,” and 
the ordinance of Congress of 13th July, 1787. 

The PresipENT communicated the report of 
the Secretary of State, made in pursuance of the 
resolution of Senate of 2d March last; and the re- 
port was read and ordered to lie for consideration. 

The bill to repeal in part the fourth section of 
an act, entitled “An act to authorize a grant of 
lands to the French inhabitants of Galliopolis, and 
for other purposes therein mentioned,” was re- 
sumed, as in Committee of the Whole; and hav- 
ing been reported to the House without amend- 
ment, 

Ordered, That this bill pass to the third read- 


Ing. 

Phe bill making a further appropriation for the 
support of the library, was resumed as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole; and having been amended, 
was reported to the House, and, Ce, 

Ordered, That this bill pass to the third reading 
as amended. 

The bill for. the relief of Seth Harding, late 
a Captain in the Navy of the United States, was 
reada second time, as in Committee of the Whole. 

Ordered That the further consideration of this 
bill be postponed. E A cast 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
report of the committee to whom was recommit- 
ted the bill to empower George Rapp and-his 
associates, of the Society of Harmony, to pur- 
chase certain lands; and having adopted the 
amendment, 

Ordered, That this bill pass to the third read- 
ing, as amended. , i 

The Senate resumed the consideration of thë 
motion made on the 22d instant, that it be H 

Resolved, That the report and estimates of the ap- 
propriations necessary for the year 1806, be referred to 
a-select committee, with instructions to inquire into the 
specific expenditures of the respective departments; 

And agreed thereto; and baa, eh 

Ordered, That Messrs. Tracy, BALDWIN, ÅN- 
person, Mircuitt, and Sirs, of Maryland, be 
the committee to report thereon. hee 

Mr. Logan presented the memorial and petition 
of the President and Directors of the Chesapeake 
and Delaware Canal Company, stating the im- 
portance thereof to the public, and praying the 
protection and aid of Congress in the completion 
of the work; and the petition was read and're- 
ferred to Messrs: Logan, Bayarp, and BRADLEY, 
to consider and report thereon. Pee aaa 

Ordered, That.so much of the President’s Mes- 
sage of the 17th instant, and the papers accom- 
panying the same, as relates to the spoliations of 


our commerce on the high seas, and informs us of 


the new principles assumed by the British Courts 
of Admiralty, asa- pretext for-the condemnations 
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of our vessels in their prize courts, be referred to 
the committee to whom was referred, on the 15th 
instant, that part of the President’s Message relat- 
ing thereto. : 

Mr. Smita, of Ohio, from the committee to 
whom was referred, on the 22d instant, the bill 
authorizing the sale of a certain lot: of land, re- 
ported amendments; which were read and ordered 
to lie for consideration. è 


TRADE WITH ST. DOMINGO. 


` Mr. Logan, to whom was referred, on the 16th 

instant the bill to suspend, the commercial inter- 

course between the United States and the French 
island of St. Domingo, reported the same amend- 
ed; which was ordered to lie for consideration. 

The bill is as follows: 

A Bill to suspend the commercial intercourse between 
the United States and certain parts of the island of 
St. Domingo. 

Be it enacted &c, That all commercial intercourse 
between any person or persons resident within the 
United States, and any person or persons resident 
within any part of the island of St. Domingo, not in 
possession, and under the acknowledged Government 
of France, shall be, and from and after due notice of 
this act at the custom houses respectively, is hereby 
prohibited. And any ship or vessel, owned, hired or 
employed, wholly or in part, by any person or persons 
resident within the United States, or by any citizen or 
citizens thereof, resident clsewhere, and sailing from 
any port of the United States after that time, or from 
any other port in America, after the day of 
next; or from any other port whatever, after the 
day of next; which, contrary to the intent hereof, 
shall be voluntarily carried, or shall be destined to 
proceed, whether directly, or from any intermediate 
port or place, to any port or place within the island of 
St. Domingo, and not in possession, and under the ac- 
knowledged Government of France ; and also any cargo 
which shall be found on board of such ship or vessel, 
when detected or interrupted in such unlawful purpose, 
or at her return from such voyage to the United States, 
shall be wholly forfeited, and may be seized and con- 
demned in any court ofthe United States. 

Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That after due 
notice of this act at the several custom houses, no ship 
or vessel whatever shall receive a clearance for any 
port or place within the island of St Domingo, and not 
in the actual possession of France : nor shall any clear- 
ance be granted for a foreign voyage to any ship or 
vessel, owned, hired or employed, wholly or in part, 
by any person or persons, resident in the United States, 
or by any citizen or citizens thereof resident elsewhere, 
until the owner or the employer for the voyage, or his 
factor or agent, with the master, and one or more sùf- 
ficient surety or sureties, to the satisfaction of the col- 
lector of the district, shall give bond to the United 
States ; such owner, employer or factor, with the master, 
in a sum equal to the value of the vessel and of her 
cargo; and such surety or sureties in a sum equal to 
the value of the vessel and of one-third of her cargo, 
when it shall not exceed ten thousand dollars; and if 
it shall. exceed, then in that sum, with condition that 
the ship or vessel, for which a clearance shall be re- 
quired, is actually destined, and shall proceed to some 
port or place -without the limits of such part of the 
island of St. Domingo, as shall not be in the actual pos- 
session, and under the acknowledged Government of 
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France, and during the intended voyage shall not be 
voluntarily carried or permitted to proceed, whether, 
directly, or from any intermediate port or place, to any 
port or place within such part of the island of St. Dox 
mingo, as shall not bein the actual possession, and 
under the acknowledged Government of France, and 
shall not, at any such port or place, voluntarily sell, de. 
liver, or unlade any part of such cargo; and generally 
that such ship or vessel, whilst on such voyage, shall 
not be employed in any traffic or commerce with or 
for any person resident within any part of the island of 
St. Domingo, not in the actual possession, and under 
the acknowledged Government of France. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That all penal- 
ties and forfeitures incurred by force of this act, and 
which may be recovered, shall be distributed, and ac- 
counted for, in the manner prescribed by the act, en- 
titled “An act to regulate the collection of duties on 
imports and tonnage; and may be mitigated or re- 
mitted in the manner prescribed by the act, entitled 
“An act to provide for mitigating or remitting the 
forfeitures, penalties and disabilities, accruing in certain 
cases therein mentioned.” i 


DEFENCE OF NEW YORK. 


Mr. MırcaiLL, from the committee to whom 
was referred the memorial of the merchants of 
New York, submitted a report on that part of the 
same which relates to the “ defenceless situation 
of the port of New York ;” which was ordered to 
lie for consideration. The report is as follows: 

Early in the history of North America, the harbor 
of New York was discovered by the Dutch to be a con- 
venient place of resort for ships. Subsequent experi- 
ence has proved the judgment of the Hollanders to have. 
been good. The place where, the North river forms a 
junction with Long Island Sound, is as well, if not. bet-. 
ter, adapted to navigation and trade, than any which 
the Atlantic coast affords. : 

The city, at the head of the harbor, is about twenty- 
seven miles from the ocean. The ebb-and. flow of the 
tide is about six feet. The saltness: of the water is 
not much inferior to that of the. neighboring sea. i 

The harbor is a bay, or basin, surrounded chiefly by 
islands, though the space from the foot of the N evers 
sink hills to the river Raritan, and another space, from 
Bergen Point to Hoboken, are parts of the main land, 
which skirt the shores between the insular positions, 
The land is mostly low, and is composed principally of 
gravel, sand, and loam. and in certain spots strata of 
solid granite appear. 

The island of Sandy Hook, where the light-house 
stands, is little more than a beach, rising not far above 
the level of spring tides. Staten Island swells into 
moderate hills, and presents, especially on its eastern 
side, several bold elevations. Long Island, whose west- 
ern extremity loses its ridges and hills in the plains of 
Flatlands and New Utrecht, still retains at the Nar- 
rows, where its cliffs are somewhat. abrupt and promi- 
nent, several positions of considerable strength. In 
these shores of the two last mentioned islands, the 
army of the enemy was landed in 1776, and a repe- 
tition. of such an invasion, might be discouraged by the 
erection of suitable works to oppose it. Governor’s 
Island has been already much improved by military 
works, and is the spot on which Fort J ay, and the prin- 
cipal other fortifications, have been erected. Bedlow 
Island, though very small, has also been considered 
proper for defensive operations, and in some degree 
prepared to annoy an'enemy. On Manhattan: Island, 
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where the city of New York stands, there was once.a 

fort and battery. These have been demolished of late 
years, under a conviction of their unfitness, as have 
likewise some more recent breast-works and parapets, 
which, though constructed but eight or nine years ago, 
were, within a twelvemonth, destroyed by the people 
who made them. 

_ ‘Between these islands there are deep channels, and 

rapid currents. Ships of large force may be. brought 

in from the sea, and anchored in.safety abreast of the 
town, And having once reached that station, there is 
water enough to convey frigates, or even larger ships, 
quite to the city of Hudson. | 
‘To the saltness, depth, and swiftness of the current, 
© isto be ascribed the openness of the harbor of New 
© York during the winter. In 1780, its surface was cov- 
| ered by a thick, strong, covering of ice. The like has 
never happened since, not, even during the rigorous 
winter of 1805; and it is remarkable, that, while the 
Delaware, Patapsco, and Potomac, are frozen, and Phil- 
adelphia, Baltimore, and Alexandria, are secured there- 
‘py from the fleets of an invader, the bay of New York, 
though situated further to the northward, possesses, 
commonly, no such protection, but is accessible from 
the ocean with but trifling impediment. 

The insecurity of the city is evinced by other facts. 
With a small squadron of ships, in 1674, the English 
took it from the Dutch. Shortly afterwards, it was re- 

| taken with almost equal ease. No cause of attack occur- 
_ Ting until the commencement of the Revolutionary war, 
it was found utterly incapable of defence against a hos- 
tile fleet and army, in 1776, and abandoned to the en- 
-emy by the troops arrayed for its protection ; and that 
very foe, which then gained the possession, held it asa 
‘garrison until 1783, when, on its evacuation, the inhab- 
‘ftants were enabled to return to their homes, after an 
exile of seven long years. f 
Since the Revolution, New York has greatly increased 
in population, extent, capital, and enterprise. The me- 
fnorialists state, that, there one-third of the national 
“tevenue is collected. They hope so important a sea- 
“sport may be thought worthy of an efficient defence. 
And they beg that a portion of the public treasure, ac- 
cumulated in that place, may be expended in render- 
xing both that treasure and the city in which it is kept, 
more. secure, f 
».For the further information of the Senate, the com- 
hittee beg leave to observe, that, a piece of land has 
“been already purchased by the State, on Staten Island, 
comprehending the high points on which the signal- 
poles of the merchants are erected. The greater part 
; of Governor’s Island is understood. to be the property 
of the State, a small part of it, only, having been pur- 
chased by the nation. . On these parcels of ground, the 


. expense; and it is in this posture of affairs, that the 
memorialists, after the State has done so much, ask the 
nation to bear a proportional part of the charge neces- 
gary to provide more formidable means of defence and 
offence. toys > R 

Extravagant estimates have been made by certain 
jobbers and projectors. Artificial islands, and immense 
piers, and enormous floating batteries, and vast chev- 
aux-de-frises, have been talked of—enough to absorb 
the whole revenue, and to terrify all sober calculators 

© of the cost. The committee have dismissed those 
schemes as favoring rather of the visionary and mag- 
nificent, than of the useful and feasible. They con- 
tent themselves with recommending an appropriation, 


| . labor of constructing works is the principal matter of 


to a moderate amount, for making further military im- 
provements on the sites already purchased, and which 
the State may hereafter purchase and surrender; in 
full confidenee at the same time, that a due proportion 
of the heavy artillery, armed ships, and gun-boats of 
the nation, will bestationed at the harbor of New York. 

Under these impressions the following proposition, is. 
submitted : ; eee 

“ Resoled, That it is expedient to appropriate the 
sum of $ , to be laid out in such manner, and un-- 
der such direction, as: Congress shall judge proper, in 
fortifying the harbor and city of New York.” 2: 

The committee have deemed it to be within the lim- 
its assigned them, to recommend another proposition,. 
in favor of the capital of South Carolina: . Sn YA 

« Resolved, That it is expedient to appropriate the sum 
of $ , to be laid out in such manner, and under 
such regulations, as Congress shall judge. proper, im 
fortifying the port of Charleston, in South Carolina.” 

And for the purpose of providing for other defence- 
less places, if any such there be, the committee submit 
another proposition : 

« Resolved, That it is expedient to appropriate the 
sum of $ , to be laid out in fortifying such ports 
and harbors, other than New-York and Charleston, as 
the President of the United States shall think most 
conducive to the public security. 


On motion, that the third reading of the bill 
entitled “An act making provision for defraying 
any extraordinary expenses attending the inter- 
course between the United States and. foreign 
nations,” be postponed, the Senate were equally 
divided: yeas 15; nays 15; and the question of 
postponement was determined by the President 
in the affirmative. 


Wepnespay, January 29. me 
Agreeably to notice given yesterday, Mr. Wor- 
THINGTON asked and obtained leave to bring ina 
bill explanatory of the act, entitled “An act fur- 
ther providing for the government of the district 
of Louisiana,” and the ordinance of Congress, of 
the 13th of, July, 1787; and the bill was read and 
ordered to the third reading. ce 
The bill, entitled “An act to extend jurisdiction, 
in certain cases, to State judges and State courts, 
was read the second time, and referred to, Messrs. 
Mrrcuitt, Tracy, and BaLpwin, to consider and 
report thereon. ee 
The bill, entitled “An act authorizinga detach- 
ment from the militia of the United States,” was 
read the second time, and referred to Messrs. SuM- 
TER, Situ, of Maryland, and BALDWIN, tO: CONS 
sider and report thereon. thee 
The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill- for the relief of Seth Harding, late a Captain 
in the Navy of the United States, as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole, and the bill having been report- 
ed to the House without amendment., ...“..) 
Ordered, That it pass to.a third reading: 
The bill to empower George Rapp.and his ase 
sociates, of the Society of Harmony, ti 
certain lands, was read the third time; at í 
The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill for the protection and indemnification of Ame- 
rican seamen, asin Committee of the Whole 5, and 
the further-consideration of the bill was postponed, 
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- The Presipenr communicated a letter from 
the Treasurer of the United States, with his gen- 
eral account from October 1, 1804, to October 1, 
1805; also, the accounts of the Waf and Navy 


Departments for the same period; which were |: 


read, and ordered to lie on the table. 

‘The following Message was received from the 
President of the United States: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives : 
- ‘(Having received from sundry merchants of Baltimore, 
a memorial on the same subject with those which. I 
communicated to Congress with my message of 17th 
instant, I now communicate this also, as a proper sequel 
to the former, and as making a part of the mass of evi- 
dence of the violations of our rights on the ocean. 

. TH. JEFFERSON. 

‘January 29, 1806. 

The Message and paper therein mentioned were 


read, and referred, together with the message re- 
ceived on the 17th instant, to Messrs. Smira of 


Maryland, Mrrenitt, Anperson, Logan, Tracy, 
Anama, and Batpwin, the committee to whom 
was referred, on the 15th instant, that part of the 
Message of the President of the United States, at 
the opening of the session, which relates to the 
violations of neutral rights. 


Tuurspay, January 30. 

The bill explanatory of the act, entitled “An 
act further providing for the government of the 
district of Louisiana,” and the ordinance of Con- 
gress of the 13th of July, 1787, was read the second 


time, andreferred to Messrs. W orTHINGON, MOORE, 


and Tracy, to consider and report thereon. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
amendment reported to the bill to suspend the 
commercial intercourse between the United States 
and the French island of St. Domingo, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and the further consideration 
thereof was made the order of the day for Mon- 
day next, 

The bill for the relief of Seth Harding, late a 
Captain in the Navy of the United States, was 
read the third time and amended, and a further 
amendment proposed, 

The bill, entitled “An act making provision for 
defraying the extraordinary expenses attending 
the intercourse between the United States and 
foreign nations,” was read the third time. 

A motion was made to amend the bill; after 
debate 

Ordered, That the further consideration thereof 
be postponed until to-morrow 


eee 


Fripay, January 31. 

Mr. Mactay, from the committee to whom was 
referred, on the 22d instant, the bill entitled “An 
act for the relief of the Governor, Secretary, and 
Judges, of the late territory of the United States 
northwest of the river Ohio,” reported the same 
without amendment. 

Ordered, That this bill pass to a third reading. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the re: 
port of the committee to whom was referred the 


and Wright, 


bill authorizing the sale of a certain lot of land, 
as in Committee of the Whole; and the amend- 
ments proposed having been adopted, the bill was, 
reported to the House with the amendments. 

Ordered, That this bill pass to a third reading as 
amended. i i i 
. Resolved, That provision ought to be made by 
law for the compensation of the witnesses who at- 
tended, under process, the trial of the impeach- 
nient of Samuel Chase, one of the Judges of the 
United States; and = ; 

Ordered, That Messrs. BayaRp, BALDWIN, and 
Anperson, be a committee to bring in a bill ac- 
cordingly. : , ; 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill for the protection and indemnification of 
American seamen. 

Ordered, That it be referred to Messrs. Wricur, 
Batpwin, Tracy, Logan, and Smiru, of Mary- 
land, to consider and report thereon, y 

The third reading of the bill for the relief of 
Seth Harding, late a Captain in the Navy of the 
United States, was resumed; and the further cons 
sideration of the bill was postponed to Monday 
next. ` 

The bill to repeal, in part, the fourth section of 
an act, entitled “An act to authorize a grant of 
lands to the French inhabitants of Galliopolis, and 
for other purposes therein mentioned,” was read 
the third time, and passed. i 

The bill making a further appropriation for the 
support of the library was read the third time, and 
passed. è 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act to repeal so much of any 
act or acts as authorize the receipt of evidences of 
the public debt, in payment for. lands of the Uni: 
ted States, and for other purposes, relative to the 
public debt ;” in which they desire the concurrence 
of the Senate. i l 

Agreeably to notice given on the 28th instant, 
Mr. Toit asked and obtained leave to bring in | 
a bill for the punishment of persons counterfeiting 
the current coin of the United States, and ‘for 
other purposes ; and the bill was read, and ordered 
to the second reading. 

The third reading of the bill, entitled “An-act 
making provision for defraying any extraordinary. 
expenses attending the intercourse between the 
United States and foreign nations,” was resumed; | 
and, on the question to amend the bill, as follows: | 
After the words “United States,” sec: 1, insert | 
“for the purpose of obtaining by negotiation, or | 
otherwise, as he may deem most expedient, the |] 
free navigation of the river St. Lawrence, as His | } 

| 
| 


y 


Britannic Majesty’s territory, lying south and 
east thereof, or any other territory lying east |} 
of the Mississippi, and south of the aforesaid river. | 
St. Lawrence not owned or possessed. by citizens J 
of the United States.” / 

It was determined in the negative—yeas 10, | 
nays 21, as follows: \ 

_Yeas—Messrs. Adams, Bayard, Bradley, Hillhouse, 
Pickering, Plumer, Smith of Vermont, Tracy, White, 
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Nays—Messrs. Adair, Anderson, Baldwin, Condit, 
Fenner, Gaillard, Gilman, Howland, Kitchel, Logan, 
Maclay, Mitchill, Moore, Smith, of Maryland, Smith 
of New York, Smith pf Ohio, Smith of Tennessee, Sum- 
ter, Thruston, Turner, and Worthington. ; 

On motion to amend the bill by inserting, in 
see. 1, after the words “United States,” “towards 
the settling, establishing, and defending, the 
boundaries of the United States;” 

It was determined in the negative—yeas 10, 
nays 20, as follows: 

Yeas—Messrs. Adams, Bayard, Bradley, Gilman, 
Hillhouse, Pickering, Plumer, Smith of Maryland, 
Tracy, and White. ; : 

Ways—Messrs. Adair, Anderson, Baldwin, Condit, 
Fenner, Gaillard, Howland, Kitchel, Logan, Maclay, 
Moore, Smith of New York, Smith of Ohio, Smith of 
Tennessee, Smith of Vermont, Sumter, Thruston, Tur- 
ner, Worthington, and Wright. 


ie Monpay, February 3. 


The bill brought up from the House of Repre- 
sentatives for concurrence, on Friday last, entitled 
“An act to repeal so much of any act or acts as 
authorize the receipt of evidences of the public 
debt, in payment for lands of the United States, 
and for other purposes relative to the public debt,” 
was.read, and ordered to the second reading. 

- Mr. Mrrcstiu presented the memorial of the 
inhabitants of the town of Salem, in the State of 
Massachusetts, complaining of new principles and 
expositions of the law of nations; in the Admi- 
ralty Courts of Great Britain, and stating the 
great losses and sufferings induced thereby to neu- 
tral commerce, and praying the interposition of 
Government; and the memorial was read and re- 
ferred to the committee appointed on the 15th of 
January last,.to whom was also referred the me- 
morial of the merchants of Baltimore, on asimi- 
lar subject, to consider and report thereon. 
«Mr. Mrrcaiun also presented the memorial of 
the governor of the hospital in the city of New 
York, stating the inadequacy of the provisions 
made for the support of American seamen, from 
time to time admitted into that hospital, and pray- 
ing an increase of the funds for that purpose; 
and the memorial was read, and referred to Mes- 
K srs. Mrresiit, Apams, and Smita, of Maryland, 
to consider and port thereon. tty 
- The bill-for the punishment of persons counter- 
feiting the current coin of the United States, and 
: for other purposes, was read the second time, and 
referred to Messrs. Logan, Bayarp, and Tracy, 
to consider and report thereon. : 
+ Mr. Picxerine presented the memorial of the 
. merchants of Boston, stating great injuries sus- 
`- tained by the aggressions of the belligerent Pow- 
ers,and particularly from the recent construction 
of the law of nations respecting neutral com- 
merce, in the Admiralty Courts of Great Britain ; 
and the memorial was read, and-referred to the 
committee appointed on the 15th January, to 
whom were referred also the memorial of the 
merchants of Baltimore and of the town of Sa- 
lem, on the same subject. 


| 


The following Messages were received from 
the PRESIDENT OF THE Unrrep STATES: 


To the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the Unjted States + 

_A letter has been received from the Governorgof 
South: Carolina, covering an act of the Legislature of 
that State, ceding to the United States various forts'and 
fortifications, and sites for the erection of forts in. that 
State, on the conditions therein expressed. This let- 
ter and ‘the act-it covered are now communicated to 
Congress. ; ae 

I am not informed whether the positions ceded are 
the best which can be taken for securing their respect- 
ive objects. No doubt is entertained that the Legisla- 
ture deemed them such. The river of Beaufort, par- 
ticularly, said to be accessible to ships. of very large 
size, and capable of yielding them a protection which 
they cannot find elsewhere,gbut very far to the. north, 
is, from these circumstances, so interesting to the 
Union in general, as to merit particular attention and 
inquiry, as to the positions on it best calculated for 


health as well as safety. : 
TH. JEFFERSON. 
Fesrvary 3, 1806. . i 
The Message and papers referred to were read, 
and ordered to lie for consideration. 
To the Senate and House of ` 
Representatives of the United States + 
In the course of the last year, the following treaties 
and conventions for the extinguishment of Indian title 
to land within our limits, were entered into on behalf 
of the United States: . 
A treaty between the United. States and the Wyan- 
dots, Ottawa, Chippeway, Munsee, Delaware, Shaw- 
anee, and Pottawatamy nations of Indians. fobs 
A treaty between the United States and the agents 
of the Connecticut land gongpany on one part, and the 
Wyandot, Ottawa, Chippewa, Munsee, Delaware, Pot- 
tawatamy, and Shawanee nations of Indians. 
A treaty between the United States and the Dela- 
wares, Pottawatamies, Miamis, Eeel rivers, and ‘Weas. 
A treaty between the United States and the Chick- 
asaw nation of Indians. 
Two treaties between the United States 
Cherokee Indians. : 3 
A convention between the United Statęs and the 
Creek nation of Indians: — - ie 
The Senate having advised and consented to ‘the 
ratification of these several treaties and conventions, I 
now lay them-before: both Houses of Congress, for the 
exercise of theit Constitutional powers, as to the means 


of fulfilling them. zi 
TH. JEFFERSON.:: 


and the 


Fexsrvary 8, 1806. 

The Message was read, and ordered 
consideration. : Me 

On motion, the galleries were cleared, and the 
doors of the Senate Chamber closed; and, afti 
the consideration of the confidential busin 
Senate adjourned.. 


to lie for 


Turspay, February 4." 

Mr. Braptey, from the committee to whom 
was referred, on the 13th of December last, the 
bill, entitled “An act prohibiting, for a limited 
time, the exportation of arms and ammunition 
from the United States, andthe territories theres 
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of,” reported the bill with amendments; which 
were read, and ordered to lie for consideration. 

The bill, entitled “ Ari act to repeal so much of 
any act or acts as authorize the receipt of evi- 
ddaces of the public debt in payment of lands of 

‘the United States, and for other purposes relative 
to the public debt,” was read the second time, and 
referred to Messrs. Tracy, WorTHINGTON, and 
Ba.vwin, to consider and report thereon. © 

Mr. Bayar, ftom the committee appointed on 
the 31st of January last, on the subject, reported 
a bill making provision for the compensation o. 
witnesses who attended the trial of the impeach- 
ment of Samuel Chase; and the bill was read, 
and ordered to the second reading. . 

Mr. Smrru, of Maryland, from the committee 
appointed the 31st of Pecember last, to consider 
the petition of the lawyers practising at the bar 
of the Supreme Court of New Orleans, asked and 
obtained leave to report by bill or otherwise; and 
hé reported a bill relating to the salaries of the 
Judges of New Orleans; which bill was read, and 
ordered to the second reading: , 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “ An act for altering the time for 
holding the circuit court in the district of North 
Carolina,” in which bill they desire the. concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

The bill was read, and ordered to the second 

reading. 
The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ments pied by the committee, on: the bill to 
suspend the commercial intercourse between the 
United States and the French island of St. Do- 
mingo, as in Committee of the Whole; and, on 
motion, it was agreed to strike out the first sec- 
tion of the original bill, after the word “that,” in 
the enacting clause; and a motion was made to 
adopt the amendment reported to the first sec- 
tion, amended as follows: 


“All commercial ‘intercourse between any person or 
persons resident within the United States, and any per- 
son or pergons resident within any part of the island of 
St. Domingo not in possession and under the acknow- 
ledged Government of France, shall be, and from and 
after is hereby, prohibited: And any ship or ves- 
sel, owned, hired, or employed, wholly or in part, by. 
any person or persons resident within the United States, 
after that time, or from any other port in America, after 
the ——~ day of next; or from any other port 
whatever, after the day of next, which, con- 
trary to the intent hereof, shall be voluntarily carried, 
or shall be destined to proceed, whether directly, or 
from any intermediate port or place, to any port or 
place within the island of St. Domingo, and not in pos- 
session, and under the acknowledged Government of 
France; and also any cargo which shall be found on 
board of such ship or vessel, when detected and inter- 
rupted in such unlawful purpose, or at her return from 
such voyage to the United States, shall be wholly for- 
feited, and may be seized and condemned in any court 
of the United States:” 

It passed in the affirmative—yeas 22, nays 9, as 
follows: 

Yras—Messrs. Adair, Anderson, 
Condit, Fenner, Gaillard, Gilman, 


Baldwin, Bradley, 
Howland, Kitcliel, 


Logan, Maclay, Mitchill, Moore, Smith of Maryland, 
Smith of New York, Smith, of Tennessee, Sumter, 
Thruston, Turner, Worthington, and Wright. a 
Nays—Messrs. Bayard, Hillhouse, Pickering, Plu- 
mer, Smith of Ohio, Smith of Vermont, Stone, Tracy, 
and White. k i 
And, after debate, the further. consideration of 
this bill was postponed until to-morrow. — 
The following resolutions were submitted for 
consideration : PERS a 
Resolved, That the President of the United States 


f | be reqyested to cause to be laid-before the Senate a 


statement of the value of the merchandise exported , 
from the United States and its territories, to that part 
of the island of St. Domingo called Hayti, and of the 
goods imported from thence into the United States; 
also, of the quantity of tonnage employed in the said 
trade; also, of the duties levied and collected within 
the United States and the territories, from said imports; 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to cause to be laid before the Senate, if, in 
his opinion, the same can be done with propriety, copies 
of such letters as have passed between the Executive 
of the United States and the French Minister, relative 
to the trade carried on by the American merchants, to 
that part of St. Domingo called Haytis 


Wepnespay, February 5. 


The Presipenr laid before the Senate the re- 
port of the Commissioners of the Sinking Fund, 
stating that the measures which have been au- 
thorized by the Board subsequent to their report 
of 5th February, 1805, so far as the same have been 
completed, are fully detailed in’ the report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury to the Board, dated the 
4th of the present month; and in the statements 
therein refered to, which are herewith transmitted, 
and prayed to be considered as part of the report. 
And. the report was read, and ordered to lie for ; 
consideration. CE ee’ 

Mr. Smita, of Maryland, from the committee 
appointed the 15th of January last, on that part 
of the Message of the -President of the United 


‘States, which relates to the spoliation of our com- 


merce on the high seas, and informs us of new 
principles assumed by the British Courts of Ad- 
miralty, asa pretext for the condemnation of our 
vessels in their prize courts, made report, and the 


report was read, and ordered 40 lie for consid- 
eration. ` 


‘The motion, that it be 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire 
why the expenditures in the Navy Department, for the 
year 105, have so far exceeded the appropriations for 
the same, and report thereon to the Senate; 
was resumed and adopted; and ordered that 
it be referred to the committee appointed on the 
28th January last, to make inquiry into the spe- § 
cific expenditures of the respective departments, ©: 
to report thereon. : 

, The bill making provision for the compensa- 
tion of witnesses who attended the trial of the im- 
peachment of Samuel Chase, was read the second 
tıme, and ordergd tothe third reading. rn 
` The bill, entitled “An`act for altering the.time 
of holding the circuit court in the district of North 
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Carolina,” was read the second time, and referred 
to Messrs. ADAIR, STONE, and Turusron, to con- 
sider and report thereon. 

--On motion, 

That the Sergeant-at-Arms receive for his attend- 
ance at the Court of Impeachment for the trial of Judge 
Chase, compensation for twenty-seven days attendance, 
at the rate of five dollars per day; and 

That the Assistant Doorkeeper receive at the rate 
of two dollars per day, during the said trial, to be paid 
out of the contingent funds of the Senate: 


Ordered, That this motion lie for consideration. 

The Senate took into consideration the first res- 
olution submitted yesterday ; and, on the ques- 
tion to agree to the said resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to cause to be laid before the Senate a state- 
ment of the value of the merchandise exported from 
the United States and its territories, to that part of the 
island of St. Domingo called -Hayti, and of the goods 
imported-from thence into the United States; also, 
of the quantity of tonnage employed in the said trade ; 
also, of the duties levied and collected within the Uni- 
ted States and the territories, from said imports ; 


It passed in the negative—yeas 9, nays 22, as 
follows: 

Yzuas—Messrs. Adams, Bayard, Hillhouse, Picker- 
ing, Plumer, Smith of Ohio, Tracy, White, and Wright. 

Nays—Messsrs. Adair, Anderson, Baldwin, Brad- 
ley, Condit, Fenner, Gaillard, Gilman, Howland, Kitch- 
el, Logan, Maclay, Mitchill, Moore, Smith of Mary- 
land, Smith of New York, Smith of Tennessee, Smith 
of Vermont, Stone, Sumter, Turner, and Worthington. 

‘The Senate took into consideration the second 
resolution submitted yesterday ; and on the ques- 
tion to agree to the said resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be 
requested to cause to be laid before the Senate, if, in his 
opinion, the same can be done with propriety, copies of 
such letters as have passed between the Executive of the 
United States and the French Minister, relative to the 
trade carried on by the American merchants to that 
part of St. Domingo called Hayti. 

It passed in the negative—yeas 10, nays 21, as 
follows: i i 
~“ Yeas—Messs. “Adams, Bayard, Hillhouse, Picker- 
ing, Plumer, Smith of Ohio, Stone, Tracy, White, and 
Wright. ; : 

Nays—Messrs. Adair, Anderson, Baldwin, Bradley, 
Condit, Fenner, Gaillard, Howland, Kitchel, Logan, 
Maclay, Mitchill, Moore, Smith of Maryland, Smith of 
New York, Smith: of Tennessee, Smith of Vermont, 
Sumter, Thruston, Turner, and Worthington. _ 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act regulating bonds given by 
marshals 3” in which they desire the concurrence 
of the Senate. . i 

< The bill was read, and ‘ordered. to the second 
ing. . 

The Senate resumed, as in: Committee. of the 
Whole, the coñsideration of the amendments re- 
ported to the: bill to suspend the commercial in- 


tercourse between the United States and the- 


French island of St. Domingo; and 4 motion was 
made to’ strike out-all:thé words reported: by. the 


special committee asa second section, after the 
word, “that,” in the enacting clause, and to sub-. 
stitute an amendment; and, on motion, the Sen=: 
ate adjourned. . ' 


Taurspay, February 6. 


The bill relating to the salaries of the Judges 
of New Orleans, was read the second time. 

The following Message was received from the: 
PRESIDENT or THE UNITED STaTEs: 

To the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States : 

Since the date of my Message of January 17th, a 
letter of the 26th of November has been received from 
the Minister Plenipotentiary of the United States, at 
London, covering one from the Secretary for Foreign 
Affairs of that Government, which, being on the sub- 
ject of that Message, is now transmitted for the infor- 
mation of Congress. Although nothing forbids the’ 
substance of these letters from being communicated 
without reserve, yet, so many ill effects proceed from the 
publications of correspondences between Ministers re- 
maining still in office, that I cannot but recommend 
that these letters be not permitted to be formally pub- 


lished. 
TH. JEFFERSON. 
Fesrvary 6, 1806. : 


` The Message was read, and ordered to lie for 
consideration. 

The Senate resumed the third reading of the 
bill, entitled “An act making provision for defray- 
-ing any extraordinary expenses attending the in- 
tercourse between the United States and foreign 
nations; and, ae 

On motion that the bill, and message from the: 
House of Representatives accompanying thesame, 
be referred to a select committee, with instruc- 
tions to inquire and report to the Senate their 
Opinion, whether West Florida was or was not 
included in the cession of Louisiana to the Uni- 
ted States by the treaty with France, concluded 
on the 30th of April, 1803, together with the evi- 
dence upon which such an opinion may be sup- 
ported ; it was determined in the negative—yeas 
8, nays 23; as follows: 

. Yeas—Messrs. Adair, Adams, Bayard, Hillhouse, 
Pickering, Plumer, Tracy, and White. me 

Naxs—Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Bradley, Con- 
dit, Fenner, Gaillard, Gilman, Howland, Kitchel; Lo- 
gan, Maclay, Mitchill, Moore, Smith of Maryland, Smith 
of New York, Smith of Tennessee, Smith of Vermont, 
Stone, Sumter, Thruston, Turner, Worthington, and: 
Wright. 

On motion to postpone the further consideration: 
of the bill at this time, and to take up the follow- 
ing resolution : ; 

Resolved, That the President be requested to lay be-. 
fore the Senate the instructions given to Messrs. Mon» 
roe and Pinckney, late Ministers of ‘the United States 


‘| to the Court of Spain, together with the facts and ar- 


guments exhibited by them, in their negotiation, in’ 
support of their claims to territories eastward of the 
Mississippi, as far as the river Perdido; and of territory 
on the western side of the Mississippi, as far as the 
Rio Bravó; the essay of .Mr.:Cevallos, the Minister-of. 
His Catholic Majesty,-in “answer:to--our Ministers 
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relation ‘tothe , western limits; and any other -docu- 
ments in his possession, tending to establish the right- 


fal-boundaries‘of Louisiana. - . 
It passed in the negative. 


-Frivay, February 7. . 
The-bill, entitled “An act relating to bonds 
given by marshals,” was read the second time, 
and ordered: to be referred to Messrs. MITCHILL, 


Stone, and WorraineTon, to consider and re- 


port thereon. 


Mr. HitLuouse presented the petition of Timo- 


thy Mix, a lieutenant in the Revolutionary war, 
and wounded in that service, and praying that his 


pension, for the remainder.of his life, may be made 


equal to a lieutenant’s half-pay, for reasons men- 
tioned in the petition ; which was read. 

. Ordered, That it be referred to the committee 
appointed on the 20th of December last, to whom 
was referred the bill, entitled “An act making 
provision for persons that have been disabled by 


known wounds received in the actual service of 


the United States during the Revolutionary war,” 
to consider and report thereon. ; 
~The Senate resumed the third reading of the 


bill, entitled “An act making provision for defray- 
ing any extraordinary expenses attending thé in- 


tercourse between the 
nations ; and, 

On motion to postpone the further considera- 
tion of the bill at this time, and to take up the fol- 
lowing resolution: ; ` 


Resolved, That the President of the. United States 


United States and foreign 


be requested to renew our negotiations with the Span- 
ish Government, in such-a manner as may bring every 
subject in controversy between the two countries to a 


speedy termination, equally advantageous to both.” 

It passed in the negative. 

On motion to strike out of. the bill the words 
“two millions,” section one, and, in lieu thereof, 
insert. “one million;” a division was called for, 
and the question on striking out was determined 
inthe negative—yeas 13, nays 18, as follows : 


Yuas—Messrs. Adair, Adams, Bayard, Bradley, Gil- 
Mitchill, Pickering, Plumer, 


man, Hillhouse, Logan, 
Stone, Tracy, and ‘White. 
Naxs——Messrs, Anderson, Baldwin, Condit, Fenner, 


Gaillard, Howland, Kitchel, Maclay, Moore, Smith of 


Maryland, Smith of New York, Smith of Tennessee, 
Smith of Vermont, Sumter, Thruston, Turner, Worth- 
ington, and Wright. : 

On motion, to amend the bill, by inserting after 
the word “ applied,” in the first section, the words 
“for the purchase from the Spanish Government 
of their territories lying on the Atlantic ocean 
and Gulf of Mexico, and eastward of the river 


Mississippi,” it passed in the negative—yeas 9, | 


nays 20, as follows: l 

Xzas—Messra, Adair, Adams, Bayard, Gilman, Hill- 
house; Pickering, Plumer, Tracy, and White. : 

\Nays-—Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Bradley, Con- 
dit; Fenner, Gaillard; Howland, Kitchel, Maclay, Moore, 
Smith of Maryland, Smith of New York, Smith of Ten- 
nessee, Smith of Vermont, Stone, Sumter, Thruston 
Turner, Worthington, and Wright. . : 


On motion to postpone the consideration of the 
bill until Monday next, it passed in the negative, 

On motion to agree to the final passage of the 
bill, it passed in the affirmative—yeas 17, nays 
11, as follows: g 

Ypas—Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Condit, Fenner, 
Gaillard, Howland, Kitchel, Maclay, Moore, Smith of 
Maryland, Smith of New York, Smith of Tennessee, 
Smith of Vermont, Thruston, Turner, Worthington, 

ight. : 

gic eae Adair, Adams, Bayard, Gilman, Hill. 
house, Pickering, Plumer, Stone, Sumter, Tracy, and 
White. eed 

So it was Resolved, That this bill pass. 

Ordered, That the Secretary acquaint the House 
of Representatives with the concurrence of the 
Senate in this bill. 


Monpay, February 10. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the amendments re- 
ported to the bill to suspend the commercial inter- 
course between the United States and the French 
island of St. Domingo; and, having amended the 
report, it was in part adopted, and the bill was 
reported to the House accordingly; and the bill 
having been further amended, , ; 

Ordered, That it pass to the third reading as 
amended. ; . 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act declaring the assent of 
Congress to an act of the General Assembly of 
the State of North Carolina ;” a bill, entitled 
“ An act declaring the consent of Congress to an 
act of the State of South Carolina, passed on the 
21st day of December, 1804, so far as the same 
relates to authorizing the City Council of Charles- 
ton to impose and collect a duty on the tonnage 
of vessels from foreign ports;” also, a bill, entitled 
“An act to regulate and fix the compensation of 
officers of the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives ;” in which bills they desire the concurrence 
of the Senate. 

The bills brought up for consideration were 
read, and ordered to the second reading. 

Mr. WRIGHT, from the committee to whom was 
referred, on the 31st of January last, the bill for 
the protection and indemnification of American 
seamen, reported it without amendment, 

Mr. Turuston, from the committee to whom 
was referred, on the 5th instant, the bill, entitled, 


“An act for altering the time for holding the cir- 


cuit court in the district of North Carolina,” re- 
ported the bill with amendments; which were 
read, and ordered to lie for consideration. 

The Senate resumed the third reading of the 
bill for the relief of Seth Harding, late a captain 
in the Navy of the United States; and, on mo- 
tion, to strike out the word “that,” in the third 
line, to the end of the bill, and insert— 

“Seth Harding, formerly a captain in-the N avy of 
the United States, during ‘the war of the Revolution, 


be placed onthe pension list of the United States, and 
receive; from .the first of January last, for. and during 
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his life, a pension of the half pay of a captain of ships 
of twenty guns and upwards, according to the pay es- 
tablished by the resolution of Congress of the 15th of 
November, 1776 :” 

It passed in the negative. j 

On motion to agree to the final passage of this 
bill, it was determined in the. affirmative—yeas 
19, nays 8, as follows: 

Yuas—-Messrs. Adair, Anderson, Bayard, Bradley, 
Gaillard, Hillhouse, Howland, Kitchel, Logan, Maclay, 
Mitchill, Smith of Maryland, Smith of Vermont, Sum- 
ter, Thruston, Turner, White, Worthington, and 
Wright. 

Nays—Messrs. Adams, Baldwin, Moore, Pickering, 
Plumer, Smith of New York, Smith of Tennessee, and 
Stone. i 

So it was Resolved, That this bill do pass, that 
it be engrossed, and that the title thereof be “An 
act for the relief of Seth Harding, a captain in the 
Navy of the United States.” 


Tvespay, February 11. 

The bill, entitled “An act to regulate and fix 
the compensation of officers of the Senate and 
House of Representatives,” was read the second 
time and referred to Messrs. TRacy, ANDERSON, 
and Baupwin, to consider and report thereon. 

. The bill, entitled “ An act declaring the assent 

_of Congress to an act of the General Assembly of 
the State of North Carolina,” was read the second 
time,‘and. referred to Messrs. BRADLEY, ANDER- 
son and Tracy, to consider and report thereon. 

The bill, entitled “An act declaring the consent 

of Congress to an act of the State of South Caro- 
lina, passed the 21st day of December, 1804, so 
far as the same relates to the authorizing the City 
Council of Charleston to. impose and collect-a 
duty on the tonnage of vessels from foreign ports,” 
was read the second time, and referred to Messrs. 
GAÌLLARD, STONE, and Apams, to consider and 
report thereon. 
-~ The Senate took into consideration the resolu- 
tions proposed on the 19th of December last, rela- 
tive to the opening one or more land offices in the 
State of Tennessee, for the sale of. lands of the 
United States in that State on which the Indian 
title shall have been-extinguished ; and they were 
referred to Messrs. BRADLEY, Tracy, and ANDER- 
gon, to consider and report thereon. 

. The bill authorizing the sale ofa certain 
land, was read the third time and passed 

The bill making provision for the compensation 
of witnesses who attended the trial of the impeach- 
ment of Samuel Chase, was read the third time 
and passed. l 
`- The bill, brought up from the House of Repre- 
sentatives for concurrence, entitled “ An act for 
the rehef of the Governor, Secretary, and Judges, 
of the Territory of the United States Northwest 
of the river Ohio,” was read the third time, and 
passed. 

_ The bill to suspend the commercial intercourse 
between the United States and the French island 
of St. Domingo, was read the third time and 
amended; and the bill was committed to Messrs, 


lot of 


British Aggressions. 


SENATE, 


Batpwin, Locan; and Brapuey, farther to con- 
sider and report thereon. Seah oE 5 

The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ments reported on the fourth instant. to the bill, 
entitled “An act prohibiting, for a limited time, 
the exportation of arms and ammunition from the 
United States, and the Territories: thereof,” as in 
Committee of the Whole; and having adopted 
the amendments, the bill was reported to the House 
accordingly, and ordered to the third reading as 
amended. 


Wepnespay, February 12. 

The amendments reported by the committee to _ 
the hill, entitled “ An act for altering the time for 
holding the circuit court in the district of North 
Carolina,” were considered and adopted; and the 
bill was reported to the House accordingly, and 
ordered to the third reading as amended. 

Mr. Mircaiut, from the committee to whom 
was referred, on the seventh instant, the bill, enti- 


‘tled “An act relating to bonds given by marshals,” 


reported the bill with amendments, which were 
read, and ordered to lie for consideration. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill relating to the salaries of the 
judges of New Orleans, and the consideration 
thereof was postponed, 

After the consideration of the Executive busi- 
ness, the following resolution was submitted b 
Mr. Smita, of Maryland; and having been read, 
was ordered to lie for consideration : 

Resolved, That, from and after the day of—— 
next, it shall not be lawful to import into the United 
States, on board any foreign ship, any goods, wares, or 
merchandise, other than such as are the growth, pro- 
duce, or manufacture, of the nation to which such for- 
eign ship shall belong, except on board the'ships of such 
foreign nations who admit the importation into their 
ports of goods, although they are not the growth, pro- 
duce, or manufacture, of the United States, in the ships 
or vessels of the United States. z 

Mr. Apams gave notice that he should, to-mor- 
row, ask leave to bring in a bill to prevent the 
abuse of the privileges and immunities enjoyed 
by foreign Ministers within the United States, ~ 

The bill, entitled “An act prohibiting, for a lim- 
ited time, the exportation of arms and ammuni- 
tion, from the United States and the Territories 
thereof,” was resumed; and the further. consid- 


of 


eration of the bill postponed until the first day 
March next. 
BRITISH AGGRESSIONS.- e 

The Senate resumed the report of the commit- 
tee, of the fifth instant, on that part of the Mes- 
sage of the President of the United States which 
relates to the spoliation of ouf commerce on’ th 
high seas, and of the new principles assumed by 
the British Courts of Admiralty, as.a.pretext for 
the condemnation of our vessels, in:their prize 
courts, to wit: sigi 

1. Resolved, That the capture and coñdemnation, 
under the orders of the British. Government, and-adju- 
dications of their Courts of Admiralty, of American ves+ 
sels and their cargoes, on the pretext of their being em 
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ployed in a trade with the enemies of Great Britain, 
prohibited in time of peace, is an unprovoked aggres- 
sion upon-the: property of the citizens of these United 
States, a violation of their neutral rights, and an en- 
eroachment-upon'their national independence. 

2. Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested todemand and insist upon the restoration 
of the property of their citizens, captured and con- 
demned on the pretext of its being employed in a trade 
with the enemies of Great Britain, prohibited in time 
‘of peace; and upon the indemnification of such Ame- 
rican citizens, for their losses and damages sustained 
by these captures and condemnations; and to enter into 
such arrangements with the British Government, on 
this and all other differences subsisting between the two 
nations, arid particularly respecting the impressment of 
‘American seamen, as may be consistent with the honor 
and interests of the United States, and manifest their 
earnest desire to obtain for themselves and their citi- 
zens, by amicable negotiation, that justice to which 
they are entitled. 
© 3. Resolved, That itis expedient to prohibit by law the 
importation into the United States of any of the follow- 


ing goods, wares, or merchandise, being the growth, pro- | 


duce, or manufacture, of the United Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Ireland, or the dependencies thereof, that is 
to şay: woollens, linens, hats, nails, looking glasses, 
rum, hard-wares, slate, salt, coal, boots, shoes, ribbons, 
silks, and plated and glass-wares. The said prohibi- 
tion to commence from the- day of , unless 
previously thereto equitablo arrangements shall be made 
between the two Governments, on the differences sub- 
sisting between them; and to continue until such ar- 
rangements shall be agreed upon and settled. | 


_ „On motion to amend the first resolution report- 
ed by the committee, as follows: 
Resolved, That the capture of American vessels and 
their cargoes, for the adjudication, under the orders of 
the British Government, and their condemnation by 
theix Courts of Admiralty, on the pretext of their being 
employed in a trade with the enemies of Great Britain, 
prohibited-in time of peace, is an unprovoked aggres- 
sion upon the property of the citizens of these United 
States, a violation of their neutral rights, and an en- 
¢roachment upon their national independence : 


It passed in the negative. 


And, on; the question to adopt the first resolu-. 


tion, as reported by the committee, it was deter- 
mined unanimously in the affirmative—yeas 28, 
as follows: 

i Yxas—Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Bayard, Brad- 
ley, Gaillard, Gilman, Hillhouse, Howland, Kitchel, 
Logan, Maclay, Mitchill, Moore, Pickering, Plumer, 
Smith of Maryland, Smith of New York, Smith of. Ohio, 
Smith of Tennessee, Smith of Vermont, Stone, Sum- 
ter, Tracy, Turner, White, Worthington, and Wright. 


Tuurspay, February 13. 


Mr. Sarru, of Ohio, presented the petitions of 
Daniel Clark, John Hays, and John Dawson and 
others, purchasers of. lands of the United States, 
inthe now State of Ohio, praying an extension 
of the time for their future payment, and a remis- 
sion of-interest on -their several instalments, for 
reasons mentioned in the petition; and the peti- 
tions were read... 


Ordered, That they severally be referred to the 


committee appointed on the 16th of January last, 
on-petitions of a similar nature, to consider and 
report thereon. ; 

Mr. Worrtuineton, from the committee to 
whom was referred, on the 22d of January last, 
the bill, entitled “An act extending the powers of 
the Surveyor General to the Territory of Louisi- 
ana,” reported the bill with an amendment; which 
was read, and ordered to lie for consideration. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill relating to the salaries of the judges 
of New Orleans; and the bill was amended, and 
reported to the House accordingly. 

Ordered, That this bill pass to the third read- 
ing as amended. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act declaring the consent of 
Congress to an act of the State of Pennsylvania, 
entitled ‘An act to empower the board of wardens 
for the port of Philadelphia to collect a certain 
duty on tonnage, for the purposes therein men- 
tioned.” i 

The bill brought up for concurrence was read, 
and ordered to the second reading. 

The Present communicated the report of 
the Postmaster. General “ of the post roads which 
have not produced one-third part of the expense of 
carrying the mail upon them during the last year;” 
and the report was read, and ordered to lie for 
consideration. 

Mr. Mrrcuitt, from the committee to whom 
was referred, on the 29th of January last, the bill, 
entitled “An act to extend jurisdiction, in certain 
cases, to State judges and State courts,” reported 
amendments; which were read. : 

Ordered, That they lie for consideration. 

Mr. MrrcuiLi presented a memorial, signed 
Gershom Craft, President of the American Con- 
vention for promoting the abolition of slavery, 
praying certain additional provisions to the laws 
on that subject; and the memorial was read. 

Mr. Batpwin, from the committee to whom 
was referred; on the 11th instant, the bill to sus- 
pend the commercial intercourse between the 
United States and the French island of St. Do- 
mingo, reported amendments; which were read, 
and ordered to lie for consideration. 

The Dill, entitled “An act for altering the time 
for holding the cireuit.court in the district of 
North Carolina,” was read the third time as 
amended. 

Resolved, That this bill pass, with amend- 
ments. 


PRIVILEGES OF FOREIGN MINISTERS. 


Agreeably to notice given yesterday, Mr. Apams 
asked and obtained leave to bring in a bill to pre- 
vent the abuse of the privileges and immunities 
enjoyed by foreign Ministers'within the United 
States; and the bill was read, and ordered to the 
second reading. The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c That, from and after the passage 
of this act, if any foreign Ambassador, Minister, or other 
person entitled: to enjoy within the United States the 
privileges and immunities of a foreign Minister, shall 
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commit any violation of the municipal laws, which, if 
committed by a person amenable to the ordinary judi- 
cial authority of the place where such Ambassador, 
Minister, or other person, may be at the time of com- 
mitting such offence, would be indictable by a grand 
jury, and punishable by death, by corporal punishment, 
or by imprisonment or confinement to labor, the Presi- 
dent of the United States upon application made to him 
by the Executive authority of the State or Territory 
where such offence may be committed, or upon the 
complaint to him of any person injured or aggrieved 
by such offence so committed, and upon proof of the 
facts, satisfactory to the said President, being furnish: 
to him in support of such application or complaint, shall 
be, and he hereby is, authorized to demand of the Sov- 
ereign of the said offending Ambassador, Minister, 
or other person, justice upon the offender, and repara- | 
tion to any person or persons thus injured or aggrieved ; 
and in case of the refusal or neglect of the said Sover- 
eign, to comply with such demand for justice and repa- 
ration, the President of the United States is hereby 
further authorized to order such Ambassador, Minister, 
or other person so offending, to depart from the United 
States and the Territories thereof; or tosend him home 
to his Sovereign, according to the aggravation of the 
offence, and at his the said President’s discretion. ` 


Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That, from and 
after the passage of this act, if any foreign Ambassa- 
dor, Minister, or other person entitled to enjoy within 
the United States the privileges and immunities of a 
foreign Minister, shall, within the United States or the 
Territories thereof, commit any act of hostility, or enter 
into any conspiracy against the Government of the 
United States, or shall personally insult or treat with 
‘disrespect the President of the United States for the 
time being, the said President shall be, and is hereby 
authorized, at his discretion, to order the said Ambas- 
sador, Minister, or other person so offending, to with- 
draw from the seat of Government and the Territory of 
Columbia, or to depart from the United States and the 
Territories thereof; and in case of refusal or neglect 
by such Ambassador, Minister, or other person as afore- 
said, to obey such order within a reasonable time, of 
which the said President shall judge, the said President 
Shall be and is hereby further authorized to send the 
said Ambassador, Minister, or other person as aforesaid, 
home.to his Sovereign; and in either case to demand 
of the said Sovereign the punishment of such offending 
Ambassador, Minister, or other person as aforesaid, ac- 
‘cording to the nature and aggravation of the offence, 
and conformably to the law of nations. . 

Sec. 3. And beit further enacted, That, in every case, 
when the President of the United States shall, under 
the authority of this act, order any foreign Ambassa- 
dor, Minister, or other person entitled.to enjoy within 
the United States the privileges and immunities of a 
foreign Minister, to withdraw from the seat of Govern- 
ment and the Territory of Columbia; or to depart from 
-the United States and the ‘Ferritories thereof; or shall 
send any such offending Ambassador, Minister, or other 
‘person as. aforesaid, home to his Sovereign; the said 
President shall, in the order given to such Ambassador, 
Minister, or other person as aforesaid to depart, or to 
withdraw, signify the offence upon which such order 
‘shall be founded; and shali assign to the Sovereign of 
the said Ambassador, Minister, or other personas afore- 
said, the reasons for which such order shall have been 
given, or for which the said Ambassador, Minister, or 
other person as aforesaid, shall be sent home ; particu- 


larly specifying that such proceedings are not on ac- 
count of any national differences, but on account of 
the personal misconduct of such Ambassador, Minister, 
or other person as aforesaid. 


BRITISH AGGRESSIONS. 


The report of the committee, made onthe 5th 
instant, on that part of the Message of the Presi- 
dent of the United States which relates to the 
spoliation of our commerce, and of the new prin- 
ciples assumed by the British Courts of Admir- 
alty, was resumed. 

Mr. ISRAEL Smita said that he was extremely 
sorry that he could not bring his mind to assent 
to the second resolution; because he viewed it of 
great importance that there should be unanimity 
upon a subject of this nature. He was. not op- 
posed to it from any Constitutional objection, 
arising from a belief that the Senate had no right 
to give their advice and consent to the Executive 
as to the course and conditions upon which they 
desired that an accommodation might be brought 
about; but he was opposed to it from the peculiar 
impropriety of so doing, deduced from the whole 
circumstances of the case, as it now presented it- 
self for consideration. It would be recollected 
by the Senate, that many of our complaints 
against the British Government were of long con- 
tinuance; that they had been the subject of our 
pointed and repeated remonstrances, and in a par- 
ticular manner, the impressment of American 
seamen; that, on a former occasion, they had 
committed vast spoliations on our commerce, not 
under the sanction of the laws of nations, as their 
subsequent transactions with our Government 
have acknowledged; but under the authority of 
the particular orders of their Government, there- 
by subjecting the property of our merchants upon 
the high seas, not only to the restrictions and for- 
feitures incurred by the law of nations, but also 
exposing it to all the vexations and forfeitures 
growing out of the caprice of British orders of 
capture. The late encroachments on our rights 
as a neutral nation, and which are now the sub- 
ject of consideration, are of a nature similar to 
those. we have before experienced, and proceed 
from the same unwarrantable cause; and, further, 
are continued -in full force and operation at the 
very moment our Government is pressing upon 
their consideration the injustice of their proceed- 
ings, by argument, too strong and convincing to 
admit of doubt. And how are they answered ? 
By procrastination, and hints that the necessity 
of the case is a sufficient justification. The Ex- 
ecutive, indignant at this evasion, and despairing 


‘of redress by any further appeal to their justice 


and magnanimity, has turned to the National Le- 
gislature. and informed them that what remained 
to be done on this interesting subject must rest 
on the wisdom and firmness of Congress. We 
have already unanimously resolved, that the con- 
duct of the British Government isan “unpro- 
voked aggression on our neutral rights” What, 
then, he asked, would be the measures looked for 
from this body, as proper to repel this outrage? 
Could any one expect that. the first thing sug- 
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gested to their mind would be, that the Executive 
should again immediately renew the negotiation? 
Has he not already told us, that he despairs of ob- 
taining redress by.a simple appeal to their jus- 
tice and magnanimity? Or, is this resolution to 
be.understood as speaking to the Executive a lan- 


guage like this: You have not ably, zealously, | 


and perseveringly exercised the powers vested in 
you by the Constitution, to bring about an adjust- 
ment of the difficulties and misunderstandings 
subsisting between the two Governments; or you 
are not sufficiently impressed with the importance 
of stipulating an indemnification for the losses 
our merchants have already sustained. Or, that 
there is some avenues to a sense of justice in this 
nation, which you have not sufficiently attempted. 
Surely language like this is disrespecttul. We 
ought not to adopt a resolution on a subject, as 
important as the present, without being able to 
assign a substantial reason. Are we fearful that 
the Executive, after we have afforded the neces- 
sary legislative impulse to this negotiation will 
be slack or unskilful in the application of it? Or 
do we, by these officious instructions, wish to der- 
ogate from his merit by arrogating to ourselves 
that applause to which, upon a successful and sat- 
isfactory negotiation, he will be justly entitled ? 
Mr. B. hoped that no consideration of this sort 
would influence the Senate. He believed that 
there was a disposition in the Executive, when 
furnished with the necessary aid, to pursue nego- 
tiation so long as the least gleam of hope of suc- 
cess remained. Beyond that, no one could ask 
him to persevere. He believed that each mem- 
ber of the Senate entertained the same opinion. 
Where then, he asked, is the use of this requisition 
to the Executive? Is it to be understood, as has 
been partially hinted by one honorable member, 
that there is no legislative aids which the Execu- 
tive, or this nation, can wisely resort to on this 
occasion? Are we to be told that Congress have 
no power to lay duties on exports, or in short, 
that our powers are insufficient; or that we are 
too weak, or too dependent as a nation, to contend 
for our rights? We therefore recommend it to 
the Executive, (after having secured our mer- 
chants for past depredations,) to enter into such 
arrangements and stipulations upon points in con- 
troversy by mutual sacrifices; such as shall be 
likely to meet and promote the views of both par- 
ties, and thus recommend justice to be sacrificed 
to peace. For, he asked, what encroachment 
upon the rights of that nation, or depredations 
upon the property of its subjects, have we to give 
up, for the purchase of this, our indubitable right, 
as a neutral nation, which they have so flagrantly 
and frequently violated? He hoped there was no 
disposition in the Senate to commute any of our 
rights as a nation, by sacrifices to any of the con- 
siderations before-mentioned, and in a particular 
manner, by any abandonment of principles; and 
yet tt appeared to him, if there is any pertinency 
in the resolution, this must be the interpretation. 
He observed it was extremely unwise to speak 
this language, both as it related to our own Gov- 
ernment, and that with which we have to. con- 


tend. The latter will easily read in this resolu. 
tion the course which the Senate wish to pursue, 
and efforts will be made accordingly. Should it 
not be in unison. with the views of the Executive 
of our own Government, it will weaken instead 
of strengthening his exertions for the public good. 
We have already experienced the evils resulting 
from too great an anxiety to enter into commercial © 
regulations with that nation. A former treaty 
stipulated an indemnity to our merchants for sim: 
ilar depredations; that indemnity has ultimately: 
devolved on our own Government. We pur- 
ĉhased the miserable commercial privileges ‘of, 
that treaty. (if it contained any, ) at the expense.of 
our neutrality ; and by doing violence to the obli» 
gations imposed upon us by that neutrality, drew 
down upon ourselves the resentment of a powers 
erful nation, which involved an expense öf more 
than ten million of dollars. He observed it would 
be better for the Government, in his opinion, tő 
insure our merchants against any: depredations 
which the utmost rapacity of the British would 
be likely to invite, than again to enter into the uns 
equal, the shameful, and wicked stipulation of the 
former treaty. He’ said gentlemen were not tó 
understand that he was for actual hostilities 
against Great Britain. He deprecated war as 
much as any man. - If mild measures are adopted, > 
the more certain will be the calculation of a peri 
severance in them; and without a spirit of pet- 
severance little can be hoped from any measure, 
He hoped that Congress would be disposed on 
this occasion to wield the only weapon which 
could promise success; that they may take such 
measures as. will prove to Great Britain that the 
United States will ultimately have no.commerce 
with. them, but upon terms of the most- perfect 
reciprocity. This ground, if once taken, will be 
easily maintained. ` It is recommended by being 
both peaceable and effectual, while all others are 
doubtful and unequal. - He concluded by hoping. 
that the resolution would be’ rejected, as it ap- 
peared to him disrespectful to the Executive, un“ 
necessary, and inconsistent with the public good, 
Mr. Anperson.—Mr. President: The honoia- 
ble member from Vermont (Mr. Smrra) seems tò 
entertain aù opinion that it will be indelicaté 
ward the President of the United States to adopt 
the resolution now under consideration. Having 
been a member of the committee who reported it, - 
I feel somewhat bound to endeavor to obviate this 
objection; having done which, I shall then pro- 
ceed to answer some other objections, and offer 
some reasons in favor of adopting the resolution. 
I expect it will be conceded, that, if it be Consti- 
tutional to pass this resolution, it cannot be indel- 
icate toward the President. Let us examine.the 
language of the Constitution upon-this point. 
The Constitution says that the President shall 
have power, by and with the advice and-conseut 
of the Senate, to make treaties. Now, I contend 
that the true meaning of this clause is, that the 
advice should precede ‘the making of the treaty, 
and that it was couched in the language in which 
we find it, for the purpose of obtaining the opin- 
ion of the Senate as to the principles upon which 
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your Executive Journal, you will find that this 
construction was given to the Constitution by 
General Wasuineton, who, having been the 
President of the Convention, must reasonably be 
supposed to have understood the true intent and 
meaning of the Constitution in all its parts. And, 
so far did he extend the construction for which I 
contend, that the Executive Journal will show, in 
order to ask the advice of the Senate, relative to a 
treaty he contemplated making, that, in the year 
1790, he actually took his seat in the Presidential 
chair of this body, and asked the advice of the 
Senate upon sundry articles, which he proposed 
making the basis of the treaty. Thus it would 
seem, that the first President of the United States, 
in discharge of his duty, had given the foregoing 
construction to the Constitution. Some inconve- 
nience having, however, been found to arise from 
this mode of asking the advice of the Senate, it 
has since fallen into disuse. But the latter prac- 
tice cannot, nor ought not, be considered as con- 
demning the construction of which I conceive the 
Constitution is fairly susceptible. Because the 
construction given by the first President so imme- 
diately after the adoption of the Federal Consti- 
‘tution must be considered as proceeding from the 
true sense and correct opinion which he then en- 
tertained of the respective rights of the treaty- 
making power. 

In support of this construction, Mr. President, I 
can also show, from your Executive Journals, so 
late as last session, that the Senate passed a reso- 
ution, requesting the President to make a treaty 

„with the Creek nation of Indians. And although 
it may be said, that the Creeks not being a foreign 
nation, it is not an apposite case, I however con- 
ceive the principle to be precisely the same. For 
iwe have always treated the Indians as independ- 
ent nations, and the same proceedings and for- 
„malities had uniformly been had in making the 

| treaties, and ratifying them, as have been had, 

-with other nations. So much, Mr. President, I 
“have thought proper to say, in order to show, that 
‘if.we pass this resolution, we do not offer any in- 
delicacy to the President. But, on the contrary, 
will only exercise our Constitutional power, which 
the peculiar perilous situation of our country 
seems imperiously to demand. I should not have 
-taken up so much time upon this point, had not 
the constitutionality of passing the resolution been 

; also objected to by:the other honorable member 

¿from Vermont, (Mr, Bravuey.) 

In discussing the merits of the resolution now 
‘ander consideration, it will be necessary that we 
-keep constantly in view the great principle of the 
one, which has already-passed this House, by a 

< unanimous vote, because this second resolution 
-is predicated upon the principle of the first. © In 
the first we declare, that the capture and con- 
-demnation, under the orders of the British Qov- 
| ernment, and adjudication of their Courts of Ad- 
| -miralty, of American vessels and their cargoes, 
“on the pretext of their being employed in a trade 
with the enemies of Great Britain, prohibited in 
ime of peace, is an unprovoked aggression upon 
9th Con.—4 


the treaty. should be made. And. upon examining 


the property of the citizens of the United States, 
a violation of their neutral rights, and an. en- 
croachment upon their national independence. 

In order to show that the ground we have taken. 
is correct, I will take leave to refer to'a book (en-’ 
titled An Examination of the British. Doctrine 
which subjects to capture a neutral trade, not open 
in time of peace) ascribed to a gentleman high in 
office, who has deservedly acquired great celebrity 
in the political world. It will be found that the 
principle contended for in the resolution I have 
cited, obtained as early as the first rise of regular 
commerce, and was even reduced to system, as 
early as 1338. To this doctrine Great Britain 
acceded by treaty with Sweden, in 1655, and af- 
terwards, in 1674, she actually claimed and en- 
joyed the benefit of a free trade, she being at that 
time in peace and the Dutch in war with France. 
With what kind of pretext can Great Britain pre- 
tend to deprive us of the exercise of the very rights 
which she herself has claimed and exercised, upon 
precisely the same principles? Besides, those neu- 
tral rights have, by constant and very long usage, 
become the established law of nations, and have 
from time to time been ingrafted into many trea- 
ties even where Great Britain was herself a party. 
Upon this doctrine, thus sustained, we request the 
President to demand and insist upon the restora- 
tion of the property of our citizens, captured and 
condemned on the pretext of its being employed 
in a trade with the enemies of Great Britain, pro- 
hibited in time of peace, and upon the indemnifi- 
cation of such American citizens for their losses 
and damages sustained by these captures and:con- 
demnations. It has been objected that the lan- 
guage of this resolution is too strong, that the 
words demand and insist go too far; and that the 
absolute restoration of our vessels, &c. will, by these. 
words being retained, be nade the sine qua nonofan 
accommodation with Great Britain. If, sir, we 
were to express ourselves in less forcible language, 
we should, in my opinion, subvert our own prin- 
ciples, and recede from the high ground we have 
taken, which might eventually radically destroy 
our neutral rights, and completely paralyze our 
commerce. 

The words demand and insist are diplomatic, 
and as such most proper to be used, and the more 
so, as they seem to be appropriate to the principle 
of the first resolution. But, Mr. President, the 
latter part of this resolution, by which indemnifi- 
cation may be made, and new arrangements en- 
tered into with Great Britain, so far ameliorates 
those precedent words that the President will posz. 
sess ample powers, according to a true exposition 
of the whole taken together, and he will. not,.in 
my opinion, be trammelled in the manner the gen- 
tleman from Ohio conceives. In settling national 
differences, it has ever been. necessary, in. some 
points to givea little, and in others to take, accord- 
ing to the peculiar circumstances, upon which the 
negotiation might happen to turn; either upon a 
point of national honor, or an interesting point of , 
national commerce, or both so connected as not 
well to be severed. Uponthe.whole,Mr. President, 
I do believe it will be highly important that the 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 100 


British Ageressions. FEBRUARY, 1806. 


SENATE: 


Senate should, at this interesting moment, express 
their opinion upon. otr national concerns with 
Great’ Britain in such language, that the sense we 
-éiiteriain of our injuries cannot be mistaken. The 
principles and policy of our Government require 
that wé should prefer negotiation in the first in- 
stance; and ‘the adoption of the resolution, by 4 
atone vote of this body, will doubtless add great 
weight tothe object. If, however, we should un- 
fortunately be driven to the dernier resort, I trust 
Ye’ shall never recede one point from the ground 
Wwe'have taken, as expressed in our first resolation. 
<Mr. Mironitt said he hoped the resolution 
trould be adopted in its full extent. On this sub- 
ject he differed wholly from the honorable gentle- 
‘man from Vermont (Mr. ISRAEL SMITH.) 

-As the proposition recommended to the Senate 
by the select committee was now before them in 
its most broad and extensive sense; he should ap- 
ply his remarks to the principle, rather than to the 
forr of the resolution under debate. 

Toward the end of of 1808, more than half the 
atticles of the treaty between our Government and 
that of Great Britain had ceased. Since that 
event commercial intercourse had been carried on 
by the two nations, under their respective laws, 
without any convention or pact between them. 
Tnconveniences had been experienced in various 
ways from that time to the present. An attempt 
indeed had been madé two;,years ago to remove a 
considerable partof them bya repeal of the counter- 
yailing duties; but that effort not corresponding 
with the feelings of the nation, had been relin- 
quished. 

“The war which was rekindled in Europe soon 
after the expiration of the temporary articles of 
‘the treaty had embarrassed the commerce of the 
‘Meat maritime powers, and thrown into the hands 
of neütrals an extraordinary proportion of the 
‘volonial' nnd carrying trade. The citizens of the 
United States, among others, had profited by the 
‘opportunity, and engaged extensively in this neu- 
tral commerce. But it had been the policy of 
Great Britain, the strongest maritime nation among 
the belligerents, to interrupt this intercourse of 
neutrals, with the colonies of her colonies, as if 
they had been herown colonies. A series of out- 
rageous proceedings had been the result; such as 


relaxations were always acts of favor and grace 
to. neutrals. ` . ; 

_ Another: of the extravagant consequences of 
this doctrine was, that the belligerent might. in- 
quire into the intention of the neutral, as to colo- 
| nial produce exported from his own country under 
drawback, and if he could not prove to the satis- 
faetion of the prize court, that such produce was 
originally imported into the neutral country for 
‘eonstmption there, without the design of sending 
it abroad once more, the ship and cargo should be 
condemned; thus declaring that two distinct com- 
mercial operations, were one and the same con- 
tinued voyage. 

Soit has been pretended and insisted by them 
that a vessel which has escaped their vigilance on 
a voyage from the neutral to the belligerent port, 
and has begun her return voyage loaded with the 
productions (not contraband) of the latter coun- 
try in exchange for the cargo carried thither, may 
bė captured and condemned, under an allegation 
that such outward cargo was the produce of an 
enemy’s colony: By this means, the certificate 
of-origin as to French produce, was made the evi- 
dence on which the condemnation was grounded 
‘in‘a British court. 

The catalogue of grievances, he said, was long 
and odious; but he would mention the oppressive 
manner in which the British exercised the right 
of search, the unjustifiable impressment of seamen | 
wherever they pleased to take them, and their ar- 
bitrary proceedings relative to blockaded ports, as ` 
tending to wound the feelings of individuals, to 
excite national irritation, and to revive those'sen- 
timents of animosity and hatred which had been 
dying away ever since the Revolutionary war ; 
and but for these renewed acts of hostility would 
have risen no more. 

With all these difficulties in view, stated and 
reiterated from all the commercial cities of the 
nation, the proposition now under consideration 
had been reported. It wasin the nature of an 
admonition to the President, to make a further ef- 
fort to accommodate these differences in a just 
and amicable way. The resolve which passed 
the Senate unanimously yesterday, comprehended 
a total denial of the interpolated maxims, and the 
i ] conduct which they authorized. ‘The resolution 
had excited the most lively indignation against | now before the Senate was a corollary from the 
them from Maine to Georgia; and roused the na- | other. It sprang from the former asa natural in- 
tion with one voice to resist and repel them. ference. The two were so intimately connected, 
| MyM. said he would enumerate a few of these | that he considered the adoption of the former as 
injurious principles and acts. The great aud ja favorable prelude to the reception of this. And 
fundamental regulation, which served asa ground- | having declared that unprovoked aggressions had 
work for a ae part of thé rest, was, that a | been made upon the persons and properties of our 
commerce allowed to neutrals by belligerents, dur- | citizens, there was an evident propriety in endea- 
ing and on account of the war, ought to be pro- | voring to negotiate on the subject, and settle the 
hibited. The assumplion.of such a rule, in con- differences by fair discussion. 

“tradiction of all the practices, acknowledgments, } But an objection had been made, that the Sen- 
“and eaties, among civilized nations, was a dan- | ate was about to proffer advice to the President 
gerous innovation upon their public law. It was | of the United States. The resolution certainly 
‘however followed by another declaration of theirs, | was written for that purpose, and in this there 
equally unfounded in truth and reason, and this| was the strictest propriety. For, by the Consti- 
was, that, as the adherence to the principle was | tution, this body-is the council of hat high Ex- 
rightfully in them, they might relax from the ob- ecutive officer. In questions touching our foreign 
servance of it when they pleased ; and that such }relations, the Senators’are declared by the su- 
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preme law of the land to be the President’s coun- 
sellors. In urgent and arduous cases it was not 
only allowable for them to exercise this right, but 
it was their daty to do so. By such a measure 
there was no reflection on the Chief Magistrate ; 
for it was well known he had-vigilantly and cor- 
rectly done his duty. He had left nothing untried 
that was in his power. Now, however, when 
another effort was to be made, he believed the 
President, though firm in the performance of the 
important trusts reposed in him, would be comfort- 
ed and strengthened by the approving voice of his 
Constitutional advisers. "With this resolution in 
his hand, he would speak to a foreign nation ina 
bolder tone, and employ the energetic language of 
his united fellow-citizens. 

Mr. M. did not think, with the gentleman who 
preceded him, that the adoption of the proposition 
would be productive of discord; but, on the còn- 
„trary, would have a happy tendency to promote 
harmony, by a candid and patriotic communica- 
tion of sentiments between these two important 
organs of the Government. 

Of the three resolutions reported by the select 
committee, the second, which was the one under 
consideration, was solely of an Executive nature. 
The two others, to.wit: the first which had pass- 
ed without a dissenting voice, and the third which 
xemained to. be acted upon, were of a Legislative 
complexion. Together, they constituted a series 
of measures adapted to the present exigencies of 
the nation. Thè first declared the wrongs done 
us; the second proposed to settle the dispute to 
which those wrongs gave rise, by equitable ar- 
rangement or treaty; and the third proposed, in 
case no settlement could be obtained upon just and 
honorable terms, to diminish our intercourse with 
a nation whose administration was so unjust and 
inflexible. There was another step which might 
have been the subject of a fourth resolution, and 
that was war. For his part, he believed the acts 
of the cruisers and courts of His Britannic Majesty 
were. directly and openly hostile; and it was 
only. necessary for us to consider them so, to make 
qurselves a party in the strife among the nations. 
Although the provocation was sufficient to justify 
us in a declaration of war, Mr. M. said he would 
at present prefer a different policy. He would in 
the first place make another overture of civility; 
and if that did not succeed, our connexion could 
be discontinued. . If, after that, it should be neces- 
sary to put oursélves in hostile array, he knew 
there was courage enough in the nation to. make 
an enemy, now as heretofore, tremble on approach- 
ing our shores. 

Viewing the subject in this manner, and con- 
ceiving the proposition as one of a catenation of 
measures ona subject of great national importance 
and uncommon public solicitude, he was earnest 
in his hope that it would be carried, like the pre- 
ceding one, not by a mere majority, but by an 
‘unanimous vote. : 

Mr. Bayaro.—Mr. President; if there be any 
objection to.the resolution now. before us, it is that 
it-shelters the Executive Government from that 
xesponsibility as to its measures which properly 


ought to attach to it. The duty prescribed by the 
resolution is of an Executive nature, and. the 
President is charged with the care of those inter- 
ests for which the resolution provides. By pre- 
seribing a course of conduct to the Executive, we 
release that branch of Government from responsi- 


bility as to the event, and take it upon ourselves. 


But, sir, though I feel this objection, yet at the 
present moment it is outweighed by other con- 
siderations. The state of our public affairs is criti- 
cal, and at such a time I think it becomes every 
branch and member of the Government to co-ope- 
rate with cordiality and zeal in support of each 
other, and to strive to do more rather than Jess 
than their respective duty. i 

The design of this resolution, sir, presents itself 
to my mind in a very different point of view from 
that in which it appears to the gentleman from 
Vermont (Mr. Smita.) That honorable member 
is opposed to it because he thinks it gives just 
cause of offence to the President: That we pre- 
scribe to the President a duty which he ought 
certainly to perform without our injunction, and 
of consequence we betray doubts that he will do 
what belongs to his office without our interference. 

For my part, sir, I do not consider the resolution 
as intended in any degree for the President, but 
as designed for the British Government. I sup- 
pose without the resolution the President would 
take the course which it marks out. But we in- 
tend to manifest by it, that it is not simply the 
opinion of the President. that specific redress 
should be granted for the wrongs we have suffer- 
ed, but that it is the concurrent sense of this 
branch of the Government, that such redress 
should be insisted on. I do not mean that we 
should be considered as offering an empty menace 
to the British cabinet, but a demonstration of the 
union of different brauches of our Government in 
demanding satisfaction for the wrongs done us. 
Foreign Governments calculate much on our di- 
visions, our union will disappoint those calcu- 
lations. : 

It has been objected by the gentleman from 
Vermont, that it is improper to pass the resolu- 
tion, because it is not the ground of. any legisla- 
tive proceeding. The gentleman is too late in 
making this objection. He has voted for the first 
resolution, which léss than the present is the basis 
of alegislative act. At present itis designed only 
as the declaration of our opinion as to the con- 
duct of a foreign nation. But I am not disposed 
to admit that these resolutions may not become 
the ground of a legislative act.. It. belongs. to 
Congress to declare war, and when I give my.as- 
sent to these resolutions, I consider myself as 
pledged to vote for war, if redress is not granted 
to us. In adopting the first resolution, we have 
gone too far to recede. We have declared that 
unprovoked aggressions have bee committed on 
the property of our citizens—that. our neutral 
rights have. been violated and our national inde- 
pendence trenched upon. . This.unanimous dec- 
laration is recorded in your journals; and can-we 
hesitate whether we will bear the wrongs and af- 
fronts put upon us, or hazard the peril of a war? 
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‘made; sit quietly down and console ourselves with 
‘the meek virtue of suffering with forbearance? 
For what purpose have gentlemen agreed to the 
first resolution 2. "To show the world we knew the 
‘extent-of our injuries, yet from indolence or dread 
wë meant they should pass unredressed and una- 
venged ? : 
= T hope sir, it will not. be thought that I wish 
. for war, or would, without adequate cause, plunge 
the nation into it. Iam contending only that we 
must learn to insist upon our national rights, or, 
‘by and by, none will belong tous. We must learn 
to defend our honor as a people, or soon we shall 
be without national character. We are best pro- 
tected against war when it is known that we are 
yyeady to meet it, .Let-the nations of Europe know 


that a love of ease, a- dread of disaster, or an ap- 


prehension of privations, chain you toa state of 


‘peace, and they will drain your treasury of its last 
cent, and make you drink the dregs of humiliation. 

`I hópethe Government will never go to war 
‘without a just and sufficient cause. But when 
that cause does exist, I hope they will not be ap- 
ypalled by the dangers or calamities of war. The 
resolution before us is not, however, a declaration 
of war, We have stated. in the first resolution 
the wrongs we have suffered, we here state the 
redress we expect: ` I do not consider that the reso- 
Yution enjoins on the President any particular 
mode of negotiation, or to demand any specific 
Satisfaction. But it requires something substan- 
tial; direct, satisfaction, or equivalent indemnity, 
and some assurance of future security. 

I amin favor of the resolution because I think 
it will facilitate the negotiations of the President. 
When it is seen that we are united in insisting 
upon. our rights, that rather than abandon them 
we are resolved to encounter any alternative, it 
must create an impression and serious reflection 
abroad. The resolutions justify the President in 
speaking in a manly tone to the British Govern- 
ment, in holding a language worthy ofa great and 
free people, and I therefore give them my cordial 
support. - 


On motion, the Senate now adjourned. 


Frivay, February 14. 


The bill, entitled “An act declaring the con- 
sent of Congress to an act of the State of Penn- 
sylvania, entitled ‘An act to empower the board 
of wardens for the port of Philadelphia to collect 
a certain duty on tonnage for the purposes therein 
mentioned,” was read the second time, and re- 
ferred to Messrs. Mactay,Mrrcutut, and.Logan, 

* to consider and report thereon, 

The bill to prevent the abuse of the: privileges 
aid. immunities enjoyed by foreign Ministers 
within the United States was read the second 
time, and ‘referred to Messrs. Apams, BALDWIN, 
Smiru, of Maryland, Tracy, and Smita, of Ver- 
mont, to consider and report thereon. 

. A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
the bill, entitled “An act for the relief of the Gov- 


Gan we, six, after the declaration which we.have 


ernor, Judges, and Secretary, of the Indiana Ter- 
ritory ;” in which they desire the concurrence of 
the Senate.. ; i h 

The bill last brought up for concurrence was 
read, and ordered to the second reading. 


BRITISH AGGRESSIONS. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
report of the committee, made on the 5th instant, 
on that part of the Message of the President of 


the United State which relates tothe violation of ~ 


neutral rights, and the impressment of American 
seamen. 

The second resolution being still under consid- 
eration, as follows: ` aS 

“y, Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to demand and insist upon the restora- 
tion of the property of: their citizens, captured, and 
condemned, on the pretext of its being employed in a 
trade with the enemies of Great Britain, prohibited 
in time of peace: and upon the indemnification of 
such American citizens, for their losses and damages 
sustained by those captures and condemnations : and 
to enter into such arrangements with the British Gov- 
ernment, on this and all other differences subsisting 
between the two nations, (and particularly respecting 
the impressment of American seamen,) as may be con- 
sistent with the honor and interest of the United States, 
and manifest their earnest desire to obtain for them- 
selves and their citizens, by amicable negotiation, that 
justice to which they are entitled.” 

Mr. Worruineron—On further consideration 
of the resolution now before the Senate I confess 
I feel more opposed to it, and do believe, on the 
whole, it will be best not to pass itin its present form. 
The resolution must mean something, or it must 
mean nothing. It must intend to convey to the 
President, the opinions and advice of this body, 
or not to convey it. Now, sir, if it is intended to 
convey to the President the opinion and advice of 
the Senate, which is certainly my understanding 
of it, I beg gentlemen to reflecta little before they 
adopt it. The advice of this Senate I trust will 


‘never be given to the President without having the 


desired effect; and let me add, sir, that from the 
intimate connexion which exists between this 
and the Executive branch of the Government I 
must believe that the President would not feel 
himself justified, nor would he be willing to take 
so much responsibility on himself as entirely to 
reject it. Sir I could not justify: him if he did. 
Weare equally responsible withhim in our Execu- 
tive capacity, and can we for a moment believe 
that he would act contrary to the decided opinion 
of the Senate, who can at all times control or de- 
feat him by rejecting a treaty made contrary to 
their advice-and opinions? What, sir, is. the ob- 
ject of the resolution 2. 

We request the President “to demand and in- 
sist upon the restoration of the property of their 
citizens, captured and condemned on the pretext 
of its being employed ina trade with the enemies 
of Great Britain, prohibited in time of peace; and 
upon the indemnification of such American citi- 
zens, for their. losses and damages sustained by 
these captures and eondemnations:” and. after- 
wards “to enter into such arrangements with the 
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British Government, on this and all other differ- 
ences subsisting between the two nations, (and 
particularly respecting the impressment of Ame- 
rican seamen,) as may be consistent with the 
honorand interests of the United States,and mani- 
fest their earnest desire to obtain for themselves and 
their citizens, by amicable negotiation, that jus- 
tice to which they are entitled.” 

‘To my mind, sir, the resolution seems to be at 
war with itself.. It is not, Mr. President, the bold 
ground taken by the first part of the resolution to 
which I object. It is not, sir, that I am opposed 
to demanding or insisting on our rights; but it is 
because I fear the resolution taken together will 
embarrass the Executive in negotiating a treaty to 
settle our differences. A gentleman from Mary- 
land has told us, and we know the fact is so, that 
there are several subjects on which negotiation is 
necessary. . At present we know we have no com- 
mercial treaty with Great Britain. If, sir, this 
subject is intended to be embraced, (and I so un- 
derstand it) by the resolution, andif it is the opinion 
of the Senate it should, let us. be more explicit. 
We have such a treaty with Holland, Spain, and 
France, and I confess. I see no good reason why 
we should not have one with Great Britain if it 
can be made on terms which will promote the 
mutualinterests of thetwo nations. _ Indeed, I can- 
not'imagine how we are to get along without con- 
tinual jarrings, and probably ultimate war, with 
allitsconcomitantevils, unless we know the ground 
on which weare placed.. Whilst I should deplore 
an event of this kind, yet if, under all the circum- 
stances, the honor and interests of my country 
made it necessary, I hope I shall be found among 
those who would firmly resent the insult and vin- 
dicate the injuries of any nation on earth. With 
so wide a field for negotiation, with so many im- 
portant objects to accomplish, I submit it to the 
good sense of the Senate, whether it will be pro- 
per to tie up the hands of the. Executive in the 
manner contemplated by the resolution. If the 
resolution passes, the President must in every 
event “demand and insigt upon the restoration of 
the property of our citizens, captured and con- 

_ demned on the pretext of its being employed in a 
trade with the enemies of Great Britain, prohibited 
in time of peace; and upon the indemnification 
of such American citizens, for their losses and 
‘damages sustained by these captures and condem- 
nations.” “This must be made the basis on which 

‘all further proceedings are to be founded. Ido 
not wish to be understood as being willing to give 
up the property which has been unjustly taken 
from our citizens without an equivalent. An 
equivalent may be obtained in many ways. If 
the resolution is adhered to by the Executive, a 
restitution of the property must be insisted on. 
‘Request the President to demand and insist, and 
he must take this ground, and this only, if we pass 
this resolution. Although in my opinion this res- 
-olution was not intended to censure the Executive, 
yet, it would seem to bear that construction. But 
on this ground ‘I will not object to it. It is noto- 
vious to every-gentleman.of the Senate that the 
-President has been, and is now. prosecuting a ne- 


gotiation on the subjects which seem to be the par- 
ticular objects of this resolution, viz: the condem- 
nation of our vessels and the impressment of 
American seamen. It would therefore seem im- 
proper, on this ground, to pass the resolution in its 
present form. I know, sir, that what has been so 
often and so properly repeated is all-important on 
the present subject, that is, that we should be united 
in what wedo. With this viewand with the hope 
that the same committee can offer to the Senate a 
resolution varied in itsform from the one before us, 
and embracing the wishes of at least a great ma- 
jority, and I hope the whole Senate, I move that 
the resolution be recommitted. 

Mr. Apair.—Mr. President, the motion before 
the Senate is to recommit the resolution to a spe- 
cial committee. Gentlemen in favor of the reso- 
lution as it stands, have called upon us to point 
out the alterations we wish to make in it, as a 
cause of commitment; I will do so by stating my 
objections to it in its present. shape. The first 
resolution on the paper which I hold in my hand, 
and which met with a unanimous. vote of the 
Senate two days past, contains a mere declaration 
of their opinion on an abstract principle; to this ' 
resolution I fully and freely assent, although I did 
not vote for it, being that day unwell and absent. 
But this second resolution, if itis to have any effect 
at all, is meant to convey an instruction to the Presi- 
dent of the United States. It contains a request 
to him, not only that he will endeavor to. obtain 
an adjustment of our differences by treaty, but 
that prior to this he will “demand and insist upon 
the restoration of the property of our citizens cap- 
tured and condemned on the pretence of its being 
employed in a trade with the enemies of Great 
Britain, prohibited in time of peace; and upon the 
indemnification of such American citizens for their 
losses and damages sustained by these captures 
and condemnations;” that. he will enter into ar- 
rangements, &c. This, Mr. President, isthe part 
of the resolution I object to. It. is going too far. 
It is circumscribing the powers of the President, 
and tying him down toa particular point. It is 
making that the sine qua non, the basis on which 
alone he is to treat; at least it is doing this so far 
as an opinion of the Senate, expressed in this way, 
ean do it. It really looks to me, as if, on this par- 
ticular point of the restitution, we were afraid to 
trust our Chief Magistrate. I presume there is 
nota member who hears me, who does not fully 
believe the captures and condemnations alluded 
to in the resolution were unjust; that they are an 
infringment of our rights; and that we. are enti- 
tled to restitution. But let it be remembered that 
these condemnations are the solemn decisions of 
a court of very high authority in Great Britain; 
a court that, it is well known, acts under the 
councils (if not the control) of the cabinet. May 
we not then reasonably suppose that the British 
Government are as fully assured (in their own 
minds) that these condemnations are, just .and 
warranted, under the law of nations, as we are 
that they are’ unjust and unwarranted; and that 
they-will. be as unwilling to acknowledge in the 
face of the whole world that they have been 
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wantonly robbing us of our property, as we will 
be to acknowledge that we have paid so much 
without a cause? It has been well observed by 
Ati honorable member- from Tennessee, that in 
forming commercial treaties of this kind, there 
will be various points to consider, and it may not 
þe nécessary‘to-eontend for strict. justice in every 
punctilio; arrangements or treaties, when there 
are existing differences to settle, must always be 
a bargain‘of compromise and forbearance; im one 
point we may give a little, that we may obtain 
an equivalent'in another. Sot may turn out in 
settling our disputes with Great ‘Britain. Why 
then are we not satisfied with expressing our 
opinion on the great principle-of right; and leave 


it altogether with our Chief Magistrate to enter’ 


into and point‘out the details ? ` 

Tt.is asserted. by the advocates of the resolution 
as it. now stands, that the part objected to, has 
been Virtually ‘agreed to in the first resolution; 
and that the latter part ‘of the second resolution 
so qualifies the first as to prevent it from opera- 
ting as an instruction to or restriction on the 
President. To this 1 answer, that.the.same prin- 
ciple; so far as it relates to the United’ States, or 
to the British Government, is certainly contained 
in the first resolution, and, therefore, unnecessary 
to bethus expressed ‘in the second ; and if it is not 
intended 10 operate as an instruction to the Presi- 
dent, why is itso anxiously retained in the reso- 
lution? I can see no other reason for this, unless 
it is intended as a declaration of the Senate, a 
solemn pledgeto be used on some future occasion, 
by the merchants, whose property has been thus 
condemned, to show that we are bound to obtain 
restitution for them from the British Government, 
orto compensate them ourselves. How far this 
maybe right is not now for me to say. Itisa 
subject not now before the Senate, and { think it 
too'sdon to. make the declaration.. Nor do I like 
to see such & measure obtain in our resolutions 
by stealth.as itwere ; unnoticed, because obscured 
by the brighter blaze of more important ‘objects. 
In- support of the words “demand and insist,” an 
extract has been read from a letter of the Presi- 
dent himself to ‘his Minister abroad, in which he 
uses the same words. But is there no difference 
between the President’s acting officially, giving 
instructions to his Minister where it is necesssary 
and proper he should enter into the details, and 


our merely expressing an abstract opinion upon a. 


reat principle before it officially comes before us? 
he President, in using these words, does it with 
the strictest propriety; and I trust when he in- 
structs'a Minister agreeably to the request con- 
tained in this resolution, that he will make use of 
language equatly strong. “He shall meet with my 
hearty approbation, hor is there any length in my 
ower that I will not cheerfully goto support him. 


Yet,still I am unwilling to tie-him down toa. 


particular point, or to express an opinion in detail 
upon the subject ofa treaty, which if made must 
finally be laid before the Senate for their appro- 


bation. Let it be remembered that in the first | 
resolution ‘we have solemnly pledged ourselves te | 
a principle of right; we are so far bound,-as the | 


Representatives of the nation, to defend this right 
to our citizens, or to obtain an equivalent. This 
ought to satisfy all. In this second resolution we 
request of the President to obtain for us the free 
exercise of this right by treaty. Let us then cone » 
fide to- kim the broad field of negotiation; let us 
not cramp him. Our rights are secure in the 
hands of the constituted authorities. Should he 
fail of success, we all know the consequence ; the 
next and. last alternative is war; to this we all 
stand solemnly pledged, and when it comes to 
this, I trust there will be no difference of opinion. 
Peace is the first wish of our hearts; it is the soul 
of our. Government. But the man who would 
not prefer war-to oppression, to dishonor and in- 
famy, isnot an American. One word more, Mr. 


' President, and I have done: It-has-been conceded 


thata unanimity of sentiment and vote is desira- 
ble on this subject. If, then, gentlemen are in 
earnest when they say those exceptionable words 
mean no more than what is contained in the first 
resolution, and convey no special instruction to 
the: President, can they not change them for others 
equally strong as to the principle, and that will 
meet the approbation ofall? Why not strike thena 
out, and in lieu of them request the President to 
enter into arrangements agreeable toor in con- 
formity tothe first résolution? . Some such altera~ 
tion as this would certainly retain the whole idea 
avowed by the advocates of the present resolution, 
and as the spécial direction and restriction would 


_be left out, it would meet with my concurrence, 


To obtain some such alteration, in wordsthat will 
be agreeable to all, is the object I ‘have in voting 
for the commitment; and.as one day cannot ma- 
terially affect us, I hope we will be indulged. 

_ Messrs. J. Quincy ADAMS, SAMUEL MITH, 
Picxerine, Tracy, and Maclay, delivered their 
sentiments. 

The motion to re-commit the resolution for 
the purpose of amending it, was lost—yeas 18, 
nays 16. z SE l 
_ Mr. Worraineron then moved to strike out 
the words in talics, from the second to the elev- 
enth line. 

Messrs. S, Smita, and Wuirs, opposed the 
motion, which was disagreed to—yeas 13, nays 
16, as follows: : 

Yeas—Messrs. Adair, Baldwin, Bradley, Gaillard, 
Howland, Logan, Maclay, Moore, Plumer, Smith of 
Vermont, Sumter, Turner, and Worthington. ` 

, Nays—Messrs. Adams, Anderson, Bayard, Gilman, 
Hillhouse, Kitchel, Mitchill, Pickering, Smith of Ma- 
ryland, Smith of New York, Smith of Ohio, Smith 
of Tennessee, Thruston, Tracy, White, and Wright. 


Mr. Turuston moved to postpone the resolu- 
tion, for the purpose of previously taking up and 
acting. upon the third, which prohibits the ira- 
portation into the United States of a variety of 
articles, the growth, produce, or manufactures of 
Great Britain, after the ——- day of ——— next, up- 
less equitable arrangements shall ‘be. made be- 
tween the United States.and Great Britain. 

This motion was lost—yeas 13. can 

Messrs. ISRAEL Smita and Brap.ey-then spoke 
against agreeing to the resolution. The- princi- 
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pal ground taken by them was that it became the 
Senate to take stronger ground, and to adopt vig- 
orous measures, before they requested the Exe- 
cutive to resume negotiation. 

Mr. Tracy advocated the resolution. He did 


not think negotiation exhausted. He thought it | 


became the Senate to make one further attempt 
towards negotiating our differences, before a resort 
was had.to warlike measures. ‘The President 
would be enabled to take this step, by the Senate, 
who were a branch of the war-declaring power, 
expressing their support of the measures he had 
taken, at the same time that they requested a 
renewal of the negotiation, > 

Mr. Moore moved to strike out the words 
“and insist ;? which motion prevailed. 

Mr. Worrtutneron said that, so modified, he 
should vote for the resolution. 

Mr. Krrcuev observed that he was sorry to in- 
trude upon the patience of the Senate at that 
late hour; but the observations of the gentleman 
who had just sat down induced him to beg their 
indulgence for a few moments. The gentleman, 
in the course of his observations,.seems to have 
made two propositions as the ground of his ob- 
jection, viz: that the resolution now under con- 
sideration contains a censure upon the President, 
as not having done his duty in negotiating ; and 
that. by passing it:we are going to sacrifice the 
honor and interests of the United States and its 
citizens, a 

Mr. President, I would ask in what manner we 
shall do either? How shall we censure the Presi- 
dent? He has negotiated until there appears no 
prospect of obtaining that justice to which we 
are entitled; and.he has now submitted the mat- 
ter to Congress to _pursue such measures as.shall 
appear to them prudent. i 

And what.are we about. to do? Sir, we have 
already unanimously passed one resolution, in 
which we say that the capture and. condemnation of 
the vessels and cargoes of our citizens isan unpro- 
voked violation of our, independence, and an ag- 
gression upon the property of our citizens. And 
if that declaration is correct what are we to-do 
further? Are we, upon the strength of that dec- 
laration, to sit down and fold our hands together, 
and expect Britain todo us justice, or are we to 
declare war? Sir, are we prepared at this mo- 
ment to declare war? Willit be wise? Will it 
be prudent, without one effort to avoid it, with all 
its horrors of blood and destruction? Are the 
people now prepared to meet it, without our mak- 
ing one more attempt to negotiate? Will they 
say we have acted wisely ?- I believe not. Sir 
we are one component part of Congress, who 
have the sole power of declaring war; and by 
this resolution we are going to say to Britain— 
not by ourselves, for we are not by the Constitu- 
tion authorized to speak to foreign nations in this 
way; but we are about to request the President, 
in our behalf, and in our name, and in the name 
of the whole people of the United States to.say to 
Britain—you have injured- us. by your unprovoked 
aggressions, and.wedemand satisfaction. We 
can bear these insults no longer; therefore, make 


| us compensation for past injuries, and do us. jas- 


tice in future; and we are-willing still to-be 
friends. Wherein does this censure the President? 
He has pursued negotiation until he finds it wa 
availing. We now ask of him to make’ one last 
effort in our behalf, before we appeal to- the last 
resort of war, and [ trust we shall arm him with 
power that will give energy to this last negotia- 
tion. And wherein are we going to sacrifice the 
honor of the United States. or the interests of the 
citizens? Does it sacrifice our honor to endeavor 
to settle our. differences in an amicable way, 
rather than to fly to arms and deluge the: earth 
with blood? ‘Will it fix a stigma upon us in: the 
eyes of any rational men or nations? I believe 
not. And how are we going to. sacrifice the in- 
terests of our citizens? Do we-do.it by demand- 
ing justice for them of Britain? I believe’ that 
they themselves will not view it in that light, 
when they see it followed by the third resolution, 
which I hope will be passed. And indeed had it 
not have been for the expectations of that resola- 
tion being carried into effect, in such a manner as 
to give energy to this, I should -have withheld'my 
vote from the first. But, under the full expecta» 
tion that the’ third resolution will -pass, and asd 
do not believe it contains any censure upon the 
President, and as I believe it will do:honor to the 
United States and will have a tendency to secure 
reparation to our citizens, I shall cheerfully give 
it my vote. aeii To 
Mr.Smıta, of Ohio—Mr. President,althoughthe 
resolution on your table cannot impose a new ob- 
ligation on the Chief Magistrate of this countr 
in its present form, yet, from ‘its coincidence-wit 
the letter and spirit of his. message at the openin: 
of the’ present session—from its presumptive i 
fluence at home, and its probable effect:abroad, 1 
am induced.to believe that its unanimous adoption 
is important. . f BO pages 
The resolution ought not to be construed into 
an improper interference with Executive preroga- 
tive, for it will not sustain that interpretation, "It 
is the Constitutional ‘right and the daily practice of 
the Senate toadvise the Executive to adopt specific 
measures, as well as to call for information oa 
diplomatic and legislative subjects. What is the 
object of the resolution? It is; that this branch 
of the Legislature shall share in the responsibility 
of employing means to execute.the measure pro- 
posed. This is magnanimous, as it is voluntary 
on the part of the Senate, for in adopting the: re- 
solution we attach a high degree of resposibility 
to ourselves in the effects to be produced. ` 
The object of the resolution seems to be further 
illustrated on two grounds. 1. “That the Presi- 
dent demand the restoration of the: property of 
their citizens, captured and condemned on the 
pretext of its being employed in-a trade withthe 
enemies of Great Britain, prohibited:-in time of 
peace; and upon the indemnification - of: such 
American citizens, for their losses ‘and damages 
sustained by these captures and condemnations? 
What is there in this part of the resolution soob- 
Jectionable to honorable gentlemen? Is it the 
restoration of the captured -property -of our citi+ 
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zens? Not:-Is it the indemnification of our citi- 
“zens; for their’ losses and damages sustained by 
the captures of which we compiain?. It cannot 
“pe. «To what then are exceptions taken? . Two 
rable* gentlemen have .given the- answer. 
e resolution if adopted will be an encroach- 
ment upon:the Executive: branch of the Govern- 
ment.” -This E shall deny, until convinced of the 
impropriety of entering into any resolution which 
‘expresses.to. one. branch-of the Government the 
‘views and. desires of another. `The freedom of 
communication between the Legislative and Ex- 
ecutive bratches of the Government, is sanctioned 
by the law and usage of all nations that are free. 
“Phe resolution: does not assume the boldness of a 
mandate, butthe delicateform ofa request. Having 
obviated this objection,:I.contend that the seas are 
the: high-road of the-world, and that all nations 
have a right to use it. . That we asa neutral na- 
tion have a right to trade with all, -who-are free 
.to'trade with us, except with-a blockaded port 
-andin articles contraband: of war. England has 
imposed a new restriction beyond the cases of 
contraband” and blockade. In her courts of ad- 
mniralty, She has taken a. lawless distinction be- 
tween a trade in war and a trade in peace; and 
that a trade not:permitted in-peace is unlawful in 
war. I pronounceit an injurious regulation upon 
our commerce, and which I trust our Government 
will not submit to, as. it is. repugnant to the law 
of nations and a gross violation of: neutral rights. 
: .OF this new and odious principle, the President 
of the United States has justly complained, and I 
wish the Senate to unite in bearing testimony 
against it; and while- we do this, let us resort to 
the means of :remunerating our injured citizens.. 
They have--been ‘robbed and plundered onthe 
high seas, while sailing under the American flag 
and engaged: ina lawful trade. I feel indignant 
at this outrage, and cannot silently and. deliber- 
ately see our flag insulted, our seamen impressed, 
our citizens ruined, and our trade destroyed; ` But, 
it has been said, if we adopt-the resolution it will 
‘restrict the President to the strong attitude of de- 
manding the restitution of our property taken by 
British cruisers, and condemnations. Be it $05 
he will not surely treat with them but on the 
ground of restitution: We have treated England 
asthe most favored nation, in all our commercial 
and diplomatic regulations; she has requited us 
with the imposition of insidious duties, with pre- 
datory spoliations at sea, and illegal condemna- 
tions on land. Our nation will be avenged, and the 
reatest objection which I feel to the resolutions 
is; that they do not go far enough. I would make 
‘a provisional declaration of war, to: be carried 
into effect with vigor, not only against England, 
but against: Spain, and any ‘other Power who, 
Under circumstances so aggravated, refuse to re- 
dress our wrongs, Sir, T must honestly confess, 
that-I. deprecaté the flames and ravages of war, 
that I-should lamént the necessity of involving 
the nation. as- muchas any man; but, sir, I wish 
it-avoided:on honorableterms; for rather than see 
the honor and the rights of my country violated, 
I would wadethrough -rivers ‘of blood and fight 


till doomsday in their defence. The second ground 
of illustration appears in the. latter part of the 
resolution, and in the following words, “To enter 
into such arrangements with the British Govern- 
ment, on this and-all other differences subsisting 
between the two nations, (and particularly re- 
specting the impressment of American seamen,) 
as may be consistent with the honor. and iuter- 
ests of the United States, and manifest their 
earnest desire to obtain for themselves and their 
citizens, by amicable negotiation, that justice to 
which they are entitled.” Until this resolution 
came into debate, I flattered myself.that the Sèn- 
ate would have adopted it unanimously. The 
object of the resolution is so very important that 
I could not imagine. one honorable member of the 
Senate would be found refusing to support it. 
Sir, permit me to ask, can a true American be 
indifferent to the depredations committed on our 
neutral rights, and does not the impressment of 
our seamen deserve the attention of the Senate? 
Every.member must avow it. In what then do 
we differ? Merely in the phraseology of the reso- 
lution. I did hope for unanimity in the Senate, 
as well upon the form as the substance of this reso- 
lution. In this, however, I am disappointed, and 
as I cannot prevent it, I will sit down and regret it. 
Messrs. Locan and Pickering spoke in favor 
of the resolution, and-Mr. IsRAEL SMITH, against 
it; when, after some verbal amendments, the ques» 
tion was taken upon it, by yeas and nays, and the 
resolution carried—yeas 23, nays 7, as follows: 
Yxras—Messrs. Adams, Anderson, Baldwin, Bayard, 
Gaillard, Gilman, Hillhouse, Howland, Kitchel, Logan, 
Maclay, Mitchill, Moore, Pickering, Smith of Mary- 
land, Smith of New York, Smith of Ohio, Smith of 
Tennessee, Tracy, Turner, White, Worthington, and 
Wright. a 
Naxs—Messrs. Adair, Bradley, Plumer, Smith of 
Vermont, Stone, Sumter, and Thruston. i 
So it was Resolved, That the President of the 
United States be requested to demand the restor- 
ation of the property of their citizens captured and 
condemned on the pretext of its being employed 
in a trade with the enemies of Great Britain, pro- 
hibited ina time of. peace; and the indemnifica- 
tion of such American citizens, for their losses. 
and damages sustained by these captures and con- 
demnations; and to enter into such arrangements 
with the British Government, on this and all 
other. differences subsisting between the two na- 
tions, (and particularly respecting the impressment 
of American seamen,) as may be consistent with 
the honor and interests of the United States, and 
manifest their earnest. desire to obtain for them- 
selves and-their citizens, by amicable negotiation, 
that justice to which they are entitled. 


Monpay, February 17... : 

Mr. Mactay, from the committee to whom! 
was referred, on the 14th instant, the bill, entitled 
“Anvact declaring the‘consent of Congress to an: 
act°of the State of Pennsylvania, entitled “An act 


‘to-empower the board. of wardens for the port.of 


Philadelphia to collect a certain duty on tonnage, 
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for the purpose therein mentioned,” reported the | was read the third time as amended; and having 


pill without amendment. ; 

Mr. Smr, of Maryland, from the ‘committee 
to whom was "referred, on the 23d of January last, 
the bill for classing the militia, and assigning to 
each class its particular duties, reported “the bill 
‘with amendments; which were read, and ordered 
to lie for consideration. 

The bill, entitled “An act for the relief of ‘the 
Governor, Judges, and Secretary, of the Indiana. 
Territory,” was read the second time, and refer- 
red to Messrs.. WORTHINGTON, BALDWIN, -and 
BRADLEY, to consider and report thereon. 

‘The amendments reported by the committee, 
on the 12th instant, to the bill, entitled “An act 
relating to bonds given by marshals, ” and, after 
debate, postponed. 

Mr. HiLLHOUSE presented the memorial of the 
Chamber of Commerce of the city of New Haven, 
in the State of Connecticut, representing that they 
“have observed, with tio common degree- of sùr- 
prise and solicitude, the numerous embarrassments 
which the navigation of the United States hath 
suffered by the adoption of new principles, respect- 
ing neutral nations, in the Admiralty Courts of 
Great Britain ; and praying the interposition of 
Congress in the prosecution of such measures as 
may protect the commerce. and’ defend the sea- 
coasts of the United States; and the ‘memorial 
was read. 
~ "Ordered, That it be’ referred to, the í Committee 
ce appointed on'the 6th of Januaty last, who. have-un- 
der consideration the memorial of the merchants of 
the city of New York, on similar subjects, to to con- 
sider and report thereon. 

The amendment reported by the committee to 
the bill, entitled “An act extending the powers 
of the Surveyor General to the Territory of Lou- 
isiana; was considered, and,after debate , postponed. 

. The Senate took into consideration, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, the amendment reported to 

the bill, entitled. “An-act to,extend jurisdiction, in 
-certain cases, to State judges and State courts ;” 
and having agreed thereto, the bill was amended 
accordingly, and, reported to the House. 

Ordered, That the bill pass to the third reading 
as. amended. . 

The ‘bill relating to the salaries of the Judges 
of. New Orleans was read the third time, and the 
blank in the first section thereof having. been filled 

-with the words “two thousand five hundred, and 
the. blank in the second section with the words 
“ five hundred,” and the bill further amended, 

: Resolved, That this bill do pass, that it be en- 
grossed, and that the title thereof be, SAn-act 
relating to the salaries of the Judges of New Or- 
leans.” 

The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ments: teported tothe bill to.suspend the commer- 
cial intercourse between thë United States and 
the French island a St. h Domingo; and after de- 
bate, adjonrned-. ; 


Timsvay, Februsty 18, 


* The bill, entitled “An act to extend jurisdiction, 
in certain cases, to State judges and State courts,” 


been further amended, 

Resolved, That this bill do pass as . amended. 

A message from the House of, Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An-act declaring the town of Jer- - 
sey, in the State of New Jersey, to be a port of 
delivery, and for erecting a lighthouse on Wood < 
Island, or Fletcher’s Neck, in the State of Massa- 
chusetts ;” in which they ‘desire the concurrence 
of the Senate. | 
~- The bill was read, and ordered to the second 
reading. 


“TRADE WITH ST. DOMINGO.. 


The Senate resumed the third reading and the 
consideration of the amendménts teported tothe 


bill to suspend the commercial intercourse be- 


tween the United States and the French island of 


‘St: Domingo; and the report wasin part adopted’ 


and on motion, to agree to the arnendment report- 
ed by the committee, asa second section, amended 


.as follows: 


Stc.. 2. And be it further seit, That, after dé 
notice of this act, at the several custom-houses, : no ship 
or vessel whatever shall’ reeeive a cleararice for any 


port or place within the island ‘of St. Domingo, and not 


in the actual possession of France, nor shall any clear- 
ance be granted for a foreign voyage to any ship or ves- 
sel owned, hired, or employed, wholly, ' or in’ part, by 
any person or persons resident. within the United States, 
until the owner, or’the employer for the voyage, or his 
factor or agent, with the master, shall give. bond to the 
United States, in a sum equal ‘to the value ‘of the vés- 
seland of her cargo, with condition that the ' ‘ship or 
vessel, for which a clearance shall be required, is des- 
tined’ to some port or place without the limits of such 
part of the island of St. Domingo, as shall not be in 
the actual possession, and. under the acknowledged 
Government of France; and, during the intended voy- 
age, shall not be voluntarily. carried, or permitted to prò- 
ceed, whether directly, or from any intermediate port 
or place, to any port or place within ‘such part of the 


-island of St. Domingo, as shall not be in the actual 


possession, and under the acknowledged Government 
of France; and in case of-being forced by any casualty 
into any port or place’ hereby interdicted, shall. not, at 
any such port or place, voluntarily sell; deliver, or unlade 
any part of such cargo, except so- much as may. be-ab- 
solutely necessary to defray the expenses requisite to 
enable such vessel‘to proceed:on her intended voyage ; 
and, generally; that such ship or vessel, whilst on such 
voyage, shall: not be employed in any traffic or com- 
merce with, or for, any person resident within any part 
of the island of St. Domingo, not in the actual pos- 
session, and under the . -acknowledged Government of 
France.” 

It passed in the affirmative—yeas 16, nays 14, 
as follows:. 

Yuas—Messrs. Adair, Baldwin, Condit, Fenner,, 
Gaillard, Gilman, Howland, Kitchel, Logan, Maelay;: 
Moore, Smith of New York, ‘Smith of. Tennessee; Sum- 
ter, Turner, and. Worthington.. 

Naxs—Messrs. Adams, Anderson, ‘Bayard; Bradley, 


‘| Hillhouse, Mitchill; Pickering, Plumer, Smith of, Mary- 


land, Smith of. Ohio, Smith of Vermont, as Witte 
and Wright. a : 


On motion, the Senate adjourned. 
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i Wepnespay, February 19. 

The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT or THE UNITED STATES: 
To the Senate and House of + 

i Representatives of the United States : 

In pursuance of a measure proposed to Congress, by 
a Message of January 18th, 1803, and sanctioned by 
their approbation, for carrying it into execution, Cap- 
tain Meriwether Lewis, of the first regiment of infantry, 
was appointed, with a party of men, to explore the river 
Missouri from its mouth to its source, and crossing the 
high lands by the shortest portage, to seek the best water 
communication, thence to the Pacific Ocean; and Lieu- 
tenant Clarke was appointed second in command. They 
were to enter into conference with the Indian nations 
on their route, with a view to the establishment of com- 
merce withthem. They entered the Missouri, May 14, 
1804, and on the lst of November, took up their win- 
ter quarters near the Mandan towns, sixteen hundred 
and nine-miles ‘above the mouth of the river, in latitude 
47° 21 47° north, and longitude 99° 24/ 45‘ west, from 
Greenwich... On the 8th of April 1805, they proceeded 
up the river in pursuance of the objects prescribed to 
them. A letter of the preceding day, April 7, from 
Captain Lewis, is herewith communicated. During 
his ‘stay among the Mandans, he has been able to lay 
down the Missouri, according to courses and distances 
taken on his passage up it, corrected by frequent obser- 
vations of longitude and latitude, and to add to the 
actual survey of this portion of the.river, ageneral map 
of the country between the Mississippi and Pacific, 
from. the 34th to the 54th degrees of latitude. These 
additions are from information collected from Indians, 
with whom he had opportunities of communicating 
during his journey, and residence with them. Copies 
of this map are now presented to both Houses. of Con- 
gress. With these, I communicate, also, a statistical 
view, procured and forwarded. by him, of the Indian 
nations inhabiting the Territory of Louisiana and the 
ries adjacent to-its northern and western borders, 
of other interesting circumstances respecting them. 
In order to render the statement as complete as may 
be, of thé Indians inhabiting the country west of the 
Mississippi, I add Dr. Sibley’s account of those residing 
in, and adjacent to, the Territory of Orleans. 
J communicate, also, from the same. person, an-ac- 
count ofthe Red river, according to the best informa- 
tion he has been able to collect. > i l 

Having been disappointed, after considerable prepa- 
ration, in the purpose of sending an exploring party 
up that river.in the summer of. 1804, it was thought 
best to employ the autumn of that year in procuring a 
knowledge of an interesting branch of the river called 
the Washita. ..This was undertaken under- the direc- 
tion of Mr. Dunbar, of Natchez, a citizen of distin- 
guished. science, who had. aided, and continues to aid 
us, with his disinterested and valuable services, in the 
prosecution of these enterprises. He ascended the river 
to the remarkable hot-springs near it, in latitude 34° 3r 
4,16’, longitude 92° 50’ 45` west, from Greenwich, taking 
itè courses and distances, and correcting them by fre- 


qiient celestial observations. Extracts from his obser- ‘ 


vations, and copies of his map. of the river, from its 
mouth to the hot-springs, make part of the present 
cowritinications. The ‘examination of the Red river 
itself, is but now. commencing. f 

i TH. JEFFERSON. 
Frervuary 19, 1806. J i 


| and military, under the authority of the United States, 


The Message and papers therein referred to 
were read, and ordered to lie for consideration. 

The bill, entitled “An act declaring the town 
of Jersey, in the State of New Jersey, to be a port 
of delivery, and for erecting a light-house on 
Wood Island, or Fletcher’s Neck, in the State of 
Massachusetts ;? was read the second time, as in 
Committee of. the Whole. . te 

Ordered, That it be referred to Messrs, KITCHEL, 
Apams, and ConnIT, to consider and report.upon. 

The Senate resumed, asin the Committee of the 
Whole, the second reading of the bill, entitled “An 
act declaring the consent of Congress to ab act of 
the State of Pennsylvania, entitled ‘An act to em- 
power the Board of Wardens for the port of Phil- 
adelphia to collect a certain duty on tonnage, for 
the purposes therein mentioned,” and having re- 
ported it to the House without amendment, it was 
ordered to the third reading. _ 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act to.incorporate the Trustees 
of the Presbyterian Congregation of Georgetown,” 
in which bill they desire the concurrence. of the 
Senate. ay 

The Senate resumed the third reading of the 
bill to suspend the commercial intercourse between 
the United States and the French island of St. 
Domingo: and, on motion, it. was agreed to add 
two new sections thereto. 

On motion, by one of the majority, to reconsid- 
er the second section adopted yesterday, it passed 
in the negative—yeas 14, nays 17, as follows: 

Yzas—Messrs. Adams, Anderson, Bayard, Bradley, 
Gilman, Hillhouse, Mitchill, Pickering, Plumer, Smith 
of Maryland, Smith of Ohio, Tracy, White, and Wright. 

Naxs—Messrs. Adair, Baldwin, Condit, Fenner, 
Gaillard, Howland, Kitchel, Logan, Maclay, Moore, 
Smith of New Vork, Smith of Tennessee, Stone, Sum- 
ter, Thruston, Turner, and Worthington. ` 


Tuurspay, February 20. i ea 

The following motion was submitted for cons -f 
sideration : ee ; 
Resolved, That a committee be appointed to wait on 
the President of the United States, and present to him 
the two resolutions passed on the 13th and 14th instant, 
February. , a . 
Mr. Apams, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill to prevent the abuse of the priy- 
ileges.and immunities enjoyed’ by foreign Minis 
ters within the United States, reported the same, 
with the following amendment: Sa 
Src. 4. And beit further enacted, That-whenever | 
the President of the United States shall, under the au- 
thority of the laws of nations and of this act, send any 
foreign Ambassador, Minister, or other person as afore- 
said, so offending, home to his Sovereign, he shall issue i 
his warrant to any officer, civil or military, under the au- : 
thority of the United States, commanding him to pro- 
vide for the departure of the said Ambassador, Minister, : 
or other person as aforesaid, so offending: taking due 
precautions to avoid all improper or unnecessary vio- 
lence in executing said warrant. And all officers, civil 
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are required to be obedient to such warrant. 
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The bill brought up from the House of Repre- 
sentatives for concurrence, entitled “An act to in- 
corporate the Trustees of the Presbyterian Con- 
gregation of Georgetown,” was read, and ordered 
to the second reading. j 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill, entitled “An act relating to bonds 
given by Marshals,” and the amendment of the 
special committee having been disagreed to, the 
pill was reported to the House without amend- 
ment. yki 
Ordered, That this bill pass to a third reading. 

The Senate took into consideration, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, the amendments reported to 
the bill for classing the militia, and assigning to 
each class its particular duties, and agreed thereto ; 
and the bill was reported to the House accordingly. 


TRADE WITH ST. DOMINGO. 


The Senate resumed the third reading of the 
bill to suspend the commercial intercourse between 
the United States and the French island of St. 
Domingo. ` 

Mr. Waits.—Mr. President, the Senate have, 
I believe, decided that this question shall be taken 
by the yeas and nays, otherwise I will hereafter 
make to you that motion, in order to place upon 
the journals my vote against a bill, which, in- 
stead of going to inhibit, according to the lan- 
guage of the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Wor- 
THINGTON,) a disgraceful commerce, will itself, 
if passed under present circumstances, as I con- 
ceive, be a disgrace to this Government. We 
have sincerely to regret that the information we 
sought on this occasion, and considered so neces- 
sary to the discussion of the subject, has been 
denied us; and that denial, I will confess, was 
the less expected, and the less welcome, it being 
well understood that the light we wished was 
entirely within the power of the Executive to im- 
part, if we had only been permitted to ask for it. 
‘The reasons that may have induced gentlemen to 
negative a request apparently so just, and gener- 
ally granted almost as a matter of course, I pre- 
sume not to conjecture. They had no doubt 
strong ones, but were not so obliging as to com- 
municate them to us. I wish not, however, to be 
understood as making this a subject of complaint; 
it would be idle to doso. I know that power does 
usually not only what it wills, but mostly what it 
can; and the minority here, on any subject, in- 
stead of expecting favors, may think themselves 
well off if permitted to retain and to exercise the 
rights guarantied to them by the Constitution of 
the country, and entrenched behind the rules of 
the Senate. If, therefore, on this occasion, gen- 
tlemen have nothing to accuse themselves with, 
on the score of a want of liberality, it is not my 
intention to charge them with injustice. It will 
be recollected: that the bill, as originally intro- 
duced on this subject by the gentleman. from 
Pennsylvania, (Mr. Locan,) was variant in every 
shape and feattire from. that now before us. The 
first bill I considered altogether impotent, and had 
little or no concern.as to its fate; but that now 
under consideration, as presented by the commit- 


tee, is of a very different complexion, and goes 
the full length of interdicting all commerce be- 
tween this country and the island of St. Domingo. 
Neither in justice nor in wisdom, sir, is it the 
duty or the interest of this Government to adapt 
the present measure. I do not, as some other 
gentlemen have professed, consider it a measure 
of policy, nor will I call it a measure of fear; but 
it certainly savors of the most timid prudence I 
have ever seen operating in this body, little cal- 
culated to acquire us honor abroad, or to prolong 
our peace at home; and if gentlemen have really 
persuaded themselves that the decision we are 
about to make involves merely a question of pol- 
iey, in my humble opinion they most -egregiously 
mistake. No such construction will be given to 
it; none such, give me leave to say, is it entitled 
to bear. The surrender of this commerce has 
never been asked of us as a temporary sacrifice to 
the convenience and accommodation of France; 
but has been demanded of us, in the most insult- 
ing and peremptory style, as a matter of right 3 
and passing this bill, under present circumstances, 
will be an acknowledgment of the right in France 
to interdict us this trade. It will be a direct 
abandonment of all right to it on our part, and 
establishing a precedent against ourselves, that 
will -be holden obligatory upon us in all future 
cases of the same kind. In this aspeet the sub- 
ject must develope itself to every gentleman as 


| one of the utmost magnitude to the United States. 


If our commerce with St. Domingo was worth 
nothing. I would equally resist the present meas- 
ure; it is the principle l object to. I object, and 
will forever object, to the solemn recognition on 
the part of this Government, of a right in foreign 
Powers that may, and hereafter will be exer- 
cised, if now admitted, to the injury of the Amer- 
ican commerce, and of the American character. 
If gentlemen will look for a moment about them, 
will attend to our position in the world, and to 
the colonial establishments of the European na- 
tions around us, they cannot but be convinced, 
that cases similar to this must often happen. 
The sooner we take our ground, therefore, the 
better ; the less difficulty we shall have hereafter; 
and surely a more suitable opportunity than the 
present can never be expected to occur; especial- 
ly, sir, when we reflect upon the most uncourtly, 
indignant, and domineering manner, by which 
France has attempted to bully and terrify us into 
this measure of the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia—and the gentleman himself, yesterday, un- 
masked the bill. In his great zeal -hetold us that 
we had already tampered too long on the subjects 
that France had now demanded the measure of 
us,;and its adoption had become a matter of -ne- 
cessity on our part. Degrading idea! Where 
then has gone our national bonor and our boasted 
independence? What was this but to tell us, that 
such is now our humbled state, when France 
commands we have no alternative but- obedientes 
and that even to deliberate is dangerous? [Here 
Mr. Logan observed that he did not recollect hav» 
ing used the word “demanded ;” to which another 
gentleman answered, he certainly had] -t had 
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expected, Mr. President, as must have been the 
case with every other gentleman, that the honor- 
able mover of this measure, (Mr. L.,) when he 
submitted to the Senate a proposition of such in- 
finite importance, would have assigned at least 
some plausible reasons for doing so; but we are 
now as much in the dark as when our attention 
was first called to the subject. The gentleman 
was indeed pleased to refresh our memories by 
reading to us some old documents that were pre- 
sented to Congress at their last session, which 
were then acted upon, and would perhaps never 
have been thought of again, but for his kindness 
and research. Nota single argument, however, 
has been adduced in support of the bill, that has 
not, for more than.a year past, been losing what 
little force it might originally have contained; 
and, most unfortunately for the mover, the very 
document upon. which he principally relies, and 
to which he has: so often referred us, furnishes the 
strongest argument against him—I mean the Pres- 
ident’s Message to the last Congress. That the 
President should have thought it necessary to call 
the attention of Congress to this subject, at their 
last session, and not at their present; as is the fact, 
shows most distinctly his opinion, that whatever 
reasons required at that time Congressional in- 
terference, have since ceased to exist. 

I will here cursorily premise, that I must be 
excused in passing over, without observation, the 
communications that have been recently made 
on this subject by the French Minister to our 
Government, and by Mr. Talleyrand to General 
Armstrong, They are of a kind not to admit of. 
comments, without: provoking such. animadver- 
sions-as the respect due to the exalted stations 
those gentlemen fill, and to the Government they 
represent, will not permit me to indulge myself in 
foramoment. One thing, however, I will say:— 


a Se ae a 
Ce ae an en eras 


that whatever influence their threats and invec- 


tives:may acquire, certainly their arguments. are 
entitled-to none ; for they have not condeseended 
to use a single one; but have taken as granted 
the very poiats in dispute, viz: that the blacks of 
St: Domingo ate the slaves of the French, and 
now in such a state of revolt that no nation has a 


right to'trade with them. To these points I will. 


presently give some attention, after a few obser- 
vations. on the subject of our West India com- 
merce, gies as connected with this question. 
‘It is well known, sir, that a considerable portion 
of the commerce, which of late years has so ra- 
pidly-enriched our citizens, and advanced, beyond 
the: most sanguine- calculations, our national 
wealth and. political consequence, has consisted 
in the. increased intercourse with the West. India 
islands; and this has arisen chiefly from ‘our neu- 
tral and neighboring situation toward. those isl- 
ands: from the unrestrained and enterprising 
spirit of our merchants; and from a combination 
of:cireumstances that have been sufficient to in- 
volve, and continue in war for.a number of years, 
themost commercial Powers.of Europe. : So ex- 
tensive and valuable has our trade become in the 
West Indian seas, that it has excited, and-is daily 
increasing the. jealousies of other nations; and, 


fer roe ne eee eee eae oe 


certainly, in the same gradation, at least, should 
increase our disposition. to protect and to foster it. 
But what, let me ask, must be the inevitable op- 
eration of the measure now before us? To pros- 
trate completely; at a single blow, the most valua- 
ble part of it remaining, and to jeopardize the 
whole. As if not content withthe branches that 
have ‘been lopped off by the British, the French, 
andthe Spaniards, the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia will himself now lay the axe.to the rvot of the 
tree; and this, too, ata moment when our com- 
merce is approaching the most crippled and ruin- 
ous condition; when the. principal commercial 
nations of Europe are exerting every effort short 
of actual war to erush it; when your table is 
loaded with the memorials of your citizens, com- 
plaining of the injustice and violence to which 
they are subjected in every part of the world, and 
praying the protection of their Government; when 
the President of the United States.is communi- 
cating to us message after message upon this very 
subject; when almost every mail. that arrives 
brings to us the unwelcome intelligence of some 
additional outrages upon the persons and. the 
property: of our countrymen; and scarcely a wind 
from any quarter of the globe but swells the cat- 
alogue of their gfievances. 

Our local situation, Mr. President, gives to us 
advantages in the commerce.of the West Indies 
over all the nations of the world; and it is not. 
only the right and the interest, but it is the duty 
of this Government, by every fair and honorable 
means, to. protect..and encourage our citizens in 
the exercise of those advantages.:- If, in other re- 
spects, we pursue a wise policy; and remain ab- 
stracted from the convulsions of eae that for 
many years to come are not likely to.have much 
interval; enjoying, as we shall, all the advantages 
of peace-wages, peace-freight, peace-insurance, 
and the other peace. privileges of neutral traders, 
Wwe must nearly acquire a monopoly of this com- 
merce.» We can make usually a treble voyage; 
that is, from this continent to the West Indies, 
thence to Europe, and back to America again, in 
the time that the European vessels are engaged 
in one:-West India voyage. This circumstance of 
itself, properly improved, at a period perhaps not 
very. remote, whenever others. of those. islands 
may be released from, or refuse longer submission 
to their present colonial restrictions upon com- 
merce, will enable-us to rival. even the British 
in transporting to the markets of Europe the very 
valuable productions of the West Indies, such.as 
sugar, molasses, coffee, spirits, &e. . Again, sir, I 
state nothing new when I say that the produce 
of this country is essential to.the West. India isl- 
ands, and the facility with-which we can convey 
it to them, must at all times enable us to furnish 
them much cheaper than they can. be furnished 
by.any other people. It requires not indeed the 
spirit of. prophecy to foretell, that the time must 
come when the very convenient and:commanding 
situation we occupy, in-every point of view, rela- 
tive:to. the most valuable of those islands, will 
place.in. our hands the -entire control of their 
trade; that: is, if we pursue a wise and, politic 
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system of measures in relation to them; holding 


fast upon all the great advantages nature has 
given us, and promptly availing ourselves of such 
Others as circumstaffces may throw in our way. 
As a source of public’ revenue; asa- means of in- 
creasing our national capital; and, though last, 
not least, as a nursery for our seamen, the import- 
ance of this commerce to the United States, is in- 
calculable, and should be guarded with a jealous 
eye; we should never suffer our rightful partici- 
ation in it to be diminished by others, much less 
ave the folly to diminish it ourselves. Those 
islands are situated in our very neighborhood, and 
put for the arbitrary colonial restrictions upon 
commerce, to which they are now subject, no 
other nation .could.hold a successful competition 
with us in their markets, unless some such ill- 
judged, baleful, anti-commercial measure, as has 
now fallen to the genius of the gentleman from 
eens to contrive, should enable them to 
0 80. 

1 will now, sir, notice the relative hostile situa- 
tions of France and St. Domingo, and see how 
far gentlemen are borne out in their positions— 
that the people of St. Domingo can be consid- 
ered only as revolted slaves, or. at best, as French 
subjects now in a state of rebellion; that they are 
nationally in no respect separated from France; 
that to trade with them is a violation of the laws 
of nations, and that we have no right to do so. 
This, so far as I could understand them, forms a 
summary of the points that have been urged in 
support of the present measure, and in opposition 
to the trade; each of which deserves some atten- 
‘tion. If-I-am. wrong in these points, the friends 
of the bill will please now to correct me; and I 
hope gentlemen ‘will become convinced during 
the discussion, that the case which so many of 
them have stated, of any foreign Power succoring 
and protecting the revolted slaves of the Southern 
States, is not the parallel of that before us. As 
to the first point, it is to be recollected, that some 
years past, to quote from high authority, “ during 
the agonizing spasms of infuriated man, seeking 
through blood and slaughter his long lost liber- 
ties,’ when our enlightened sister. Republic. of 
France was, in her abundant kindness, forcing 
liberty upon all the world, and propagating the 
rights of man at the point of the bayonet, in one 
of her paroxysms of philanthropy, she proclaimed, 
by a solemn decree of her Convention, the bless- 
ings of liberty and equality to the blacks of St. 
Domingo too; invited them to the fraternal em- 
brace, and to the honors of a Conventional sitting. 
The wisdom or the policy of this proceeding, it is 
not my business to inquire into, but it certainly 
affords some excuse, if any be necessary, for the 
subsequent conduct of those unfortunate people. 
The decree abolishing forever slavery inthe West 
Indies, (French,) and extending all the blessings 
of citizenship and equality to every human crea- 
ture, of whatever grade or color, then under the 
Government of France, passed the Convention in 
Webruary,seventeen hundred andninety-four. The 
existence of such a paper I did not expect would 
have been doubted here till the gentleman from 


a 


New Jersey (Mr. Krrcnen) actually ‘denied it. 


In the new Annual Register, of ninety-four,is the 
following account of it, page 347: “La Croix rose 
“to move the entire abolition of slavery in the 
‘dominions of France.. The National Conven- 
‘ tion rose spontaneously to decree the proposition, 
‘of La Croix. On motion of Danton, on the 5th; 
‘ the Convention resolved to refer to the Commit- 
‘tee of Public Safety the decree of emancipation, 
“in order that they might provide the most effect- 
‘ual and safest means of carrying it into effect.” 
But here is the decree itself, as taken from the 
Gentleman’s Magazine, and furnished to me bya 
friend: “National Convention, 1794, February 
‘4th. The National Convention decrees that 
‘slavery is abolished in all the French colonies. 
“Tt decrees in consequence that all the inhabitants 
‘of the French colonies, of whatever color, are 
‘ French citizens, and from this day forward shall 
‘ enjoy those rights which are secured to them by 
‘the declaration of rights, and by the Constitu- 
‘tion? And this same principle the Convention 
frequently recognised, by receiving at their bar, 
in the most complimentary manner, various dep- 
utations of blacks from the West Indies, thanking 
them for the boon conferred upon them. One of 
these ‘instances, among many others, I will sub- 
mit, as a curiosity in legislative proceedings, to 
the Senate: “National Convention. Order. of 
“the day. A band of blacks of both sexes; amidst 
‘the sound of martial musie, and escorted by a 
t great band of Parisians, came into the hall to re- 
‘turn thanks to the Legislature for having raised 
‘them to the rank of men. The President gave 
‘the fraternal kiss to an old negress, 114 years 
‘ old, and mother of eleven children. After which 
‘she was respectfully conducted to an-armed 
‘chair and seated by the side of the.President, 
‘amid the loudest bursts of applause.” By the 
original decree, the liberty of the blacks was estab- 
lished. This ceremony, it seems, was only to 
show their equality; and certainly, sir, the Presi- 
dent could not have given a much stronger, or a 
much kinder evidence of it to the old lady. But, 
Mr. President, the claim of those people to free~ 
dom does not rest here. I have in my hand a 
document of much more recent date, and even 
more to be relied upon. It is the proclamation 
of the then First Consul, now the Emperor and 
King, to the people of St. Domingo, when Gen- 
eral Le Clerc went there, in the winter of 1801, 
at the head of the French forces, which I will read. 
First, a short proclamation of General Le Clere’s: 


LIBERTY, EQUALITY. 


PROCLAMATION. 

On board the Ocean, off the Cape, the 15th of Plu- 
viose, 10th year of the French Republic, (Feb. 6, 
1802.) 

Le Clerc, General-in-chief of the Army of St. Domin- 
go, Captain General of ihe Colony, to the inhabi- 
tants of St. Domingo: 

Inhabitants of St.. Domingo! Read the proclama- 
tion of the First Consul of the Republic.. It assures 
to the blacks that liberty for which they have so long 
fought; to commerce and to agriculture that prosperity 
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without which there can be no colonies. His promises 

will be faithfully fulfilled ; to doubt it would be a crime. 
The General-in-chief, 
5 LE CLERC, Captain General. 

. By order of the General-in-chief, 

LENOIR 

Extract from the Register of the Deliberations of the 
Consuls of the Republic, Paris, the 17th Brumaire, 
10th year of the French Republic, one and indivisi- 
ble, (November 8, 1801.) es 

PROCLAMATION. 


The Consuls of the Republic to the Inhabitants of St. 
Domingo. 

Inhabitants of St. Domingo! Whatever may be 
your origin and your color, ye are all Frenchmen; ye 
are all free, and all equal before God: and the Republic. 

France, like St. Domingo,:has been a prey to fac- 
tions, and torn by civil and foreign wars. But all is 
changed! Every people have embraced Frenchmen, 
and have. sworn to them peace and friendship! All 
Frenchmen have likewise embraced each other, and 
have sworn to be all friends and brothers. Come ye, 
also, and embrace Frenchmen,.and rejoice to see your 
friends and your brothers of Europe. 

The. Government sends you the Captain General 
Le Clerc. He carries with him great forces to protect 


you against your enemies, and against the enemies of 


the Republic. If it should be told you these forces are 
intended to tear from you your liberty, answer, the 
ay dean has given us liberty. ‘The Republic will not 
suffer that it should be taken from us. Rally round 
the Captain General; he restores you abundance and 
peace.” Rally round him; he who shall dare to separate 
himself from the Captain General will be a traitor to 
his country, and the vengeance of the Republic shall 
devour him as fire devours your dried canes. 
¿Given at Paris, in the palace of Government, the 
17th Brumaire, 10th year of the French Republic. 
: BONAPARTE. 

By the First Consul, 

, H. B. Manez, Secretary. 

A true copy, 

Lz Curnc, Captain General. 

This, sir, is proof irresistible; after which it 
ean never be said that the liberation of those peo- 
ple has been the rash act, or the mere ebullition, 
of the heat and convulsion of a revolution. We 
have. here their liberty solemnly recognised and 
proclaimed to the world eight years afterwards 
-by the man who was then and still is at the head 
of. the French Government; or rather, who is 
now the Government itself. I cite these papers 
to show. that the French have now no claim, 
either in right, in justice, or in law, to any portion 
of the people of St. Domingo as slaves; that they 
are individually free, if the highest authorities in 
‘France could constitute them so, which will sure- 
ly not be questioned; and in order to rebut a fal- 
lacious idea that has been taken up,and urged by 
-some, that our merchants are conducting this com- 
‘mefce with slaves, the property of freemen, and 
not with freemen themselves, thus ingeniously 


endeavoring to draw a distinction between the 


situation of St. Domingo and that of any other 
colony that has ever heretofore attempted to sep- 


arate itself from. the mother country; to make. 


their’s; according to the language of the gentle- 
man from Virginia, (Mr. Moors,) a totally new, 


unprecedented case, and in this manner to take | 
them out of the humane prowisions of the laws of 

nations... I grant, sir, their case does form a dis- | 
tinction from any other, and in this it consists: | 
the. people of St, Domingo are fighting to pre--{ 
serve not only their independence as a commu- | 
nity, but their liberty as individuals; to prevent. à 


degradation from the exalted state of freemen to 
the debased condition of slaves, struggling against 


the manacles that have been forged for them by | 


the lawless ambition of power. We are told, 


however, they are at least not free asa people, as | 


a body politic; but in such a state of rebellion 
that no nation has a right to trade with them. 
Here it becomes necessary to understand each 


other as to the correct and definite import of | 


words. Gentlemen, in common parlance, are apt 
to confound expressions of very different mean- 


ing, as has been strikingly the case during the pres- 


ent discussion. Hence the word “rebellion,” has 
been substituted for, and used throughout, as if 
synonymous with “civil. war;” but although re- 
bellion is often the inception of civil war, there is 
a material distinction between the two. The for- 
mer consists in the mere unreasonable insurrec- 
tion of certain discontented individuals; whereas 
the latter is a people seriously. divided among 
themselves, in a state of war, each party being 
capable of making a certain military stand against 
the other; and this is precisely the situation of 
France and St. Domingo at present, as will ap- 
pear by the distinction taken in the books when 
applied to their case: Vattel’s Law of Nations, 
b. 3, ch. 18, sec. 292 says: “ Custom appropriates 
‘the term of civil war to-every war between the 
“members of one and the same political society. 
‘If it be between part of the citizens on the one 
‘side, and the Sovereign, with those who con- 
‘tinue. in obedience to him, on the other; pro- 
‘ vided the malcontents have any reason for taking 
‘up arms, nothing further is required.to entitle 
‘such disturbance to the name of civil war, and 
‘not that of rebellion. This latter term is applied 
“only to such an insurrection. against lawful au- 
‘ thority, as is void of all appearance of justice.” 
And I will submit with confidence to the high 
and honorable feelings of this Senate, whether 
the human mind is capable of conceiving a much 
stronger reason to induce a people to take up 
arms than to resist those-whose known object it 
is to reduce them not only to political, but to per- 
sonal slavery; or whether any other circumstance 
could give, according to the language of this wri- 
ter, an equal appearance of justice to their cause. 
The section thus goes on: “The Sovereign, in- 
“deed, never: fails to bestow the appellation of 
‘rebels on all such of his subjects as openly resist 
‘him ; but when the latter have acquired’suficient 


strength to give him effectual opposition, and to 


‘ oblige him to carry on the war against them ac- 
‘cording to the established rules, he must neces- 
“sarily submit to the use of the term civil war.” 
And certainly it cannot be said that the people of 
St. Domingo have not such sufficient-strength, 
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‘when, after a war of so many years with France, 
Wwe see them not only yet independent, but-having 
now actually ‘besieged the only French force in 
their country. I might safely have rested ‘the cor- 
rectness óf the definition I have given of the 


term civil war, upon the four first lines only of 


the same section, the bearing of which too, upon 
the present question, will be obvious to the mind 
of every gentleman. They areas follow: “When 
t a party is formed in a State, who no longer obey 
‘the Sovereign, and are possessed of sufficient 
‘ strength to oppose him; or when, in a Republic, 
‘ the nation is divided into two opposite factions, 
‘and both sides take up arms; this is called a 
‘civil war? | č . 

Let us now, Mr. President, attend to the present 
state of St. Domingo; but first to the circum- 
‘stances that have led to it, and see how far this 
‘doctrine will apply. After the bands of the polit- 
ical society that had connected France and her 
colonies together were broken asunder ; when the 
old Government of that country was completely 
dissolved, and one usurpation succeeded day after 
‘day to the places and to the vices of another; 
when the axe of the guillotine had extinguished 
the magic lustre of royalty, and even that grace 
and beauty, [a very superb likeness of the late 
Queen of France was: hanging directly before 
him,] that had reigned so long unrivalled, the 
pride and idol of the nation, had to yield herself 
to the rudeness of a common executioner, and 

' was humbled in death before a scoffing multitude; 
„When the Constitution that had been recently 
“established by the voice of the nation, and under 
which it was hoped they would flourish and be 
happy, had fallen into the ruthless fangs of the 
Jacobins, and the patriots who supported it had 
found refuge in exile, or mingled their blood upon 
the scaffold; when all rightful, civil, and legal 
authority was at an end, and the Revolutionary 
sabre alone gave law, the people of St. Domingo, 
-as did the people of ‘these States under other cir- 
‘cumstances, declared themselves free and inde- 
pendent, determined to take their stand among 
‘the nations of the world, and now refuse alle- 
giance to any foreign Power. They have organ- 
ized a Government for themsélves; they are de 
Jacto the governors of the country, and in every 
‘respect act as an independent people. They-have 
“waged, and carried on with France, for many 
years, a most serious war, in defence of what they 
say are their rights; and the French, by force of 
‘arms, have been endeavoring to subjugate them. 
And now let me ask if the United States, or any 
other Power upon earth, is competent to decide 
this great controversy between them? They each 
‘claim to be free and independent, and therefore 
-acknowledge no superior ; the struggle is between 
themselves, and no other nation ‘has a right to in- 
terfere by direct acts of hostility, or by any com- 
mercial restrictions that can go to affect injuri- 
ously either of the parties,and to do so is a depart- 
“ure from neutral ground, and an infraction of the 
‘Taws of nations, as I think will be within my 
power to show from the most incontestable author- 
ities. For this purpose I will advert again to 


Vaitel. But first let me beg to be understood as 
not meaning to intimate an opinion thata colony 
has nota right to separate herself from the mother 
couniry, except in a time of such universal con- 
fusion. On the contrary, I believe she has the 
right whenever she has the power; or, what 
amounts nearly to the same thing, whenever she 
becomes so far separated as to declare herself free 
and independent; to organize a government,: to 
proceed in the administration of that government, 
and to take and pursue measurés of self-defence, 
No other nation has a right to investigate the 
claim she sets up to freedom; no other nation has . 
a right to judge between the parties, or to say.on 
which side belongs the justice of the case; it is 
exclusively an affair of their own, and it behooves 
the rest of the world to stand aloof, the silent-and 
impartial spectators of the conflict, treating in 
their commercial relations each of the -parties 
with like civility. ; = 

‘Before I proceed to the cases I had noted my- 
self, I must beg leave to tender my acknowledg- 
ments to the honorable member from Maryland 
on my left (Mr. WricuT) for one, he has been 
so obliging as to read to us, and which will. be 
found to be directly in the teeth of the argument 
he so triumphantly erected'upon it. It is in Fat- 
tel, b. 3, ch. 18, ‘sec. 296: “Foreign nations are 
‘ not to interfere in the internal government ofan 
“independent State. It belongs not to: them to 
‘judge between the citizens whom discord has 
‘roused to arms, nor between the Prince and his 
‘ subjects: both parties are equally independent of 
‘their authority.” According to this ease, then, 


the people of France and the people of St; Do- 


mingo are equally independent of our authority, 
and the gentleman adduced it to show that we 
have no right to interfere in their quarrel. Thus 
far, sir, we agree precisely, and from this point 
diverge in precisely opposite directions. Sir, the 
gentleman exactly mistook the case; the interfer- 
ence here contemplated is not, as he supposed, a 


neutral’s trading, but refusing to trade with a bèl- 


ligerent, situated as are the people of St. Domin- 
goin relation to France. It is a neutral with- 
holding from one of the parties what she grants to 
the other; giving commercial aid and assistance 
to one, and denying it to the other. I will ask 
the gentleman if this bill, the object of which 
must be to starve the people of St. Domingo into 
submission to their enemies, is not a direct and 
most serious interference in their quarrel? More 
so, Mr. President, give me leave to say, than if 
you were to invade them with fleets and “with 
armies. Sir, the very object of this case is to 
show, that between belligerents circumstanced in 
relation toward each other as are now the people 
of France and the people of St. Domingo, heu- 
tral nations are bound to observe thestrictest im- 
partiality ; not to grant a benefit to one that they 
withhold from the other; but to condtct their 
commerce with each alike unrestrained. Andif 
the gentleman had examined the same section, a 


few lines further, he would have found this bröad 


principle laid down, that in the event of such a 
civil war between citizens of the same country, 
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or between a Prince and his subjects, neutral na- 
tions are equally at liberty to assist either party, 
as if-they were two independent nations em- 
barked-in war. This principle,and the construc- 
tion I have given to the gentleman’s case, will be 


well supported by others, I shall now have the’ 


honor of submitting to the Senate, from the same 
author. 
‘the bands of the political society are broken, or 
‘at least suspended, between the Sovereign and 
“his. people; the contending parties may then be 
‘ considered as two distinct Powers; and since 
‘they are both equally independent of all foreign 
‘authority, nobody has a right to judge between 
‘them. Hither may be in the right.” B. 3, ch. 
15, sec. 295, says: “When a nation becomes di- 
‘vided into two parties absolutely independent, 
Sand no longer acknowledging a common supe- 
t rior, the State is dissolved, and the war between 
‘the two parties stands on the same ground in 
‘every respect as a public war between two dif- 
‘ferent’ nations.” Again, sir, section 293 of the 
same book and chapter, says: “ A civil war breaks 
t the bands of society and Government, or at least 
‘suspends their force and effect. It produces in 
‘the nation two independent patties, who con- 
‘ sider each other as enemies, and acknowledge no 
f common judge. Those two parties, therefore, 
‘must necessarily be considered as thenceforward 
t constituting, at least for a time, two separate 
t bodies, two distinct societies. Though one of 
‘ the parties may have been to blame in breaking 
‘the unity of the State, and resisting the lawful 
t authority, they are not the less divided in fact. 
‘ Besides, who shall judge them? Who shall pro- 
‘nounce on which side the right or the wrong 
“belongs? On earth they have no common supe- 
‘rior. They stand, therefore, in precisely the 
t same predicament as two nations who engage in 
t a contest, and, being unable to come to an agree- 
‘ment, have recourse to arms.” Iwill now, sir, 
cite another highly approved and more-modern 
writer to the same point. Marten’s Law of Na- 
‘ tions, ch. 2, sec. 10, says: “ Suppose that the in- 
‘terior troubles of a State come to an open rup- 
‘ture between the Sovereign and his subjects, 
‘and that the whole nation, or part of it, should 
t wish to drive him from the throne: or, suppose 
‘ that a province or territory, subjected to another 
‘ State, refuses obedience to it, and endeavors to 
‘tender itself independent; in either of these 
‘ Gases, there are two points which must be sepa- 
 rated.in determining on the conduct that foreign 
© Powers ought to observe. 1st, The conduct-to 
‘be chanrved towards the old or new Sovereign, 
‘or towards the people who, after having re- 
‘volted, have declared themselves independent. 
‘ 2dly. The assistance to be given to either party. 
‘With respect to the first of these, a foreign na- 
‘tion, not under any. obligation to interfere, do 
t not appear to violate its perfect obligations, nor 
‘to deviate from the principles of neutrality, if, 
‘ in adhering to the possession, without examining 
‘into its legality, it treats as. Sovereign him who 
‘js actually on the throne, and as an independent 
“nation, people who have declared, and still main- 


Vattel, b. 2, ch. 4, sec. 56, says: “ When |. 


t tain themselves independent. The opposite. par- 
‘ ty, however, never fails to complain of this con- 
t duct, as long as he does not himself acknowledge 
‘ by treaty the validity of such possession or inde- 
‘ pendence... As to the second point, viz: ihe as- 
t sistance to be given to.either party, when once 
‘ obedience has been formally refused, and the re- 
‘fusing party has entered into the possession of 
‘ the independence demanded, the dispute becomes 
f the same as those which happen between inde- 
‘t pendent States.” : f ; 

Could authorities, Mr. President, be more fully 
up to the case, or show more unequivocally our 
right, or rather the just obligation upon us to ob- 
serve towards France and St. Domingo, during 
their present conflict, the strictest impartiality ? 
For I contend, and the cases J have cited go the 
full length of proving it, that they are to be con- 
sidered by us, in every respect, as two indepen- 
dent nations; two distinct Powers at war; and as 
such, it is our right and our duty to treat them. 
The rights and the duties of neutrals, in such ĉir- 
cumstances, are so concisely and explicitly pointed 
out in the volumes I have just referred to, that I 
must be permitted to trouble the Senate with a 
few sections on these subjects likewise. Vattel, 
book 3, ch. 7, sec. 111, says: “Let us now discuss 
‘another case; that of neutral nations resorting 
‘to my enemy’s country for commercial purposes. 
‘It is certain, that as they have no part in my 
* quarrel, they areunder no obligations to renounce 
‘their commerce for the sake of avoiding to sup- 
“ply my enemy with the means of carrying on 
‘the war against me, Should they affect to re- 
‘ fuse selling me a single article, while at the same 
‘time, they take pains to convey an abundant 
‘supply to my enemy, with an evident intention 
‘to favor him; such partial conduct would ex- 
‘clude them from the neutrality they. enjoyed. 
‘ But if they only continue their customary trade, 
‘they do not thereby declare themselves against 
‘my interest; they only exercise a right which 
‘ they are under no obligation of sacrificing to me.” 
Same chapter, section 118: “A neutral nation 
t preserves towards both the belligerent Powers 
‘ the several relations which nature has instituted 
‘between nations. She ought to show herself 
‘ready to render them every office of humanity 
‘reciprocally due from one nation to another. 
‘ She ought in everything not directly relating to 
t war, to give them all the assistance in her power, 
‘and of which they may stand in need. Such 
‘assistance, however, must be given with impar- 
‘tiality; that is to say, she must not refuse any- 


‘thing to one of the parties, on account of his be- _ 


‘ingat war withthe other.” . Itseems indeed super- 
fluous, sir, but I will here refer once more to Mar- 
ten, b. 8, sec. 8; in treating of neutral commerce, 
according to the universal laws of nations, he 
says: “One of the most important points to be 
‘ considered in treating of the laws of neutrality, 
* is, the commerce carried on between neutral and 
t belligerent nations. The right that a nation en- 
‘ joys, in time of peace, of selling and carrying all 
“sorts of merchandise to every nation that chooses 
‘to trade with it, it enjoys also in time of war 
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provided it remains neuter. It follows, then, 
that-a neutral nation may. permit its subjects to 
carry all sorts of merchandise, including arms 
‘and ammunition, to the Powers at war, or to 
‘that of them, with which this commerce may 


‘ 
‘ 


‘ be carried on to the greatest advantage.’ So long’ 


‘as the State, that is, the foreign Power, in a neu- 
‘tral nation,.does ‘not interfere; by prohibiting 
‘commerce with either or all the Powers at war, 
t so long, it would seem, the nation does not trans- 
‘gress the laws of neutrality.”. The universal 
laws of nations, which formerly licensed neutrals 
in.carrying arms and ammunition, or other arti- 
cles, properly contraband, to a belligerent, have 
been modified in that particular, by the modern 
laws of nations, as may be séen in section 12, of 
the same book and chapter. 

From all these cases, Mr. President, I am well 
warranted in the following deductions: 1st., That 
when the bands of Government among a. people, 
by means of civil war, become broken, or fora 
time suspended, the two parties are to-be consid- 
ered, at least during the contest, as two distinct 
Powers, as two independent nations, who, being 
otherwise unable to settle their disputes, make a 
solemn appeal to arms. 2d. Thata revolted col- 
ony or province, while holding and exercising the 
rights of sovereignty, is to be treated by neutral 
nations as an independent people, without regard- 
ing the legality or illegality of their claim to such 
independence; and, 3dly, That in the disputes of 
such belligerents, neutrals have no right to inter- 
fere, either commercially or otherwise, to the in- 
jury of either, but are bound to conduct them- 
selves with the strictest impartiality towards both, 
And. here, sir, we arrive ‘precisely at the point. 
The present question. seems to be the very focus 
in which the rays of light. emitted. from those 
cases, naturally meet. They are too plain to re- 
quire, or even admit of elucidation. I will leave 
every gentleman to apply them for himself. Ac- 
cording to my understanding:.they have only to 
be read. or to bẹ heard, in‘order to attach them- 
selves immediately: to the subject of our present 
consideration. It clearly results, then,.that we 
have not only the right, but that we are bound by 
the laws and usages of nations, to conduct our 
commerce with St, Domingo, during existing cir- 
cumstances, precisely as we should with any in- 
dependent foreign Power that might. happen to 
be engaged in-war, and that a contrary conduct, 
such. as that now proposed, would be on their 
part a just cause of complaint, and even. of ag- 
“gression against us. And F hope it will never be 
said that this Government, which, according to 
the polite concession of the French Minister, “has 
taken. for the basis. of its- political career, the most 
scrupulous equity, and the most impartial neu- 
trality,” will now commit an act in open and di- 


rect violation of both; and because the people of. 


St. Domingo may at present be unable to enforce 
right and justice, do them wrong and ‘injustice. 

- The gentleman from Pennsylvania farthest from 
me, (Mr. Maczay,) in search of arguments. to 
support this measure, has travelled. back.to the 
first years of the American: Revolution... There I 

9th Cox. —5 


will resort too, sir, and I trust with better success. 
In the conduct both of France. and of England, 
at that time, we shall find a-precedent.directly in 
support of my argument. After these..colonies 
| had revolted against the authority. of. Great Brit- 
ain, France continued uninterruptedly her: cons 
merce with them, other. than such as. was contra; 
band, till the 6th of February, 1778, when she. 
entered. into a Treaty of Amity and. Commerce, 
and another of Alliance, eventually to becomea 
treaty offensive and defensive, with us, under the 
style and character of the thirteen United States, 
In the first. article of the Treaty of. Alliance, 
France expressly asserts. her:right to navigate. and 
carry on commerce with the colonies, and. de- 
clares, that if the British should, “in violation of 
the rights of nations, attempt to -hinder that navi- 
gation and that commerce,” she would make itia 
common cause, But to prove unequivocally what 
was then the opinion of France on this subject, I 
will refer to one of her own State papers.. Inthe 
‘Annual Register for 1778, p.. 299, is the note of 
the. French Minister, De Noailles, dated London, 
‚Mareh 13th, 1778,.communicating to the British 
Government the Treaty of Amity and. Commerce 
entered into between France and these States, part 
of which is as follows: “The United States of 
‘North America, who are in full possession of in- 
‘dependence as pronounced by them on the 4th 
‘of July. 1776, having proposed to the King to 
‘ consolidate, bya formal convention, the connex- 
‘ion begun to be established between the two na~ 
‘ tions, the respective Plenipotentiaries havesigned 
‘a Treaty of Friendship and Commerce, designed 
‘to serve as a' foundation for their mutual good 
‘ correspondence. a 
“Tn making this communication to the Court 
‘of London, the King is firmly persuaded. it will 
‘find new. proofs of His Majesty’s constant and 
‘sincere disposition for peaee ; and that His Brit- 
‘ annic Majesty, animated by. the same sentiments, 
‘will equally avoid everything that may alter 
‘their good haxnone and that he will. particu» 
‘larly take effectual measures to prevent the com- 
í merce between His Majesty’s subjects and. the 
‘United States of North America from being in- 
‘ terrupted, and to cause all the usages received 
‘ between commercial nations to be in this respect 
t observed, and all those rules which can be said 
‘to subsist between the two Crowns of France 
‘and Great Britain.” So it clearly appears that 
France then considered herself as not only having 
aright to trade, but publicly. to.enter into a com- 
mercial treaty with the revolted colonies of Great 
Britain, upon the ground that they were, for the 
time at least, holding and-exercising the rights of 
independence. And yet we are now told by the 
French Minister, that to trade. with a revolted 
colony. of France, notoriously in the full posses- 
sion and exercise of sovereign authority, is “an 
‘infraction manifest of law the most sacred, and 
‘ the best observed by every nation under the dọ- 
f minion of :eivilization.”. And gentlemen will 
find by referring to the justificatory manifesto of 
the, British Government, to. be. seen, I thiok, in 
| the Annual Register. for 1779, that. their acts of 
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hostility were not commenced against France in 
consequence of any commerce she did or might 
carry on with the colonies, but upon the ground 
of these treaties, and of Mi. De Noailles’s note, 
which in the manifesto is called an open declara- 
tion of war, it being an overt act of France, ac- 
Knowledging the independence of these States. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Logan,) 
however, tells us that trading with St. Domingo 
may invoive us in a war, and therefore we had 
petter quit it. This argument, sir, would have 
equal force if urged against a’ peaceable man’s 
going out into the street, lest somebody should 
knock him down. But as another means of en- 
‘dangering our peace, he has told: us further, that 
our merchants send arms and ammunition to St. 
‘Domingo. This, indeed, if so, I confess is to be 
regretted, and I wish could be prevented. It is, 
however, at their own risk, unsanctioned’ by the 
Government; they know and must abide the con- 
sequences. Such articles, if taken, are liable to 


‘confiscation, and this is the course pursued every | 


day throughout the world, under similar cireum- 
stances; it is a control over the commerce of neu- 
trals allowed to belligerents by the laws of nations, 
‘atid has grown out of the necessity of the case. 
Bat who ever heard of a nation being involved in 
“war, because a private citizen or subject, of his 
own mere will, was pleased to'sell arms and am- 
munition to one of the belligerents? If the gen- 
tleman’s doctrine be correct, to what point would 
it, or rather would it not, carry us? Whenever 
any two foreign Powers may choose to engage in 
war, we shall be under the necessity of interdict- 
ing all commerce abroad, on: the part of our citi- 
zens, lest some rash, adventurous merchant, by 
vending articles contraband to one of the parties, 
-should likewise involve us in the contest. Sir, 
‘stich a principle, if I may use the expression, such 
‘a phantom of a principle, had never before even 
‘the shadow of existence. Its palpable absurdity 
‘will not bear the test of a-moment’s investigation ; 
“whereas the principle I have ‘had the honor of 
stating’ in relation to contraband goods, is not only 
~ that which governs among nations generally, and 
‘bottomed:on the laws of nations, but is explicitly 
‘recognised in the thirteenth article of our treaty 
with France, in which, after particularizing the 
articles that shall be.deemed contraband between 
‘the parties, itis thus expressly stated: “All the 
* above articles, whenever they are destined to the 
*port of an enemy, are-hereby declared to be con- 
‘ traband,and just objects of confiscation; but the 
‘vessel in which they are laden, and the residue 
“of the cargo, shall be considered free, and not in 
‘any manner infected by the prohibited goods, 
‘whether belonging to ‘the same or a different 
t owner.” If, then, there is’any faith or confidence 


to be reposed in treaties, the honorable member 


‘may quiet his fears as to the danger of private 
‘adventures of this kind; involving the nation ina 


war with France; the two Powers, anticipating: 


thé ‘vil, have wisely provided a milder remedy 
for itin-this compact. 

-I must here inquire if,asgentlemen contend, it 
is not now lawful to carry on commerce with the 


people of St. Domingo, when jit may. probably 
become so? Suppose, for instance, the French 
should continue this inefficient kind of warfare 
upon them, if even such it may be considered, for 
a century to come, holding as at: present but a 
single post in the island, while the natives are in 
full possession of the sovereignty of the country, 


-and administering a regular Government? Will 


it be said, under such circumstances, that no na- 
tion is to be allowed to trade with them for a cen- 
tury tó come? Or will gentlemen hold thearas 
rebels to all eternity, and never suffer the rest of 
the world to have intercourse with them? Sir, 
those people will never be reduced. by General 
Ferrand’s war of proclamations; and while on 
this subject I must be permitted to express my 
astonishment at a very extraordinary document 
of this kind that has been recently laid upon our 
tables, signed by General Ferrand, and purporting 
to be a proclamation or decree of his, directed 
chiefly at the citizens and commerce of the Uni- 
ted States. It is indeed, throughout, calculated 
to inspire no other sentiment than contempt; the 
arrogance and presumption of its style and man- 
ner ‘is equalled only by the emptiness of its threats. 
Generai Ferrand, shat up in the city of St Do- 
mingo, with scarcely the power of conveying his 
proclamation beyond the redoubts of his garrison, 
undertakes to prescribe to all the neutral nations 
of the earth the extent of their rights, and the 
manner in which they shall conduct their com- 
merce, and expressés truly great surprise that his 
former decree on the subject had not been better 
attended to by them; in which, as he says, he had 
“Jeft no doubt as to the sentiments of respect due 
to the freedom of navigation and neutral rights.” 
As if the navigation, the commerce, and all the 
rights of neutral nations depended now upon the 
caprice of a French offiéer, and were, like the 
police of a camp, to be settled by general orders. 
And this same Captain General, as he calls him- 
self, pro tempore, besieged by a parcel-of unarmed, 
undisciplined, half-starved ‘negroes, without the 
means of making even a sortie upon them, talks 
of the impudence of our public offizers, and threat- 
ens with the vengeance of his mighty arm, all 
the people of the United States that go contrary 
to his orders. Sir, I can liken this proclamation 
to nothing but the idle vaporings of a fettered ma- 
niae, menacing, from the grates of his cell, the 
overthrow of the world. If the Pope had issued 
a bull of excommunication against the whole of 


us, it could not have been half so ridiculous as | 


this proclamation, upon which the gentleman 
from Maryland on my left (Mr. Wricut) has in- 
advertently rested: as one of the strong holds of 
his argument; telling us, to use his own words, 
thatit was a- requisition too imperious to be re- 
sisted. Then, sir, such is the ground we now 


occupy among nations, that the mandate of a 


French officer, besieged in the West. Indies by a 
rabble of starving negroes, isa- requisition too im- 
perious for us to resist. Were I of opinion with 
that honorable member, I should at once be for 
soliciting the protection of those blacks, and pray- 
ing of them, in Heaven’s name, to keep where he 
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is this mighty. warrior, this terror of our land ; 
bor, thinking as I do, sir, the’ imperious maw- 
ner of this decree is one of the reasons why I 
should not only resist it if necessary, but treat it 
with the most. marked and sovereign contempt. 
General Ferrand might have been serious in writ- 
ing such a proclamation, or decree, expecting it 
to have.some operation.upon the feelings.and the 
fears of. the ignorant blacks.of St. Domingo, but 
he certainly, even himself, could never have been 
crazy enough, for a moment to suppose, that any 
citizen of the United States, arrived at years of 
maturity, or rather.of discretion, would be serious 
in redding it, or that the Government of this coun- 
` try.would give ita moments serious considera- 
tion. : E : 
_ As a sample, Mr. President, of what this proc- 
lamation soldier would do, it may not be amiss, 
while-his decree is before us,-to examine a few of 
its. most prominent features. By the first article, 
all: neutral vessels bound, os plausibly suspected 
to.be bound to, or coming from, what he calls the 


West Indies, means condemnation. .By the 8th 
«article, the officers, passengers, and crews of such 
` vessels, are directed to be sent, as. soon as possible, 
- prisoners to the.city of St. Domingo, to be prose- 
cuted according.to the rigor of the laws. And by 
the 13th article, a privateer taking one of your 
vessels from any port in possession: of the blacks, 
is exempted from all duties upon’ his prize. Here, 
indeed, it would seem, as if General Ferrand, in 
the vauntings of his omnipotency, had suspended 
for atime the laws of nature and of nations, the 
sacred obligations of treaties, and even‘the princi- 
ples of right and justice, in order to settle this 
great question, uninfluenced. by any of their em- 
barrassing regulations. He has threatened your 
citizens with the ban of.the Empire; -he has con- 
demned your commerce before it leaves your 
ports; and,as if the acknowledged prince of. pi- 
rates,has proclaimed a reward to all such of them 
as will plunder you. . Among the many very ex- 
traordinary parts of this most extraordinary docu- 
ment, that: is not the least so in which reference 
is made to the treaty between France and the 
United States ; a garbled quotation is given of the 
. 26th. article and then a case is made to suit it. 
‘Weare told that “vessels armed, under the Amer- 
‘ican flag, daily convoy and sail in concert: with 
‘vessels of the negroes. bearing a flag unknown 
“among the civilized Powers, and consequently 
f pirates.” This, I confess, isa circumstance I had 
never heard of before, and to my mind almost in- 
‘eredible, that the citizens of the United States 
should he.so blind to their interest as to: become 
the mere protectors and encouragers of others, in 
carrying on a commerce that they could carry on 
» themselves to so much greater advantage, espe- 
cially when the risk to them is precisely the same; 
and. that those negroes: should hazard their vessels. 
their liberties, and their lives, in transacting a 
“business that neutrals are. every hour willing, 
ready, and wailing to transact for them. But 
even admitting the fact; admitting, for argument 
Sake, that certain negroes of the West Indies may 


rebel ports, are liable to detention; that, in the’ 


have acted as pirates, and that some vessel or yes- 
sels of this country, may. have afforded them pro- 
tection upon the high seas. Is ‘this any’ ground 
upon. which to. inhibit the whole commerce: be- 


tween the.United States and St, Domingo? I 


ask, would any citizen or citizens of the United 
States, becoming pirates upon the coast of, Eng- 
land, or trading, combining, or confederating. with 
pirates there, which, by the 8th statute-of George 
the First, is made the same thing, be any justifi- 
cation on the part of that Government. to Inter- 
dict all intercourse with this country?. No man 
in his senses can believe or say so.. It could not, 
however, have escaped the attention of the Sen- 
ate, that this circumstance, so much relied upon 
by General Ferrand, has never been even hinted 
at, either by the French Minister, or by Mr.. Tal- 
leyrand, in their recent communications on’ this 
subject to our Government:.and it would “be pass- 
ing strange indeed, if Mr. Talleyrand, of all- other 
men in the world, should pass over unnoticed an 
occurrence of-this kind, if true, when for the want 
of causes of complaint, he had to make a dinner, 
and’ the toasts of: some private company in, the 
city of New York, the subject of one of. them. 
An affair with which Mr. Talleyrand knows well 
that this Government, or any other free Govern- 
ment, could have nothing more. to do than: they 
had with a complaint that was made by Mr. Adet 
against our Almanac makers, for placing in their 
Almanacs the name‘of the British Minister before 
his. But gentlemen will find, by attending to the 
26th article of the treaty, that it bas little or no 
connexion with the present question; scarcely 
more relation to it than any text in the Apoeryz 
pha, but was introduced merely forthe punis 

ment of those who should “receive, protect, har- 
bor, conceal, or assist, any pirates within the ports, 
havens, or towns,” of either of the countries, res 
spectively. It is not, sir, the 26th, but the 12th 
article of the treaty, that bears upon our’ present 
subject, part of which I must beg leave now .to 
read: “It shall be lawful for the citizens of either 
‘country to sail with their ships and merchan- 


< dise (contraband goods always excepted) from 


‘any port whatever to any port of the enemy of 
‘ the other, and to sail and trade with their ships 
‘and merchandise, with perfect security. and lib- 
‘ erty, from the countries, ports, and places of those 
‘ whoare enemies of both, or of either party, with- 
‘out any opposition or disturbance whatsoever, 
‘and to pass not only directly from. the placesand 
“ports of the enemy, aforementioned, to neutral 
‘ ports and places, but also from one place belong- 
‘ing toan enemy, whether they be under the juris- 
‘diction of the same Power, or under several, 
‘unless such ports or places shall be actually 
‘ blockaded, besieged, or invested.” Here, sir, is 
given to us explicitly the right, as a neutral na- 
uon, of trading with all the enemies of France, 
and it certainly will not be denied that the people 
of St. Domingo are such; and not only of trading 
directly from this country to theirs, but from any 
one of their ports to any other, If this be not the 
plain meaning of the article I have read, there is 
no meaning in words; a treaty is a mere carte 
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blanche, into which every speculative politician 
may foist his crude opinions. Our right then to 
this commerce does not depend merely upon the 
laws of nations, but upon the solemn obligations 


of this instrument, that no sophistry can evade. 


nor obscure with the shadow of a doubt. 

-T hold, therefore, this trade to. be lawful ; that 
we have aright to'carry it on; and if, in doing: so, 
we are annoyed and robbed by pirates, we have 
another right, that of arming in order to keepsuch 

eople off. What do we arm for, sir? Is it to 
ighi the French, to insult the flag, to distress the 


commerce, or to disturb the quiet and repose of 


any nation? No, sir; our conduct in this respect 
is sanctioned by the first law of nature. It is upon 
the same principle that a private citizen would 
prepare himself against the apprehended attacks 
of a highway robber or a midnightassassin. It is 
to defend our property and our lives against the 
rapacity and violence of a horde of pirates, who 
are notoriously armed every hour to assault them, 
and ‘whose conduct no nation will avow, punish, 
or atone for. 


We have been exultingly told by Mr. Talley | 


rand, and it has been echoed from this Chamber 
by the gentleman from New York, (Mr. Mirt- 
CHILL,) that even the British consider St, Do- 
mingo a colony of France, and upon this. princi- 
ple condemn our vessels for trading there. I 
grant that such a pretext, among many others, 
has been resorted to in order to destroy our com- 
merce; I grant that such an infringement of our 
neutral rights has been committed;-and the rea- 
sons that have induced it must be obvious to the 
most superficial observer. The British, with a 
monopoly of this commerce themselves, and those 
same Englishmen who now condemn our vessels 


for trading to St. Domingo, upon the ground of 


its being a French colony, heretofore, when ‘it 
suited their purposes, so far acknowledged the in- 
dependence of those very people as to enter into 
a Commercial Treaty with. them, and are. now 
not only in the constant practice of ‘trading there 
themselves, but of granting licenses to others to 
do so. I hope, however, the day has not come 
when our commerce is to be under the control of 
the Lords of the Admiralty, or our national rights 
dependent upon the judicial opinions of Sir Wil- 
liam Scott; and the learned gentleman from New 
York. must indeed have been pressed with the 
barrenness of his case when he had ‘to resort to 
such an argument, derived from such a source. 
The gentleman from New Jersey, (Mr. Krrenet,) 
T-must in candor say, has, in support of the pres- 
ent measure, assumed premises totally new and 
different. His reasons, like most of those we have 
been accustomed lately. to hear, were in the true 
style of modern legislation, enveloped in all the 
“mysteries of secrecy. He tells us that we had 
better give up this commerce, because it is not 
valuable. Where the gentleman obtained this 
piece-of information ‘is utterly beyond the com- 
prehension of my understanding: none such, cer- 
tainly, has ever been laid before us; nor did he 
condescend to give us a clue to its source; but as 
if sufficient to urge it upon our faith with all the 


confidence -of apostolic inspiration—-to us who 
doubted, he refused even an opportunity of ac- 
quiring knowledge through any other channel; 
voted against the propositions of my friend atid 
colleague, which went to ask. of the Executive 
the actual state of this commerce, and ‘to: ascer- 
tain-its real value. To do strict justice to the 
gentleman’s argument, it is simply this, that when- 
ever any foreign Power may please to demand ‘of 
us the surrender of a right; however just and Won- 
est it may-be; however it may comport with the 
dignity of the Government to preserve it; if ina 
pecuniary point of view; if upon a cool:peddling 
calculation of risk, profit, and loss, it cannot: be 
deemed of high value; we are at-once to give it 
up. This argument, I will confess, is worthy of 
the bill. So striking, and of such a kind is their 
affinity, that they seem peculiarly calculated’ to 
expose each other, and to excite in every mind 
valuing the honor, the dignity, and the character 
of the nation, like sentiments of disgust.’ The 
case cited by the gentlemanfrom Pennsylvania, 


(Mr. Macuay,) of the Indians, 1 think im 1755, 


under. the avowed authority, direction, and sup- 
port of the French Government, ravaging our 
frontiers, surely can have no relation to the ques- 
tion before us. Has this Government ever für- 
nished arms and ammunition, or,done any other 
act in order to assist and encourage the people of 
St. Domingo in attacking the countries of their 
neighbors? I cannot, conceive what subject that 


‘might have been before Congress during our pres- 


ent'session, the gentleman must have had in his 
mind, to which he supposed: this case could ap- 
ply ; certainly not the present; it isinfinitely more 
distant in point of analogy than of date. Ihave 
been exerting my imagination-to diseera ‘any ob- 
ject or bearing it can have, that I might endeavor 
to meet it, bat.the total impossibility of the one,’ 
will save me the trouble of the other. 

A few words now, Mr. President, as to the im- 
policy of adopting the’ present measure. ‘I fear 
and believe it will havea tendency to increase 
one of the great evils at- present so much com- 
plained of by our merchants; the number of pi- 
rates and freebooters in thè West Indian seas. It 
will have the further effect of throwing ‘into the 
hands of other nations, especially thè British, `a 
valuable commerce, at present conducted. by our 
own citizens. But there is another fat more se- 
rious consequence, which, in all human probabili- 
ty, may result from it, and to which I beg leave 
to call the attention of the gentlemen from ‘out 
Southern country. With the people of St. Do- 
mingo we are now at peace; the advantages of 
our commerce to them, and their immediate de- 
pendence upon us for the necessaries of life, form 
the strongest security we could possibly ask, or 
have, that.no act of hostility will be attempted 
on their part toward us while we continue to treat 
them as lieretofore ; but only restrict or embarrass 
your commerce with them; only pass a measure 
like the present, and you wound them in the ten- 


derest part; they will see* you, without provoca- 


tion, aiming a blow at their very vitals; and will 


consider you as having abandoned: your neutral 
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ground, and sided with their enemies. What will 
be the consequence? Does. any gentleman sup- 
pose that nearly a million of people will patiently 
Starve when the seas around them, are covered 
with our defenceless merchantmen, laden with 


provisions? .. No, sir, impossible. In addition then 


there, you. immediately bring upon your trade a 
whole nation of pirates. Those people are now 
content to stay at home to till their own fields, to 
fight their own battles, and to depend upon us for 
supplies. I do not wish to see their views extend 
further. I do. not wish to see them navigating. 


der: Such things are much easier learned than 
forgotten ; much more readily resorted to than, 
given up; and I consider, the genéral commerce 
and prosperity. of the United States, but more es- 
pecially the delicate situation of our Southern 
country,.viewing its particular description of pop- 
ulation, and convenience to them, as im posing 
upon us the strongest obligations to offer them no 
inducements to resort to either. Whatever inter- 
course takes place between us, I wish to be in 
their own ports, and, will never do an act that 
shall have a tendency to bring to our shores such 
visitors; éither as friends or as enemies; and L be- 
lieve this is the true course to avoid the calamity 
` which some gentlemen seem so much to appre- 
- hend, and which I should deprecate as sincerely 
as any. man. 


_ I rejoice that the President has expressed, in 
his Jäte Message, a:disposition to take into the 
protection of the Government the commerce of 
the United States, though little has yet been done, 
ör attempted. This project of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania I hope forms no part of the new 
system, and he would have acted. wisely before he 
submitted itto have examined better its conse- 
qiiences, and to have looked for a. moment at the 
present condition of our commerce. What is it? 


flag, instead of being a: protection against insult, 
seems to have become an invitation to injury. 
The British, the. French, and the Spaniards, in 
the. ratio of their force, treat us with like’indig- 
- mities; this is the. only point in which they can 
agree.. The. former have adopted, and, openly 
avow a system of measures that, if not counter- 
acted, must go to deprive us of the most. import- 
ant of our neutral rights; while the two latter are 
anxiously rivalling each other in the most law- 
“less and “piratical depredations. upon our defence- 
less trade; even the commissioned vessels of our 
Government have not been suffered to pass the 


` ish and the French, whenever it suits their views, 
blockade our very: ports; the British. take their 
position off New York, so as to be convenient to 
the courts of Halifax; and our friends, the French, 
to.whom the gentleman from Pennsylvania has 
told us-we should: be so particularly civil, take 
occasionally into their holy keeping, the com- 
merce of. Charleston and: New Orleans, so as to 
be ata convenient distance: fromthe British. Our 
trade-with-St. Domingo, indeed, the French have 


to the renegadoes that at present prey upon you | 


the ocean, or tasting the sweets of maritime plun- |. 


Plundered upon every coast and. in every sea, your. 


high seas without insult and violence. The Brit-, 


not been able to stop, nor haye-even the British 


yet assumed to themselves this maritime rights 
but the gentleman from. Pennsylvania, tn. -his 
great good faith and abundant charity, will now 
anticipate their wishes, and do it for them. ‘Thi 

indeed, surpasses even Christian. meekness; itis 
not only, whén smitten upon one cheek, turning 
the other also, but chastening ourselves, with more 


‘than. monkish severity, in the. most vulnerable 


part. : es i 
On, motion, by one of the majority, to reconsider 
the fourth section, which festricts the operation 
of the law to one year, it passed in the negative. 

On motion, to agree to the final passage.of.the 
bill, it was determined in the affirmative—yeas 21, 
nays 8, as follows: 5 K 

Yzas—Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Bradley, Condit, 
Fenner, Gaillard, Gilman, Howland, Kitchel, Logan, 
Maclay, Mitchill, Moore, Smith of Maryland, Smith of 
New York, Smith of Ohio, Smith of Tennessee; Süme- 
ter, Turner, Worthington, and Wright. i 

Naxs—Messrs. Adams, Bayard, Hillhouse, Picker- 
ing, Plumer, Stone, Tracy, ‘and White. i 

-So it was Resolved, That this bill pass, that it 
be engrossed, and that the title thereof be “An 
act to suspend the commercial intercourse between 
the United States and certain parts of the island 
of St. Domingo.” ; BELA 

_ Frarpay, February 21. : 

The bill, entitled “An act to incorporate the 
Trustees of the Presbyterian Congregation a 
Georgetown,” was read the second time and re- 
ferred to Messrs. Tracy, Mrrcuitt, and Surra.of 
Maryland, to consider and report thereon, 

The Senate took into consideration the motion 
made yesterday, “that a committee be appointed 
to wait on the President of the United States, and 
present to him the two resolutions passed on the 
13th and 14th instant,” and agreed thereto; and 
Messrs. SmitH of Maryland and Mrrcni.u were 
appointed the committee.” ~ 5 a a 

The Senate resumed; asin Committee of the 
Whole, the bill for the protection and indemnifi- 
cation of American seamen; and the bill having 


-been reported to the House without amendment, 


on motion, that the further consideration thereof 


-be postponed until the first Monday in December 


next, it passed in the negative—yeas 10, nays 49, 
as follows: i 
Yras—Messrs. Bradley, Condit, Gilman, Kitchel, 
Mitchill, Moore, Smith of New York, Smith of Ohio, 
Smith of Vermont, and Turner. ; 
Naxs—Messrs. Adair, Adams, Baldwin, Bayard, 
Fenner, Gaillard, Hillhouse, Howland, Logan, Maclay, 
Pickering, Plumer, Smith of Maryland, Stone, Sumter, 
Thruston, Tracy, Worthington, and Wright. 
Ordered, That this bill be referred to Messrs. 
Smrrn of Maryland, Wricut, Mackay, BAYARD, 
and Tracy, to consider and report thereon. : 
The following motion- was submitted for cone 
sideration: ; a 
That'a committee be appointed to consider and -ré- 
port what further measures are necessary. to be: adopted 
by Congress for. the. protection of American seamen, 
and have leave to report by bill or otherwise.” f 
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© The bill, entitled “An act declaring the con- |: 


sent of Congress to an act of the State of Penn- 


‘sylvania, entitled ‘An‘act to empower the Board’ 


of Wardens for the part of Philadelphia to collect 
‘a certain duty. on tonnage; for the purposes there- 
fn mentioned,” was read the third time; and it 
‘was agreed that the further consideration of this 


bill be postponed until Monday next. . 
A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a billy entitled “An act for the relief of Philip 
Nicklin and Robert Eaglesfeld Griffith” in which 
they desire the concurrence of the Senate. 
*. The bill last brought up for concurrence was 
read and ordered to the second reading. 
_.On motion that it be . 
`” Resolved, That the Presipenr of the Senate and 
the Srraxenr of the House of Representatives be au- 
thorized to adjourn their respective Houses on Monday 
the 10th day of March next: 
... Ordered, That this motion lie for consideration. 
The bill, entitled “An act relating to bonds 
given by marshals,” was read. the third time, and 
the further consideration thereof postponed until 
Monday next. : 
: The amendment of the House of Representa- 
tives to the bill, entitled “An act authorizing the 
sale ofa tract of land in the town of Cincinnati 
and State of Ohio,” was read and ordered to lie 
for consideration. 
The Senate resumed, as in Committee of-the 
‘Whole, the consideration of the amendment re- 
ported to the bill, entitled “An act extending the 
powers of the Surveyor General to thè Territory 
of Louisiana, ‘and for other purposes,” and, hav- 
ing disagreed thereto, and reported the bill with- 
out amendment, 
"Ordered, That it pass to'a third reading. 


`, Monpay, February 24. 


The bill entitled “An act for the relief of Philip 
Wicklin and Robert Haglesfield. Griffith,” was read 
the second time and referred to Messrs. SMITH, 
Maciay, and Bautowin to consider and report 
thereon. ea 

Mr. Kirenen presented the petition of Samuel 
Mansfield and others; praying that that part of the 
district of Perth Amboy which is called the town 
of Jersey may be madea port of entry; and the 
petition was read. wis 
. Ordered, That it be referred to the committee 
appointed on the 19th instant, who have under 
consideration the bill, entitled “An act declaring 
the town of Jersey, in the State of New Jersey, to 
be a port of delivery, and for erecting a light-house 
on Wood Island, or Fletcher’s Neck, in the State 
of Massachusetts ;” to consider and report thereon. 
* Agreeably to the-order of the day the Senate 
took into consideration, as in Committee of the 
‘Whole, the bill, for classing the militia, and -as- 
signing to each class its particular duties; and 
the 'bill, having been further’ amended, was re- 
ported to the House accordingly =, 

- Ordered, That it pass to the third reading as 
amended, ~*~. Segia 


The bill, entitled “An act relating to bonds 
given by Marshals,” was read the third time, and 
amended; and ordéred ‘that the bili, as amended, 
lie for consideration. D 

On motion; 2 eo ae 

'« That the Senate now proceed to elect’a committee 
of three menibérs, to execute, jointly, with a committee 
to be appointed by the. House of Représentatives, the 
purposes expressed in “ the’ act for the farther support 
of the library :” : eed a8 

It was agreed that this motion lie for consider- 
ation. i. 

The bill, entitled “An act declaring the consent 
of Congress to an act of the State of Pennsy)vania, 
entitled ‘An act to empower the Board of Ward- 
ens for the port of Philadelphia, to collect a cer- 
tain-duty on tonnage for the purposes therein men- 
tioned, was read the third time ; and it was agreed 
that the second section thereof be struck out, 

Resolved, That this bill pass, as amended, 

Mr. TARUSTON presented the petition of John 
James Dufour, stating that he and: his associates, . 
some ycars since, purchased a certain lot of pub- 
lic land, for the cultivation of the vine 3° and pray- 
ing that further time may be allowed them. for 
payment of their instalments in arrear; and*the 
petition was read and referred to Messrs. THRUS- 
TON, Tracy, and BALDWIN, to consider and. re> 
port thereon, — ` , TAE 

Mr. Smita’ of Maryland, from the committee 
to whom was referred the bill, entitled “An act 
for the relief of Philip Nicklin-and Robert Eagles- 
field Griffith, reported it without amendment, — 

The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill, 
entitled “An act authorizing the sale of a tract 
of land in the town of Cincinnati, ‘and State of 
Ohio :” and concurred therein. ee 

The bill entitled “An act extending the pow- 


-ers of the Surveyor General to the Territory of 


Louisiana; and for other purposes,” was read the 
third time, and after debate, the Senate adjourned. 


Tuespay, February 25. 

Mr. WorTHINGTON, from thecommittee to whom 
was referred, on the 17th instant, the bill entitled 
“An act fer the relief :of the Governors, Judges, 
and Secretary, of the Indiana Territory,” reported 
the bill with amendments; which were read and 
ordered to lie for consideration. : i ; š 

- The Senate took into consideration, as in Com- 

mittee of the Whole, the bill to prevent the abuse 
of the privileges and immunities enjoyed by: for- 
eign. Ministers. within the United States, 

Ordered, That the further consideration there- 
of be the-order ofthe day for Monday next. : 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that.the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act to amend an act, entitled 
‘An act concerning the library for the use of both 
Houses of Congress,” in which they desire the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

The bill last brought up for concurrence-was 
read, and ordered to the second reading. s; 

The Senate resumed the third reading of the 
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bill, entitled “An act extending the powers of the 
Surveyor General to the Territory of Louisiana, 
and for other purposes ;” and on the question. to 
agree to the final passage of this bill, it was de- 
termined in the affirmative—yeas 15, nays 11, as 
follows: j : 


Yeas—Messrs Anderson; Baldwin, Condit, Fenner,. 


Howland,:Kitchel, Maclay, Mitchill, Smith of New 
York, Smith of Tennessee, Stone, Sumter, Turner, 
and Worthington. : 

Nays—Messrs. Adair, Adams, Bayard, Bradley, Gil- 
man, Hillhouse, Pickering, Plumer, Smith of Maryland, 
Smith of Vermont, and Wright. : 

So it was Resolved, That this bill do pass. 

The bill for classing the militia and assigning 
to each class its particular duties, was read the 
third time; and on motion to amend this clause 
of the bill: “and be subject to the rules, regula- 
tions, and articles, provided for the government of 
the same,” to read as follows: “And be subject to 
the rules to be provided for the government of the 
Militia :” it passed in the negative. 

„On motion to agree to'thè final passage of the 
bill as amended,-it passed in the negative—yeas 
8, nays 19, as follows: 

Yuas—Megsrs. Adair, Smith of Maryland, Smith of 
Ohio, Smith of Vermont, Thruston, Turner, Worthing- 
ton, and Wright. : 

Nays-—Messrs, Adams, Anderson, Baldwin, Brad- 
ley, Condit, Fenner, Gaillard, Gilman, Hillhouse, Kit- 
chel, Logan, Maclay,: Mitchill, Pickering, Plumer, 
Smith of New York, Smith of Tennessee, Stone, and 
‘Sumter. : : 

So the bill was lost. : 

- Mr. KıTcHeEL, from the committee to. whom 
was referred, on the 19th instant, the bill, entitled 
t An act declaring the town of Jersey, in the State 
of New Jersey, to be a port`of delivery, and for 


erectingalight house on Wood Island or Fletcher's. 


Neck, in. the State: of Massachusetts,” reported 
the bill without amendment. l 


The Senate resumed the motion made on the.| 


24th instant, ‘ihat a committee be appointed 
jointly, with a committee to be appointed by the 
House: of Representatives, for the purposes ex- 
pressed in the act, entitled ‘An act for the fur- 
ther support of the library,” and the motion was 
adopted ; and : i; 

Ordered, That Messrs. MitonitL, BALDWIN, 
and Apams, be the committee on their part. 


Wepnespay, February 26. 

The bill, entitled “An act to.amend an act, en- 
titled ‘An act concerning the library for the use 
of both Houses of Congress,” was read the'second 
time, and referred to Messrs. AnpERson, BALD- 
win, and Mirenity, to consider and report 
thereon, pa ; 

The Senate took into consideration, asin Com- 
mittee of the Whole, the amendments reported by 
the special committee to the bill, entitled “An act 
for the relief of the Governor, Judges, and Secre- 
tary, of the Indiana. Territory ;” and the amend- 
ments having been amended, were adopted, and 
the: bill was reported to the House accordingly. 


Ordered, That-it pass to the thigd reading-as 
amended. 5 n Po ae ey oe away 
Mr. Logan, from the committee to whom was 
referred, on the 3d. instant, the bill for- tbe punish- 
ment of counterfeiting the current. coin of the 
United: States, and. for other. purposes, reported 
the bill without amendment. : tet ee 
The Senate resumed, as in Committee of: the 
Whole, the second reading of the bill, entitled 
“An act for the relief of Philip Nicklin and Robert. 
Haglesfield Griffith.” And on the question, Shall 
this bill pass to the third reading? it was deter- 
mined in the negative. So the bill was Iost. 
A‘message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House agree ‘tothe 
amendments of the Senate to the bill, entitled 
“An act for altering the time for holding the circuit 
court in the district of North Carolina,” with an 
amendment, in which they desire the concurrence 
of the Senate. They have. passed a bill, entitled 
“An act enabling the President of the United 
States to make restitution to the Government of 
Denmark for the capture and condemnation of 
the Danish brigantine, called the Henrick, ‘and 
her cargo ;” in which they desire the concurrence 
of the Senate. oe eee 
The bill last mentioned was read, and ordered 


to the second reading. os 


The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the 
amendments of the bill, entitled “An act for alter- 
ering the time for holding the circuit court in the 
district of North Carolina,” and agreed thereto. 

Mr. Mircutiy, from the committee appointed 
on the subject, submitted. to the consideration of 
the Senate, a report on those parts of the memo- 
tials from the merchants of New York, and. the 
Chamber of Commerce in New Haven, which 
relate to providing:a further naval armament for 
the publie defence, as-follows : gel 

In addition to the strong reasons urged‘ in those 
two memorials, the committee refer to the President's 
Message of the third day of December last, informing 
Congress that considerable provision had, been made 
under former authorities, of materials for constructing 
ships of war, that these were on hand, and subject to 
the will of the Legislature; and to two communica- 
tions from the Secretary of the Navy, dated December 
16th and 21st, 1805, giving information that large sup- 
plies of timber, cannon, copper, and other valuable ma- 
terials for that object, had been already bought and paid 
for. 5 i 
“ Calculating the moderate appropriation which will 
be required to augment, to a very respectable: degree, 


the naval force of the nation; contemplating the insults 


and depredations, committed by foreigners near our 
coasts, and at the very mouths of our most frequented 
harbors ;. and estimating the protection and security to 
the territory of the nation, and to the persons and prop- 
erty of-its citizens, by an enlargement of the means of 
maritime defence, the committee recommend an adop- 
tion of the following resolution, to wit: 

.“ That it is expedient to make provision by law ‘for 
the appropriation of any balance which mav remain 
unexpended of the Mediterranean fand, to the purpose 
of building ships-of-the-line, under the direction of the 
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President of the United States, agreeably to the pro- 
visions of the act of February 25, 1799.” 

Ordered, That it lie for consideration. 

“Phe Senate resumed the consideration of the 
amendments to the bill, entitled “An-act relating 
to bonds given by marshals ;” and the amend- 
ments were adopted; and the bill having been 
futther amended, its further consideration was 
postponed. 


THorspay, February 27. 


The Presipent communicated the report of 
the Commissioners for the district east of Pearl 
river, of the British grants of lands lying in that 
district, in conformity with the 7th section of the 
“Act regulating the grants of land and providing 
for the disposal of the lands of the United States 
south of the State of Tennessce ;” and the report 
was read, and ordered to lie for consideration. 

The bill, entitled “An act enabling the Presi- 
deni of the United States to make restitution to 
the Government of Denmark for the capture-and 
condemnation of the Danish brigantine, called the 
Henrick, and her cargo,” was read the second 
time, and referred to Messrs. BRADLEY, BALDWIN, 
and Mrrenitt, to consider and report thereon. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill for the punishment of counterfeit- 
ing the current coin of the, United States, and for 
other purposes; and on motion to strike out the 
fourth section of the bill, as follows: 

‘u Spo. 4. And be it further enacted, That if any 
person shall falsely make any kind of gold or silver coins 
counterfeit to, or intended to resemble foreign gold or 
silver coins, which ‘shall not by law be made current 
money within the United States, with an intent to utter 
or:make payment with the same, by merchandising or 
otherwise; or who shall utter any foreign coins of gold 
ox: silver, counterfeit to, or intended to resemble the 
foreign gold or silver coins aforesaid, knowing the same 
to be counterfeit; every such person shall be deemed 
guilty of a high misdemeanor, and upon conviction 
thereof, according to due course of law, shall forfeit- and 
pay ——- dollars, one moiety thereof to the use of the 
United States, and the other moiety to the use of the 
p or persons who shall sue for the same; and, 
moreover, shall be imprisoned not exceeding 


years.” 
_lt-passed in the affirmative—yeas 17, nays 11, 
as follows : 
: | Neas—Mesars. Adams, Anderson, Baldwin, Condit, 
Fenner, Gilman, Howland; Kitchel, Mitchill, Moore, 
Pickering, Smith of Maryland, Smith of New York, 
Smith of Tennessee, Thruston, White, and Wright. 
Nays—Messrs. Bayard, Bradley, Hillhouse, Logan, 
Maclay, Plumer, Smith of Vermont, Stone, Sumter, 
Turner, and Worthington. ; 
i: And the bill having been reported to the House, 
iț was ordered to the third reading, as amended. 
Mr. SUMTER, from the committee to whom was 
veferred, on the 13th of January last, the bill, en- 
titled “An act for establishing rules and articles 
forthe government of the armies of the United 
tes.” ‘reported amendments thereto; which 
were read, and ordered to lie for consideration. © 
Mr: Sarre, of Maryland, from the committee 


to whom was'referred, on the 31st of January last, 
the-bill for the protection and indemnification of 
American seamen, reported it with amendments; 
which-were read, and ordered to-lie for consid- 
eration. vie ae 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed ‘the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act to continue in force an act, 
entitled ‘An act to authorize the Secretary of War 
to issue land warrants, and for other purposes ;” 
also a bill, entitled “An act for the relief of Peter 
Landais ;” in which bills they desire the concur- 
rence of the Senate. : 

The two bills last brought up for concurrence 
were read, and ordered to the second reading. 

The following. motion was submitted for. con- 
sideration : 

Resolved, That —— copies of the Constitution of 
the United States, with the amendments which have 
been made thereto, be printed for the use.of the 
Senate. i; 


FRIDAY, February 28, 


Mr. Logan gave notice that he should, on:Mon- 
day next, move for leave to bring'ina bill to: in- 
corporate a National Academy. a 

Mr. Gaitiaro, from the committee, to whom 
was referred, on the 11th instant, the bill, entitled 
“An act declaring the consent of Congress to an 
act of the State of South Carolina, passed on the 
twenty-first. day of December, in the year one 
thousand eight hundred and four, so far as the 
same relates to authọrizing the City Council of 
Charleston to impose and collect a duty on ton- 
nage of vessels from foreign ports,” reported the 
bill without amendment. S 

The bill, entitled “An act for the relief of Pe- 
ter Landais,” was read the second time, and refer- 
red to Messrs: Mrrentut, Smrra of Maryland, and 
Batowin, to consider and report thereon. 

On motion, it was agreedthat the report of the 
select committee recommending additional fortifi- 
cations, and other means of defence, for the city 
and harbor of New York, for Charleston, and other 
places, be made the order of the day for Monday 
next. 

The bill, entitled “An act to continue in force 
an, act, entitled ‘An act to authorize the Secretary 
of War to issue land -warrants, and for other pur- 
poses,” was read the second time, and referred to 
Messrs. WORTHINGTON, KircneL, and BALDWIN, 
to consider and report thereon, 

The bill for the punishment of counterfeiting 
the current coin of thé United States; and for other 
purposes,” was read the third time, and the fur~ 
ther consideration of the bill postponed. 

The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill, entitled “An act declaring the town of Jersey, 
in the State of New Jersey, to be a port of deliv- 
ery; and for erecting a light-house on Wood 
Island, or Fletcher’s Neck, in the State of Massa- 
chusetts.”~ > ea 

‘Ordered, That this bill pass toa third reading. 

The Senate proceeded: to consider, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, the amendments reported by 
the select committee to the bill for the protection 
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and indemnification of American seamen; and, 
having progressed therein so far as to strike out 
all the original bill except the enacting clause, 
and having disagreed. to the first section reported 
by the special committee as a substitute, 

` Ordered, That. the bill, together with the re- 
maining part of the amendments reported, be 
recommitted to Messrs BAYARD, SMITH of Mary- 
land, BaLowIn, Apams, BRADLEY, MrrosiLL, and 
PicKeRING, further to consider and report thereon. 


Mownpay, March 3. 


Mr. Braptey, from the committee to whom 
was referred, on the 11th of February last, a bill, 
entitled “An act declaring the assent of Congress 
to an act of the General Assembly of the State of 
North Carolina, together with certain resolutions 
submitted the 19th day of December last, report- 
ed, in part, “A bill to authorize the State of Ten- 
nessee to issue grants and perfect titles to certain 


lands therein described ; and to settle.claims on. 


the vacant and unappropriated lands within the 
saime’;” and ‘the bill was read, and ordered to the 
second reading. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House agree to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill, entitled 
“An act to extend jurisdiction in certain cases-to 


State judges and State courts;” with amend- | 


ments, in which they desire the concurrence of 
the Senate. gee 
` The Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments to the amendments on the bill last men- 
__tioned; and they were referred to Messrs. BALD- 
“win, Mrreuriu, and. Tracy, to consider ‘and re- 
port thereon. 
Ordered, That the bill, entitled “An act pro- 
hibiting fora limited time-the exportation of arms 
and ammunition from the United States and the 
territories thereof,” be the order of the day for 
Monday next. Mt q i 
The bill, entitled “An act: relating to bonds 
given by marshals,” was read the’ third time as 
amended, and passed. a ` 


“PRIVILEGES OF FOREIGN MINISTERS. 


The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the. amendment reported by the ‘select 
committee to the bill to prevent the abuse of the 
privileges and immunities enjoyed by foreign 
Ministers within the United States. 

Mr. Apams.-—T here are two points of view, Mr. 
President, in which it appears to me to be import- 
ant that the provisions of this bill should be con- 
sidered—the one as they relate to the laws of na- 
tions, and the other as they regard the Constitution 
of the. United States... From both these sources 
have arisen. inducements combining to produce 
conviction. upon my mind of the propriety, and 
indeed..the necessity, of some measure similar in 
principle.to.that whieh I have had the honor to 
` propose. . I shall take the liberty to state them in 
their. turns; endeavoring to keep. them as distinct 
from each other as the great and obvious differ- 
ence of their character requires, and that their 
eombination on this occasion may appear in the 


striking light which may render it the ‘most 


effectual. : 


By the laws of nations, a foreign Minister isen+ 
titled, not barely to the general security and pro 
tection which the laws of every civilized people 
extend tothe subjects of other nations ‘residing 
among them. He is indulged: with many privi- 
leges of a high and uncommon nature—with many 
exemptions from the operation of the laws“of the 


country where he resides, and, among others; with - 


a general exemption from the jurisdiction of: the 
judicial courts, both civil and criminal. This im- 
munity is, in respect to the criminal jurisdiction, 
without limitation; and-an Ambassador, ‘though 
guilty of the most aggravated crimes of which the 
heart of man can conceive or his hand commit, 


cannot be punished for them by the tribunals of, 
Should. 


the Sovereign. with whom he resides, 
he conspire the destruction of the constitution of 
government of the State, no jury of his peers cant 
there convict him of treason. Should he point 
the dagger of assasination to the heart of a citizen, 
he cannot be put to plead for the crime of murder, 
In these respects he is considered as the subject, 
not of the State to which he is sent, but of the 
State which sent him, and the only punishment 
whieh can be inflicted on his crimes is left to the 
justice of his master. ` ae 


s 


Ina republican Government, like that under. 


which we have the happiness to live, this exemp- 
tion is not enjoyed by-any individual of the nation 
itself, however exalted in rank or station.: It is 
our pride and glory, that all are equal in the-eyes 
of the law; that, however adorned with dignity, 
or armed with power, no man owing allegiance 
to the Majesty of the nation. can screen hirnself 
from the vindictive arm of her justice; yet, even 
the nations whose internal constitutions are found- 
ed upon this virtuous and honorable prineiple of 
equia] and universal rights, have, like all.the rest, 
submitted to this great and. extraordinary: excep- 
tion. .In order to account for so singular'a devi- 
ation from principles in everyother respect deemed 
of the highest moment and of the most universal 
application, we mustinquire intothe reasons whieh 
have induced all the nations of the-civilized.world 
to this broad departure from the fandamental max- 
ims of their government. ~ ri 
The most eminent writers on the laws of na- 
tions have at different times assigned various rea- 
sons for this phenomenon in politics abd morals. 
It has sometimes beén said to rest upon fictions of 
law. The reasoning has been thus: every.Sover- 
eign Prince is independent of all others, and as 
such cannot, even when pérsonally within the ter- 
ritories of another, be amenable to his jurisdiction. 
An Ambassador represents the person of his. mas- 
ter, and. therefore must enjoy the same. immuni- 
ties. But this reasoning cannot be satisfactory.; 
for, in the first place, a foreign. Minister does-nat 
necessarily represent the person of his master—he 
represents him only.in his affairs; and besides-rep-~ 
resenting him he has a personal existence of his 
own, altogether distinct from his representative 
character, and “for which, on the principles of 
common sense; he ought, ike every other individ 
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ual, to be responsible. At other times, another 
fiction of law bas been alleged, in this manner: 
the foreign Minister is not the subject of the State 
to-wliich he is sent, but of his own Sovereign: he 
is therefore to be considered asstiil residing within 
the territories of his master, and not in those of 
the Prince to whom he is accredited. But this 
fiction, like.the other, forgets the personal exist- 
ence ofthe Minister.* It is dangerous, at all times, 
to derive important practical consequences from 
fictions of law, in direct opposition to the fact. If 
the principle of personal representation, or that of 
- exterritoriality annexed. to the character of a for- 
eign Minister be admitted at.all, it can in sound 
argument apply only to his. official conduct—to 
his acts in the capacity of a Minister, and not to 
his private and individual affairs. The Minister 
can represent. the person of the Prince, no other- 
wise than as any agent or factor represents the 
person: of ‘his: principal; and it would be an ill 
compliment toa Sovereign Prince to consider him 
as personally represented by his Minister in the 
commission of an atrocious crime. Another ob- 
jection against this wide-encroaching inference 
from. the doctrine of personal representation, is, 
that it is suitable only to Monarchies. The Min- 
ister of a King may be feigned to represent in all 
respects the person of his master, but what person 
can be represented by the Ambassador of a Re- 
public? Iflam answered, the moral person of the 
nation, then I reply, that can be represented by.vo 
individual, being itself a fiction in law, incapable 
of committing any act, and having no corporeal 
existence susceptible of representation.f I have 


œ It is manifest, that, if exterritoriality were ‘to be 
allowed to Ministers, in the whole extent of the term, 
it'would entitle them to many rights which they cer- 
tainly have not: on the other hand, the privileges al- 
lowéd. them: extend far beyond what the universal law 
of nations prescribes in their favor on thisground.. Both 
these: ‘positions will be proved hereafter, and also that 
this ‘extremely loose notion of exterritoriality is not 
always sufficient to ascertain the rights to which a Min- 
ister may pretend.— Martens’ Summary of the Modern 
Law of Nations, book 7, chap. 5. 

+ The répresentative character of the Ambassador. is 
the sign of representation of the Sovereign who sends, 
addressed to the Sovereign who receives the Minister. 
Ambassadors being natually. the mundatories of the 
Prince by whom they are sent, the representative char- 
acter, by the law of nature, consists. in the power of 
transacting any public business in the name and right of 
the Sovereign, by whom they are sent, with anothei Sov- 
ereign Power: consequently, by ‘the law of nature, an 
Ambassador is not as it were the same moral person as 
he who'sends him, so as to be the same as if his mas- 
ter himself were present; noris the Prince to whom he 
is sent bound to ‘consider him as his equal. And as 
-there is no necessity, either for the transaction of busi- 
tess- or for the ‘dignity of the sender, which may be pre- 
served without it, of that representative character which 
consists:in the power of representing the person of the 
sender;-neither is the representative character, when 
stretched beyond the rules of natural. law, any part-of 


the voluntary law of nations: and;-consequently, ifin- 


troduced by usage, it is part of the customary law; if by 
treaty, part of the conventional law of nations. Where- 


said thus much on this subject, because I have 
heard in conversation these legal fictions alleged 
against the adoption of the bill on your table, and 
because they may perhaps be urged against it here. 
But it is neither in the fiction of exterriloriality, 
nor in-that of personal representation, that we are 
to seek for the substantial reason upon which the 
customary law of nations has founded the extra- 
ordinary privileges of Ambassadors; it is in the 
nature of their office, of their duties, and of their 
situation. l 
By their office, they are intended to be the me- 
diators of peace, of commerce, and of friendship, 
between nations; by their duties, they are. bound 
to maintain with firmness, though in the spirit of 
conciliation, the rights, the honor, and the inter- 
ests of their nation, even in the midst of those who 
have opposing interests, who assert conflicting 
rights, and who are guided by an equal and ad- 
verse sense of honor; by their situation they would, 
without some extraordinary provision in their 
favor, be at the mercy of the very Prince against 
whom they are thus to maintain the rights, the hon- 
or, and the interest of theirown. As the Ministers 
of peaceand friendship, their functions are notonly 
of the highest and most beneficial utility, but of 
indispensable necessity to all nations having any 
mutual intercourse with each other. They are 
the only instruments by which the miseries of war 
can be averted when it‘approaches, or terminated 
when it exists. It is by their agency that the pre- 
judices of contending nations are to be dissipated — 
that the violent and destructive passions. of na- 
tions are to be appeased—that. men, as far as their 
nature will admit, are to be converted from butch- 
ers of their kind, into a band of friends and bro- 
thers. Itis this consideration, sir, which, by the 
common consent of mankind, has surrounded with 
sanctity the official character of Ambassadors; it 
is this which has.enlarged their independency to 
such-an immeasurable’extent; it is this which has 
loosed-them from all the customary ties which 
bind together the social compact of common rights 
and common obligations. __ ae r, 
But immunities of a nature so extraordinary 
cannot, from ‘the nature of mankind, be frequently 
conferred, without ‘becoming liable to frequent 
abuse. Ambassadors are still beings subject to the 
passions, the.vices, and infirmities of man. How- 
ever exempted from the danger of punishment, 
they are notexempt from the commission of crimes. 
Besides their participation in the imperfections of 
humanity, they-have temptations and opportuni- 
ties peculiar to themselves, to transgressions of a 
very dangerous description, and avery aggravated 
character: While the functions of their office 
place in their hands the management of those great 


fore, the consequences derived from this character re- 
specting Ambassadors belong neither tothe law ofnature 
nor to the voluntary law-of nations, much less-do. they 
sanction the gratuitous additions by which they are 
amplified. -, Hence, no nation is bound to acknowledge 
them, unless in consequence of express stipulation. 
Wolf. Institutes of the: Law of Nature and Nations, 
‘part 6, chap. 10, sec. 1242, 
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controversies, upon which whole nations are wont 
to stake their existence; while-their situations 
afford them the means, and stimulate them to, the. 
employment of the base but. powerful weapons of 
faction, of corruption, and of treachery, théir very 
privileges and immunities concur in assasling their 
integrity by the promise of security, even in case 
of defeat—of impunity,even after detection. © 

‘The experience of all ages and of every nation 
has therefore pointed to the necessity of erecting 
some barrier against. the abuse of those immuni- 
.ties.and privileges, with which foreign Ministers 
have at all times and everywhere been-indulged. 
In some aggravated instances the rulers of the 
State where the crime was committed have boldly 
broken down the wall of privilege under which 
the guilty stranger would fain have sheltered him- 
self, and in defiance of the laws of nations have 
delivered .up the criminal to the tribunals of the 
country for trial, sentence, and-execution ; at other 
times the. popular indignation, by a process still 
more: irregular, ‘has, without the forms of law, 
wreaked its vengeance upon the perpetrators of 
those crimes, which otherwise must have remained 
unwhipped. of: justice. Cases. have sometimes 
occurred when: the principles of self-preservation 
and defence have justified the injured Government, 
endahgered:in its vital parts, in arresting the per- 
son of such.a Minister-during the crisis of danger, 
and confining him under guard until he could with 
safety be. removed.’ But the practice which the 
reason of the case and the usage-of nations, has 
prescribed and recognised, is; (according to the ag- 
greno of the offence,) to order the criminal to 

epart from the territories whose laws he ‘has 
violated, orto send him home, sometimes under 
custody, to his Sovereign ; demanding of him that 
justice, reparation, and. punishment, which ‘the 
nature of the case requires, and which he alone is 
entitled to dispense... This power is'admitted by 
the concurrent.testimony of all the writers.on the 
laws of nations, and has the sanction of practice 
equally universal. -It results, indeed, as a. conse- 
quence: absolutely ‘necessary from. the indepen- 
dence of foreign Ministers on the judicial author- 
ity,.and is perfectly reconcilable. with it. As 
respects the offended nation, itis a measure of self- 
defence, justified by the acknowledged destitution 
of every other remedy. As respects the offending 
Minister, it is the only means of remitting him for 
trial and’ punishment to the tribunals whose juris- 
diction he cannot recuse; and as respects his Sov- 
ereign, it preserves inviolate his rights, and at the 
same time manifests that confidence’ in his justice 
which civilized nations living in amity are bound 
to place in each other.* oa 


* It-seems it may-be-said on this subject that there 
is no. case in. which -the ordinary tribunals. can extend 
their jurisdiction over public Ministers, and this with 
the. more‘confidence, as I find it- is the opinion of- Gro-. 
tius. This is incontestable with regard to common 
offences;'-and as for crimes.of State, wherein the Am- 
bassador. violates. the laws of nations—particularly. if-he 
attempt the life-of the Prince to whom he ‘is sent—the 
Sovereign alone, ‘or the Council of State in his behalf, 


On these principles, thus equitable and moder- 
atein themselves, and thus universally established, 
is founded every. provision of the.bill before you, 
so far as it. implicates the law of nations... Lhave 
been fully. aware. that, although by. the Constity- 
tion of the United States Congress aré authorized 
to define and. punish. offences against the law of 
natiohs,. yet this did not imply a power to inno- 
vate upon those laws. I'could not; be. ignorant 
thatthe Legislature of one individual in the great 
community. of nations has no right tò. prescribe 
rules of conduct. which can be binding upoñ all; 
and therefore, in the provisions of this bill, it:was 
my primary object not to deviate one step. from 
the worn and beaten path—not to vary one jot 
or one tittle from the prescriptions of immemorial 
usage and unquestioned authority: ebay 
In consulting for this purpose the writers, char- 
acterized by one of our own statesmen in a pam- 
phlet recently laid on our tables, as “ the lumina-° 
ries. and oracles to whom the appeal is generally 
made by nations who prefer an appeal to. law 
rather than to power,” I found that they distin- 
guished the offences which may be committed by 
foreign Ministers into two kinds*—the one against 


can take cognizance of it—can arrest the traitor in his 
house, and afterwards send him with the proofs to the 
Prince his master for punishment.— Wiguefoit’s Am- 
bassador, book 1, sec. 29. 5 

Princés sometimes oblige Ministers to depart: from 
their dominions, and send them away under an armed 
escort. Queen Elizabeth caused Don Bernardin’ de 
Mendoza, Ambassador of Spain, and the Bishop of Ross, 
Ambassador from the Queen of Scots, to be shipped off. 
Louis XIV. of France sent under guard to the frontiers 
of Savoy.a Nuncio from the Pope. The King of:.Por- 
tugal dismissed in like manner a. Minister from the Pope 
in 1646. And in 1659, under. Cardinal Mazarin, the 
Resident from the. Elector of Brandenburg was ordered 
to quit the kingdom, and afterwards put into the Bastile, 
whence he was taken, sent. to Calais in custody, and 
there embarked. ` In 1667 the Queen Regent of Spain. 
ordered the Archbishop “of Embrun, Ambassador to 
Spain, to withdraw, and would not suffer him to wait 
in Madrid for the letters which he expected to receive 
All he could obtain was to-stop at 


by the first:courier. 
them.— 


Alcala until their arrival, and there he received 
Wiquefort; book 1, sec. 30. 

An Ambassador ought to be independent of every 
Power except that by which he is sent, and of conse- 
quence:ought not to be subject to. the mere municipal 
laws of that nation wherein he-is to exercise his func- 
tions. If he grossly offends, or makes an ill use of. his 
character, he may be sent home and accused before his 
master, who is bound either to do justice upou him or 
avow himself the accomplice of his crimes.— Christian's 
Blackstone, vol. 1, p. 253.. See also Montesquieu, Sp. 
L. 26, 21... > pa 
* Suppose an Ambassador guilty of a crime deserv- 
ing punishment in a court of justice, where then-is he 
to be. accused and punished ? Pde 
In this question. we. must distinguish between two 
sorts of crimes of which an Ambassador may have-been 
guilty... Either he has simply committed an offence, 
injurious. to civil society. and the public. tranquillity— 
such.as homicide,.adultery, or almost any other. of the 
common crimes, as they may ‘be termed--or-he has 
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the municipal laws of the country’ where they 
reside, and the other against the Government or 
State to which they are accredited; and that they 
recommended a correspondent modification of the 
fianner in which they are to be treated by the 
offended Sovereign: The first section of the bill 
therefore directs the mode of treatment towards 
foreign Ministers guilty of heinous offences against 
the municipal laws; for, as to those minor trans- 

‘ressions which are usually left unnoticed by other 

States, I have thought no provision necessary for 
then. The section points out the mode by which 
the insulted State or injured individual may apply 
to the Chief Magistrate of the Union for redress, 
and by what process the President may obtain rep- 
aration from the offender’s Sovereign, or, in case 
of refusal, dismiss the offender from the territories 
of the United States.* 

“The second section provides for the case of of- 
fences against the Government of the nation. If 
„the insult is direct upon the President of the Uni- 
ted States himself, it authorizes him at once to 
discard. the offender; 1f the injury be against the 
nation, by any conspiracy or other act of hostility, 
it offers the means of removing at once so danger- 
oùs a disturber of the public tranquillity. , This 
also will be found exactly conforinable to the di- 
rections in Vattel.t 


transgressed against the person of the Sovereign, or 
against the State, which is usually called treason or hos- 
tility —Byndershoek.. De foro Legatorum, with Bar- 
beyrac’s Commentary, chap. 17, sec. 6. é f 
. * Should an Ambassador forget the duties of his sta- 
tion; should he render himself disagreeable and dan- 
gerous, from cabals and enterprises; pernicious to the 
tranquillity of the citizens, the State, or Prince, to whom 
hasis:‘sent;- there are several ways of correcting him, 
proportionate to the nature and degree of his fault. If 
he‘ maltreats:the subjects.of the State—if he commits 
any acts of injustice or violence towards them—the’sub- 
jects injured:are not to seek redress from the common 
magistracy, the Ambassador being independent of their 
jurisdiction; consequently, those magistrates cannot 
proceed directly against him. .On such occasions, the 
Sovereign is to be applied to; he demands justice from 
the Ambassador's master, and, in case of a refusal, may 
order the insolent Minister to quit his dominions.—— 
Vattel, book 4, chap. 7, sec. 94.- 

~~ Should a foreiga ‘Minister offend the“ Prince’ him- 
selfbe wanting in respect to him-—and by his intrigues 
raise disturbances in the State and Court, the injured 
Prince, from a particular regard to the Minister’s mas- 
ter, sometimes requires that he should be recalled; or, 
if the-fault be more heinous, the Prince forbids him the 
Court till he receives an answer from his master; but 
in important cases, he proceeds so -far as to order him 
to quit his dominions. Every Sovereign has an un- 


questionable right to proceed in this manner; for, being | 


master in- his own dominions, no foreigner can stay at 
his Court or in his dominions without his permission. 
And though Sovereigns are generally obliged to hear 
the overtures of foreign Powers, and to -admit their 
Ministers; this obligation ceases entirely with regard to 
a Minister who, being himself wanting in the ‘duties 
incumbent on ‘him from his character, becomes danger- 
ous, or justly suspected by him to whom he‘is to:come 


| deemed equivalent. to a rupture. 


The third section brings me to the consideration . 
of the-relation which the bill bears to the Consti- 
tution of the United’ States. It-contains'a regu- 
lation, the object of which is at once to: prevent 
all misunderstanding by the offending Ministers 
Sovereign‘of the grounds upon which he should 
be ordered to depart’or sent home, and to mark by 
a strong line of discrimination ‘the cases when a 
foreign Minister is dismissed for misconduct, from 
those when he is expelled on account of national 
differences. In this latter case, by the ‘general 
understanding and usage of nations, an order to 
depart given to a foreign Minister is equivalent-to 
a declaration of war. In the European Govern: 
ments, where the power of declaring war and that 
of negotiating with foreign States are committed 
to the same hands, this nice discrimination of the 
specific reasons for which a Minister may. be dis- 
missed is far less important than with us. The 


‘power of declaring war is with us exclusively vest- 


ed in Congress; and as.the order’ to depart, when 
founded on national disputes, amounts to such a 
declaration, it appears to me, by fair inference, 
that for such cause the President of the United 
States cannot issue such an order without the-ex- 
press request or concurrence of Congress to-that 
effect. It was from this view of the subject that, 
in the present bill, the power vested in the. Presi~ 
dent to send home a culpable Minister is so‘ pre- 
cisely limited to the cases when the Minister shall 
have deserved that treatment by his:personal mis- 
conduct. This distinction between. the causes for 
which a foreign Minister may be sent home-has 
been.solemnly recognised ina remarkable manner 
by this Government in the treaty with Great Brit- 
ain of the 19th November, 1794, in. the twenty- 
sixth article.* eae aes he 
Here, sir, the sending home a Minister for na- 
tional causes is recognised to be the very test of a 
rupture, and exactly: tantamount to a declaration 
of war. But the same act, done for the Ministers 
personal misconduct, isacknowledged tọ bea right 
of both parties, which they agree. to retain; and 
it is stipulated ‘that it shall not in that: case be 
‘The-ex pressions 
used imply that the parties did not consider'them- 
selves as introducing in this part of the article a 
new law, but as explaining the old: It is merely. 
declaratory, “for greater certainty,” and the pre- 
vious existence of the rightis recognised “by the 
stipulation that both parties shall retain ity. < This 
is one of the articles of the treaty which have ex- 


only as.a Minster of Peace.— Vattel, book 4, chap. 7, sec. 
95, 96. | 3 ae ee 

* And for greater certainty it is declared that a rup- 
ture shall not be deemed to exist while negotiations for 
accommodating differences shall be depending, nor until 
the respective Ambassadors or Ministers (if such there 
shall be) shall be recalled- or-sent home on -account of 
such differences, and not on account of personal miss 
conduct, according to the nattire and degrees of which 
both parties ‘retain their rights. either to request the 
recall or immediately:to send home the-Ambassador.or 
Minister of the other, and that:without prejudice to-their 
mutual friendship and good understanding.—Treaty 
with Great Britain, 19th November, 1794, art. 26. = 
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pired; but.as expressing the sense both of our own 
nation and of Great Britain upon the subject to 
which it relates, it is as effectual as it ever could 
be. Its provisions are still binding upon both 
arties as part of the law of nations, though they 
hose -eeased ‘to be obligatory as positive stipula- 
tions. Fo ik i vs 
This view of the subject will also furnish mewith 
an answer to the question which bas more than 
once been put to me, and which may perhaps be 
repeated here... It hasbeen asked, whether the first 
and second sections of the bill are not superfiu- 
ous—whether the cases are not already provided 
for, and whether the President does not, beyond 
all: question, possess the power. which they pur- 
pose to vest in him? ` 
‘That the power is beyond question vested in 
- him is, sir, more than I can take upon me to say. 
Had I thought it beyond all question, I certainly 
- should not have brought forward the bill in its 
present shape. And I will in candor add, that if, 
after a due consideration of the subject, the Sen- 
ate should be of opinion that the power is vested 
in him beyond all question, they will of course 
either reject the bill, or reduce it toa mere modi- 
fication of the manner in which he shall exercise 
the right, whenever he shall deem it expedient. 
„By the Constitution of the United States, the 
Executive power is generally vested in the Presi- 
dent, and he is expressly authorized and directed 
to “receive Ambassadors and other public Minis- 
ters.” Now, sir, by the general grant of the Ex- 
ecutive power, according to the writers who have 
> serutinized and discriminated with the nicest ac- 
curacy the powers of Government, the power of 
declaring war would of course be included. Such 
is’ the, opinion, not only of Montesquieu, but of 
Rousseau, the most republican of writers on laws 
and constitutions. The practice of all the Gov- 
ernments.in Europe which ever recognised the 
division of power is conformable to this theory. 
But our Constitution has expressly made the dec- 
laration of wara Legislative act, and, by fair infer- 
ence, whatever is by the custom of nattons equiv- 
alent to a declaration of war, we are bound to 
consider asta Legislative act also. Thus, then, 
although the President is invested with the exec- 
utive power, and although he is to receive foreign 
Ministers, yet; not having the power to declare 
war, he cannot possess that of ordering away a 


foreign Minister for causes of’ national difference, - 


béeause that is a virtual declaration of war. He 
is authorized: to receive foreign Ministers, and by 
this grant of power he must be authorized to de- 
termine when, how, whom, he will receive as such. 
He must be considered as possessing the power to 
determine upon all those cases when a man, com- 
ing as an accredited Minister, may by the laws of 


nations be denied.a reception; and he must-also | 


be allowed. to-determine when he will cease to 
receive a man in that-capacity, after he has been 
admitted... This includes, as it appears to me, the 
right to. request his recall, and even to intimate 
ihe wish to a foreign Minister that he would de- 
part’; but whether it also includes the power posi- 
tively to order his departure, and, still more, to send 


him home by constraint, is not in my mind abso- 


‘lately beyond a doubt. Ceasing to. receive, him 


as a public. Minister is. not ordering him away, 
much less is it sending him home. . ris clearthe 
President should have the power to send home.a 
foreign Minister. in some Cases: it has not, in 
express terms, given him the power in any.case. 
Whether he has it by implication, in the caseofa 
Minister’s misconduct, seems to.me not absolutely 
beyond a doubt, and I believe the very doubt ina 
point of this magnitude would operate to. prevent 
its exercise in a case of the utmost need.. ‘That 
doubt it was tay purpose by this bill to remove, 
To remove it (if it exists) is unquestionably within 
the power of Congress, and the occasion ‘calis 
loudly for their interposition. ‘The doubt appears 


the more rational from the fact that the power has 
never been exercised. ‘The revocation of exequa- 


turs of two foreign Consuls. by President Wasu- 
INGTON have been mentioned as cases in point, but 
are not applicable; for in the first place, Consuls 
are not entitled to the privileges or immunities of 
foreign Ministers ; and in the next, the revocation 
of an exequatur is barely equivalent by analogy 
to the cessation to receive a Minister: it neither 
sends the-man away, nor orders him to. depart. 
But it has been the fortune of the bill to be at- 
tacked from quarters in direct opposition to each 
other; and while on the one hand it has been cen- 
sured as vesting in the President a power which 
beyond all: question he possesses already, on. the 
other it has been blamed as putting in his hands 
a power which beyond all question he has. not, 
and which the Constitution never intended he 
should have. This-construction of our Constitu- 
tion has been laid down, sir, for our edification and 
improvement by a foreign Minister in his corre- 
spondence with our Secretary of State, which I 
speak of as a matter of public notoriety, because 
it has been. published in all our newspapers, and 
remains uncontradicted. I must however observe, . 
that at the time when this. bill was introduced, 1 
had never seen and had no knowledge.of this 
learned Spanish commentary upon the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. . eet O 
I had not-imagined that the true intent.and 
meaning of our. great national compact was to be 
settled by a foreign Minister, neither did it’enter 
my heart to conceive that the Government of.the 
United States was to receive lessons from a Span- 
iard upon the extent of its Constitutional powers. 
Yet, sir, so itis. ‘The Spanish Minister nas first 
chosen to construe into an order what he was ex- 
pressly told was not an order, and next to tell the 
Secretary of State that this order is contrary to 
the spirit of the Constitution and Government of 
this country: I find, however, that there are even 
American citizens who think with this diplomatic 
expounder of our laws, that the President in no 
case has the power to order a foreign Minister to 
depart from our territories. I have myself always 
inclined to the opinion, that, for these eases of per- 
sonal misconduct, the power of removal was given 
by the spirit of the Constitution, though not per- 
haps by its letter. That he ought to possess it, 18 
not in my mind a subject of doubt at all; for, con.. 
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respect to the criminal jurisdictions in cases of 
common crimes, it is remarkable that the same 
Martens says the English, for the want of an ex- 
press law upon’ the subject, have departed: from, 
the usages of all other nations in this. particular, 
and made foreign Ministersamenable to their crim= 
inal jurisdiction.* Now, sir,if the English nation: 
are thus charged with a deviation from the prat- 
tice of all other civilized nations, because they 
have not made an-express law for acceding to it, 
surely no exception canbe taken against us for 
making precisely such a law as England is. said 
to want. This, Jaw, therefore, instead of a-mark 
of singularity, must be regarded asa test of con~ 
formity. Instead of. throwing us into a corner 
with the solitary exception, it introduces us into 
the general circle of nations, It is not.in sullen 
derogation, but in explicit affirmance of the gen- 
eralusage. Itis no variation of our political com- 
pass; it is only the steady pointing of our needle 
to the real pole. 

But a still more conclusive answer to.this ob- 
jection is, that other nations have made no law 
upon the subject, because, conformably to ‘their 
constitutions, the act of sending home a foreign 
Minister is in all cases an Executive act, and.of 
course an act requiring no Legislative interposi- 
tion. I have already shown, sir, that by our Con- 
stitution it must in some cases be considered as:a 
Legislative act;.and hence arises a reason pecu- 
liar to ourselves for regulating the whole subject 
by Legislative sanction—reserving to Congress 
the. power to exercise. it when it becomes equiva- 
lent to a declaration of war, and leaving it inthe 
hands of the President when it is, upon our own 
principles, an act purely Executive. ©. | 

These, sir, are the considerations deduced from 
the laws of nations, and from cur own Constitu- 
tion, upon which the bill was. presented to the 
Senate. in its original shape. ©The amendment 
reported by order of the Committee is entirely in 
the spirit of the bill, and only specifies the precise 
mode in which the order for the removal of a-erim- 
inal foreign Minister shall-be executed... This 
section may perhaps be deemed expedient, even if 
it should be concluded that the abstract power is 
unquestionably vested in the President. For,even 
if he has the power without the legalized organs 
of carrying it into effect, as to‘all purposes of pub- 
lic. benefit, the case is the same asif he bad it not. 
It is, on: this supposition, one of: those authorities 
which require-an organic law to-make it practi- 
cal: Nor is this the only instance in which. the 


sidering the nature of a foreiga Minister’s privi- 
leges, and the danger and urgency of the cases 
wherein men invested with that character most 
frequently abuse them, to deny the President the 
exercise of the only means Which camcontrol them, 
is to deny the nation itself the means of self- 
defence in the most perilous extremities. It may 
be asked whether this argument would not apply 
with equal force to the cases in which I deny the 
President's power to expel a foreign Minister, and 
in which the bill does not propose to give it? To 
this, I answer, No. In every possible case when 
a public Minister could be ordered home on ac- 
count of national differences Congress must be in 
session, or must be summoned for that purpose. 
Such a state of things cannot suddenly arise. It 
is a measure never to be resorted to, unless with 
the settled determination. of war; and its exercise 
never can be necessary for the President, to the 
execution of his Constitutional powers. 

But the personal misconduct of a Minister may, 
happen at any time—when Congress is not in ṣes- 
sion as probably as when it is. It would certainly 
happen more frequently in the former case than 
in the latter, if during the recess no power of re- 
straint upon him could beused. These are offences, 
the detection of which would be often accidental, 
sudden, Uunexpected—calling for the instantaneous 
interposition of a vigorous arm to rescue the coun- 
try from its danger. ‘Suppose a conspiracy like 
that of T'arquin’s Ambassadors, or that of Cata- 
line at Rome—like that of Bedmar at Venice— 
like that of Cellamare in France: To say that the 
President should have no weapon of defence within 
his reach until Congress should be assembled, 
would give the conspiring Minister the power to 
execute at full leisure such orders as Cellamare 
received fom Cardinal Alberoni, and enable him. 
before:his hand could be arrested, to set fire to all 
the mines. Itis therefore as clear to me that the 
President ought to possess, the power of expulsion 
for personal offences, as that he ought not to pos- 
sess the same power for causes of national con- 
troversy. “And.if the Constitution by its silence 
has left it questionable, it seems to me incumbent 
upon Congres to. remove every shadow of doubt 
from the case. 

‘Among the other objections which I have heard 
alleged against any Legislative act upon this sub- 
ject, IT shall now notice that which | consider as 
of the least real weight, and that-is, that other na- 
tions have not:madeita subject of legislation. But 
other nations have made the exemption of foreign 
Ministers from their civil jurisdiction a subject of 
legislation, as appears in Mariens.* And with 


— 


* In the ‘practice of the European nations, we find, 
that in cases of private crimes committed by a Minis- 
ter, it is thought commonly sufficient to demand his 
recall. Though in England the want of an express law 
seems to leave Ministers without shelter from a criminal 
prosecution. In the case of State-crimes, it is thought 
sufficient to seize his person while the safety of the State 
is-in danger, releasing and sending him home. after- 
wards. Even this extremity is. not commonly resorted. 
to. if the danger. is less imminent, and if it will admit 
the expedient of sending away the Minister, or demand- 
ing his recall—Martens’ Summary, book.8, chap. 5, 
sec. 189, note a. i : A 


* The exemption of foreign Ministers from the juris- 
‘diction of the State is regulated in Holland by the 
otdinances of the States General of the 11th August 
1676, and the 9th September 1679; and of the States 
of Holland of the 8th August 1659, the 30th July and 
the 14th August 1681; (See the “ Groot Placaat Boek”: 
under date of these years.) In England, by-act of Par- 
liament.-L0 Ann, chap. 7. In Portugal, by ordinance 
of hes are Summary, book 8, chap. 5, sec. 3, 
note b. Sis : 
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Constitution has left it in the discretion of Con- 
gress to prescribe the manner of carrying its in- 
junctions into effect. The very first law in your 
statute book is am example of the same descrip- 
tion. The Constitution had enjoined that all civil 
officers of the United States and of the several 
States should be sworn to its support, but had not 


particularized the manner of administering the. 


oath ; anc the first act of the first Congress, under 
our present: Constitution, was to provide the ne- 
cessary regulation. l 7 

It may now perhaps be expected, sir, that I 
should give some explanation of the more imme- 
diate circumstances in which the bill originated. 
And here I am sensible that I tread upon delicate 
ground. So highly honorable and respectable is 
the office of a foreign Minister, that to treat him 
with disrespect in common discourse, and stiil 
more in Legislative deliberation, would be with- 
out excuse, were his own conduct altogether un- 
exceptionable. Should the occasion ever happen 


that a foreign Minister, by his own violation of 


all the common decencies of social intercourse to- 
wards the Government to which he was accred- 
ited, should forfeit.every right to personal respect 
or esteem, still I hope, sir, I should not forget the 
consideration due to the credentials of his Sover- 
eign; still I should think myself bound to observe 
all that moderation of expression which can be 
consistent with the sentiments of indignation in- 
voluntarily excited in my breast by an insult upon 
the Government of my country. 

Within a few days after the Message of the Pre- 
sident at the commencement of the present session 
of Congress was made public, the Spanish Min- 
“ister addressed to the Sécretary of State a letter 
couched in terms which it cannot be necessary for 
me to particularize, and containing, not only stric- 
tures of the most extraordinary nature upon all 
the parts“of that Message respecting Spain, but 
complaints no less extraordinary at what it did not 
contain. Consider this procedure in its real light, 
sir, and what is it? A foreign Minister takes to 
task the President of the United States for the 
manner in which he has executed one of the most 
important functions enjoined upon ‘him by thé 
Constitution, Henot only charges him with mis- 
representation in what he did say, but he presumes 
to dictate to him what he should have said. I 
forbear all comment upon this conduct as it relates 
to the present Chief Magistrate. I-ask you, sir, 
and I entreat every member of this Senate to ask 
himself, What is its tendency as it relates to our 
country? The Constitution of the United States 
makes it.one of. the President’s most solemn du- 
ties to communicate to Congress correct informa- 
tion relating to the state of our public affairs. In 
every possible case of disputes and controversies 
ofright between the United States and any foreign 
nation, the Minister of that nation must have an 
interest—and the strongest interest, to give a gloss 
and coloring.to the objects in litigation—opposite 
to the interest of our country. If, whenever the 
President of the United Siates, upon the high and 
solemn responsibility which weighs upon every 
act of his official duty, gives to Congress that ac- 


count of our foreign relations which is necessary 
to enable them to adapt their measures to the cir- 


cumstances for the general welfare of the Union; 


a foreign Minister, under: color of his official- pri- 
vileges, is to contradict every part ‘of his state- 
ments, to impeach the correctness of his facts, and 
to chide him even for-his omissions, to what an 
abyss of abasement is the Chief Magistrate of this 
Union to be degraded! The freedom which a 
Spanish Minister, unreproved, can take to-day, a 
French Minister would claim as a right to-morrow, 
and a British Minister would exercise without cer- 
emony the next day. A diplomatic. censorship 
would be established over the Supreme Executive 
of this nation, and the President would ‘not dare 
to exhibit to Congress the statement of our ha- 
tional concerns, without previously submitting his 
Message for approbation to a Cabinet Council of 
foreign Ministers. Under the British Constitu- 
tion, the speeches of the Sovereign to his Parlia- 
ment are all settled in his Privy Council, and the 
Royal lips are understood to give utterance only 
to the words of the Minister. The reason of this 
is, that by the forms of their Constitution the Sov- 
ereign himself is above all responsibility, and the 
Minister is the person accountable to the nation 
for the substance of the discourse delivered by his 
master. In their practice, therefore, the speech is 
made by him on, whom the responsibility rests: 
Bat if this new assumption of the Spanish Min- 
ister is submitted to, our practice will be anim- 
provement on the British theory of a singular cast 
indeed ; for, while the responsibility will rest upon 
the President who delivers the Message, its con- 
tents will be dictated by persons not only loosed 
from all responsibility to our country, but bound 
in allegiance, in zeal, in duty, to the very Princes 
with whom we have to contend. The same con- 
trol which by. this: measure is attempted to’ be 
usurped over the acts.of the Président will at the 
next step, and by an easy transition, be extended 
to the Legislature; and, instead of parcelling out 
the Message among several committees for. their 
consideration, we shall have to appoint commit- 
tees upon every part.of the Message relating to 
any foreign Power to wait upon the Minister of. 
that Power, and inquire what it is the pleasure. of 
his master that we should do. . 
That such is the inevitable tendency and the 
real intention of the proceeding will appear, not 
only from a due consideration of the act itself, but 
from a proper estimate of its avowed motive, and 
from the subsequent conduct of the same Minis- 
ter. He addressed this letter to the Secretary of 
State, not for the purpose of asking any explana- 


: Gon—not for the purpose of giving any satisfac: 


tion—not for any of the usual and proper purposes 
of a diplomatic communication—but (as he him- 
self declares) for our Government to publish, with 
a view to counteract the statements of the Presi- 
dent’s Message. It was a challenge to the Presi- 
dent to enter the lists of a pamphleteering war 
against him, for the instruction of the American 
people and the amusement of foreign Courts; and 
having failed in this laudable project he addresses, 


after the expiration of forty days, a circular letter 
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to the other foreign Ministers residing in the Uni- 
ted States, with copies of his letter to the Secre- 
tary of State, as if these foreign Ministers were 
the regular umpires between him and our Gov- 
ernment. Not content however with this appeal, 
he authorizes them to give copies of his letters to 
insure that publication with which our Govern- 
ment had not gratified him, and calls at once upon 
the American people, and upon the European 
Courts, to decide between the President and him. 
Here too, sir, I beg gentlemen to abstract the par- 
ticular instance from the general principle of this 
transaction. The same act which under one set 
of circumstances can only excite contempt, under 
another becomes formidable in the extreme. Of 
the newspaper appeal to the people I say nothing. 
The people of this eountry.are not so dull of un- 
derstanding or.so depraved in vice as to credit the 
assertions of a foreigner, bound by no tie of duty 
to them—the creature and agent of their adver- 
sary—in contradiction to those of their own officer, 
answerable to them for his evéry word, and sta- 
tioned at the post of their highest confidence. But 
the circular to the other foreign Ministers is a 
species of appeal hitherto unprecedented in the 
United States. And what is its object? Thein- 
formation of their Courts; that the Governments 
of France and Great Britain may learn from him 
the justice and generosity of his master. 

It'is. probable that both those nations—the ally 
and the enemy of Spain-have much better ma- 
terials for estimating the justice and generosity 
of His Catholic Majesty; but what have they to 
do in the case? By an anonymous newspaper 
publication, theidiom of which discovers its origin, 
a precedent is alleged in justification of this extra- 
ordinary step, and the reciprocal communication 
of diplomatic memorials concerning the affairs of 
Holland. in the years 1786 and 1787, between the 
Mibisters.of Great Britain, France, and Prussia, 
at the Hague, is gravely adduced as warranting 
this. innovation of. the. Spanish Minister here. 
The very-reference-to that time, place, and occa- 
sion, would of itself be a sufficient indication of 
the intent at this time. In the years 1786 and 
1787, the three Powers I have just mentioned un- 
dertook, between them, not only to. interfere in 
the internal government of Holland, but to regu- 
late and control it according toa plan upon which 
they. were endeavoring to agree. Their Minis- 
ters, therefore, very naturally communicated to 
each other the memorials which they presented to 
the Dutch Government. And whatwas the result? 
Two of those three Powers fixed between them- 
selves the doom of Holland—raised a tyrannical 
faction upon the ruins of that country’s freedom, 
and marched the Duke of Brunswick at the head 
of thirty thousand men into. Amsterdam, to con- 
vince the Hollanders of the King of Prussia’s jus- 
tice and generosity. - 

This, sir,is the precedent called to our recollec- 
tion forthe purpose of reconciling us to the hu- 
miliation-of our condition. We are patiently to 
behold'a Spanish Minister insulting the President 
of the United States—dictating to him Ais con- 
struction of.oar Constitution—calling upon other 


foreign Ministers to countenance his presump- 
tion—and entrenching himself behind the egam- 
ple of another nation, once made the victim of a 
like usurpation! The resemblance is but too strong, 
and will, I hope, not be forgotten by us... If the 
constitutional powers of a Dutch Stadtholder were 
prescribed and moulded according to the pleasure 
and by the interference of foreign Powers, (as un- 
doubtedly they were,) let us remember the fact 
with a determination never.to be so controlled 
ourselves. It is held upto us as an example: det 
us take it as warning. 

The subsequent. proceedings of the Spanish 
Minister have been all in the same spirit with that 
under which he presumed to call upon the Presi- 
dent to enter the lists of altercation with him be- 
fore the people of this country. They manifest 
pretensions to which we ought not to submit 
which we ought vigorously to resist. In his last 
letter to the Secretary of State, he tells him that 
he will receive no orders but from his own master. 
Now, if this has any meaning,-it-must be to deny 
the United States the right of ordering him away: 
that is one of the most indisputable rights of every 
Sovereign Power. When pretensions so desti- 
tute of all foundation are advanced, it becomes us 
immediately to show our sense of them: not to 
resist them might be construed into acquiescence. 
It is a virtual dereliction of our rights not to de- 
fend them when they are assailed. 

I am indeed fully sensible that the operation of 
the bill I have proposed, should it meet the sanc- 
tion of Congress, will not be retrospective—that 
to what has passed no remedy which can now be 
provided will apply—but we may prevent in future 
occurrences of a like character, and of much more 
dangerous consequence. We may ‘prevent.the 
spreading of an evil which threatens the dearest 
interests of the nation; we may prevent even the 
repetition of insults and injuries, which, but for 
the want of the regulations now proposed, in all 
probability never-would have been offered. In my 
own opinion, the necessity for some Legislative 
provision upon this subject will force itself: upon 
this. Government with additional pressure, from 
year to year, until it can no longer be resisted. If 
foreign Ministersare to possess inthe United States 
an unbounded independence of all the tribunals 
of justice, while.the United States on their part 
are to be deprived of the ordinary means of self- 
defence, enjoyed and exercised by all other: Sov- 
ereigns, to check the abuse of. those formidable 
privileges, the course of events will, in my belief, 
at no very distant day, bring us into that unhappy 
dilemma which will leave no other alternative 
than to infringe the laws of nations or to- sacrifice 
our Constitution—to commit violent outrage upon 
the rights of others, or to make a dastardly sur- 
render of our own. oe oe ezi 

Mr. President, I ask your forgiveness, and that 
of the Senate, for having trespassed so long.on 
your and their indulgence. They have now be- 
fore them the principles and the motives on which 
the bill was first introduced: it is for them to de- 
termine on their justice and propriety. Should 
they think that my feelings or prejudices. have 
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' exaggerated the evil for which I am sincerely seek- 


ing a remedy, or that the remedy itself is liable to. 


insuperable objections; they. will at:once dismiss 
the subject from their deliberations: Should they 
on the other hand consider the principle of the 
bill as admissible, they will fashion its-details at 
their pleasure. To their decision, whatever it may 
be; I shall cheerfully’ submit, with the full còn- 
vietion that it will be dictated by a pure and en- 
lightened regard to the honor and welfare of our 
country. Be 

The amendment was adopted, and the bill or- 
dered'to a third reading. 


; Tuespay, March 4. 
` Agreeably to notice given on Friday last, Mr. 
Logan. asked and obtained leave to bring ina bill 
to incorporate a National Academy, and the bill 
was read,.and ordered to the second reading. 
Mr. Brapwey, from the committee to whom 
was referred, on the second day of December last, 
the bill, entitled “An act supplementary to the 


act, entitled ‘An act regulating the grants of land |. 


appropriated for the refugees from the British Pro- 
vinces of Canada and Nova Scotia,” made re- 
port; which was read, and ordered to lie for 
consideration. : 

Mr. Smita, of Vermont, presented the petition 
of Samuel Harrison, agent for the heirs of Captain 
Jonathan Carver, praying for the recognition of an 
Indian deed, fora tract of land ‘near St. Anthony’s 
Falls, on the Mississippi; and the petition was 
read, and referred to Messrs. Smit of Vermont, 
Batpwin, and: Smirx of Ohio, to consider and 
report thereon. f j 

The Senate resumed the consideration of: the 
motion made on the 13th day of February last, 
that it be 

Resolved, That, from’and after the —— day of — 
next, it shall not be lawful to import into the United 
States on board any ‘foreign ship, any goods, wares, 
or merchandise, other than such as are the growth, pro- 
duce, or manufacture, of the nation to which such 
foreign ship shall belong, except on board the ships 
ofsuch foreign nations who admit the importation into 
their ports of goods, although they are not the growth, 
produce, or manufacture of the United States, in -the 
ships or vessels of the United States... 

And having adopted the resolution, 

Ordered, That Messrs. Smitu of Maryland, 
Apvams, and Batpwin, be the committee to bring 
ina bill accordingly. i 

The bill, entitled “An act declaring the town 
of Jersey, in the State of New Jersey, to be a port 
of delivery, and for erecting a light-house on 
Wood Island, or Fletcher’s Neck, in the State of 
Massachusetts,” was read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. Baxowin, from the committee to whom 
were yesterday referred the amendments of the 
House of Representatives to the amendments of 
the Senate, to the bill, entitled “An act to extend 
jurisdiction in certain cases to State judges and 
State courts,” made report.. Whereupon, . 

Resolved, That the Senate agree to the said 
amendments to their amendments. 


9th Con. —6 


`| the United States,” so as to read, “ whic 


The bill, entitled “An -act for the relief of the. 
Governor, Judges, and Secretary, of the Indiana. 
Territory,” was read the third time and further 
amended. AES 

The Senate resumed the: third reading of the: 
bill for the punishment of counterfeiting the car- 
rent coin of the United States, and for other pür- 
poses. And,on the question to amend this.clatse 
of the first section: “which by law now are, or 
hereafter shall be, made current as money wiria 5 

by law: 
now are, or hereafter shall be made. current, or. 
be in actual use and circulation as money within 
the United States:” it was determined in the af- 
firmative—yeas 19, nays 9, as follows: l 

Yeas—Messrs. Adair, Baldwin, Bayard,. Bradley, 
Gilman, Hillhouse, Howland, Logan, Maclay; Moore, 
Plumer; Smith of Ohio, Smith of Tennessee, Smith 
of Vermont, Stone, Thruston, Turner, White, and 
Worthington. . : 

Naxs—Messrs: Adams, Anderson, Condit, Gaillard; 
Mitchill, Pickering, Smith of Maryland, Smith of New 
York, and Tracy. a 

And the bill having been further amended, on 
the question, Shall this bill pass ? it was determin- 
ed in the affirmative—yeas 22, nays 4 as follows: 

Yzuas—Messrs, Adair, Baldwin, Bayard, Bradley, : 
Gaillard, Gilman, Hillhouse, Howland, Kitchel, Logan, 
Maclay, Moore, Pickering, Plumer, Smith of New 
York, Smith of Ohio, Smith of Tennessee, Smith of. 
Vermont, Stone, Thruston, Turner, and Worthington. | 

Naxs—Messrs. Adams, Condit, Mitchill, and Smith ` 
of Maryland. E 

So it was Resolved, That this bill pass, that 
it be engrossed, and that the title thereof be “An 
act for the punishment of counterfeiting the cur- 
rent coin of the*United States, and for other 
purposes.” 

Mr. Suita, of Ohio, gave notice that he should: 
ask leave to bring in a bill to explain the first sec- . 
tion of an act, entitled “An act to divide the In~. 
diana Territory into two separate governments... 

The bill to authorize the State of Tennessee to 
issue grants and perfect titles to certain lands 
therein described, and to settle the claims to the 
vacant and unappropriated lands within the same, 
was read the second time. 


Wepnezspay, March 5, 

Mr. Mitcntuu, from the committee to whom 
was referred, on the 28th February, the bill, enti- 
tled “An act for the relief of Peter Landais,” re- 
ported it without amendment. l 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the committee to whom 
was referred, on the 27th of February, the bill) 
entitled “An act enabling the President of the 
United States to make restitution to the Govern- 
ment of Denmark, for the capture and condem- 
nation of the Danish brigantine called the Henrick, 
and her cargo,” reported it with amendment. 

The bill to authorize the State of Tennessee to 
issue grants and perfect titles to, certain lands. 
therein described, and to settle the claims tothe 
vacant and unappropriated lands within thesame, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
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and, on motion, it was agreed that the further con- 
sideration thereof be postponed until to-morrow. 


Fhe bill to incorporatea National Academy was 
read the second time, and referred to Messrs. Lo- 
GAN, MITOHILL, and Apams, to consider and re- | ? 


port thereon. 

~ Agreeably to notice given yesterday, Mr. Suita 
of Ohio asked and obtained leave to bring ina bill 
to.explain the fifth section of an act, entitled “An 
act to divide the Indiana Territory into two sep- 
arate governments,” and the bill was read, and 
ordered ‘to the second reading. > 

.Conformably to the order of the day, the Senate 
took into consideration the report of the committee 
on additional fortifications to the harbor of New 
York; and, after debate, the further consideration 
of this report was postponed. 

The bill to prevent the abuse of the privileges 
and immunities enjoyed by foreign Ministers 
within the United States, was. read the third 
time; and, after debate, the Senate adjourned. 


Tuorspay, March 6. 

“Mr. Logan, from the committee to whom was 
referred,,on the 5th instant, the bill to incorporate 
a National Academy, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

~The bill, entitled “An act for establishing rules 


and articles for the Government of the armies of 


the United States,” was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and the amendments report- 
ed by the select committee having been adopted, 
the bill was reported to the House accordingly. 

Ordered, That it pass to the third reading as 
amended. . 

` The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill to authorize the State of Tennessee to issue 
grants.and perfect titles to certain lands therein 


‘described, and to settle the claims to the vacant. 


and unappropriated lands within the same, as in 
Committee of the Whole; and the bill having 


been amended, the further consideration thereof 


was postponed till to-morrow. 

‘Mr. Sttrra of Maryland, from the committee 
appointed to consider the resolution of 12th Feb- 
ruary on the subject, reported the following bill, 
which was read and passed to a second reading: 
A Bill for the encouragement of the shipping and naviga- 

tion of the United States. 

Be it enacted, §c., That, from and after the day 
of next, no goods, wares, or merchandise, shall be 
imported in any foreign ship or vessel into the United 
States, or the territories thereof, other than goods, 
wares, and merchandise, of the growth, produce, or 
manufacture of the nation to which such foreign ship 
or vessel shall belong, upon the penalty of the forfeiture 
of all such goods, wares, and merchandise, as shall be 
. imported, in any foreign ship or vessel, contrary to the 
true intent and meaning hereof, as also of the ship or 
vessel in which they shall be imported, and of all her 
tackle, furniture, and apparel, to be disposed of con- 
formably to the ninety-first section of the act to regu- 


late the collection of duties on imports and tonnage,. 


passed the second day of March, one thousand seven 
hundred and ninety-one. Provided always, That this 


prohibition ‘shall not extend to the ships or vessels of 


any foreign nation, which admits into its ports theim- 
portation, in ships or vessels of the United States, of 
goods, wares, and merchandise, not being the growth, 
produce, or manufacture, of the United States: . And 
rovided also, That any forfeiture which may be incur- 
red by virtue of this act, may be. mitigated or remitted 
in the manner prescribed: by the-act to provide. for miti- 
gating or remitting the forfeitures, penalties, and disa- 
bilities, accruing in. certain cases therein mentioned, 
passed third March, one thousand seven hundred and 
ninety-seven, and made perpetual by an act passed 
eleventh February, one thousand eight hundred. 


Mr. WortuinatTon submitted .the following 
motion, which was read, and ordered to lie for 
consideration : 

Resolved, That, in order better to provide for the de- 
fence of the Territory of Orleans, a tract of land, not 
exceeding in any case acres, to be located out of 
a tract of land not exceeding two millions of acres, to 
be surveyed between the Achafalaya, the Red river, 
and a meridian line passing by the fort at Natchitoches, 
shall be given, free of all expenses, other than those 


of survey expenses and office fees, to every citizen of ' 


the United States above twenty-one years of age, and 
not at present residing either in said Territory or in 
the Mississippi Territory, who shall, before the —— 
day of next, become. an actual settler on such 
tract, and shall actually improve, and continue to cul- 
tivate and reside on the same years thereafter ; on 


condition, that such actual settler, and his sons, above - 
the age of eighteen years, at any time or times, during . 


the said period of years, be liable to be called into. 
service for the defence of the said’ Territories of Or- 
leans and Mississippi, and under obligation, during the 
said period, to continue in such service for any length 
of time which may be necessary. : ` 

The motion made on the 27th of February, for 
prinring — copies of the Constitution of the 

nited States, was resumed and the further con- 
sideration thereof postponed, 

The Senate, resumed the consideration of the 
amendments reported to the bill, entitled “An act 
enabling the President of the United States to 
make restitution to the Government. of Denmark 
for the capture and condemnation of the Danish 
brigantine called the Henrick, and her cargo,”.as 
in Committee of the Whole; and the amendments 
having been adopted, the bill was reported to the 
House accordingly. ; 

Ordered, That it pass to the third reading as 
amended. ae 

The Senate took into. consideration the bill, 
entitled “An act for the relief of Peter Landais,” 
asin Committee of the Whole; and, after progress, 
adjourned. . 


Frivay, March 7. 


Ordered, That the third resolution, reported by 
the committee on the 5th February last, prohibit- 
ing the importation of certain goods, wares, and 
merchandise, from Great Britain and her depen- 
dencies, be the order of the day for Monday next. 

The bill to explain the fifth section of an‘act, 
entitled “An act to divide the Indiana Territory 
into two separate governments,” was read the 
second time. ; 
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Ordered, That this bill pass to a third reading. 
Mr. Anverson, from the. committee to whom 
was referred, on the 26th February last, the bill, 
entitled “An act to amend an act, entitled ‘An act. 
concerning the: library for the use of both Houses 
of Congress,” reported it without amendment. 
The Senate resumed the consideration. of the 
pill, entitled “An act for the relief of Peter Lan- 
dais,” as in Committee of the Whole; and the 
bill having been reported to the House without 
amendment, it was ordered to.the third reading. 
Ordered, That the bill to authorize the State 
of. Tennessee to issue grants, and. perfect titles to 
certain lands therein described, and to settle the 
claims to the vacant and unappropriated lands 
‘within the same, be the order of the day for Mon~ 
day next. . 
The bill for the encouragement of the shipping 
and navigation of the United States was read the 
second time, and ordered to. the third reading. 
Mr. Baupwin, from the committee appointed 
January 13, on the petitionsof Benjamin Hichborne 
` and others, asked and obtained leave to bring-in a 


bill to carry into effect the provisions of the eighth | 


section of the act regulating the grants of land, 
and providing for the disposal of the lands of the 
United States south of the State of Tennessee; 
and the bill was read, and ordered to the second 
reading. | - i i i 

Mr. Hittwovse presented the memorial and 
representation of Johan Chester, late supervisor of 
the revenue of the United States. for the Connec- 
ticut district, stating that he made considerable 
disbursements, and. performed various services 
prior-and subsequent to his being in office, whereby 
-great addition of revenue accrued to. the United 
States, and praying. an equitable remuneration 
therefor; andthe memorial was read, and referred | 
to the Secretary for the Department of the Trea- 
sury to consider and report thereon. 


PRIVILEGES OF FOREIGN MINISTERS. 


The Senate resumed the third reading of the 
bill to prevent the abuse of the privileges and im- 
munities enjoyed by foreign Ministers. within the 
United States, Pa ot 

A motion’ was made to strike out the first, sec- 
ond, and third sections of the bill. Whereupon, 
a division of the question was called for; and on 
the question to strike out the first section, it was 
determined in the affirmative—yeas 23, nays 7, as 
follows: 

Yeas—Messrs. Adair, Anderson, Baldwin, Bayard, 
Bradley, Condit, Gaillard, Gilman, Hillhouse, Howland, 
Kitchel, Logan, Maclay, Moore, : Pickering, Smith of 
Maryland, Smith of Ohio, Smith of Tennessee, Smith of 
Vermont, Stone, Sumter, Thruston, and White. 

Naxs—Messrs. Adams, Mitchill, Plumer, Smith, of 
New. York, Tracy, Turner, and Worthington. 

And.on the question to strike out the second 
section of the. bill, it was determined in the af- 
firmative—yeas 21, nays 9. as follows: i 

Yras—Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Bayard, Bradley, 
Condit, Gaillard, Gilman, Hillhouse, Howland, Kitchel, 
Logan, Maclay, Moore, Pickering, Smith of Maryland, 
Smith of Ohio, Smith of Tennessee, Smith of Ver- 
mont, Stone, Sumter, and Thruston. 


Nays — Messis, Adair, Adams, Mitchill,.. Plumer, 
Smith, of. New York, Tracy, Turner, White, and. 
Worthington. ` 7 f a oe 

And on the question to strike out the third» 
section of the bill, it was determined inthe affirm. . 
ative—yeas 27, nays 3, as follows: = oo ig” 

Yeas—Messrs. Adair, Adams, Anderson, Baldwin,.. 
Bayard, Bradley, Condit, Gaillard, Gilman, Hillhonse, ; 
Howland, Kitchel, Logan, Maclay, Moore,,.Pickering,.. 
Plumer, Smith of Maryland, Smith of New. York, 
Smith of Ohio, Smith of Tennessee, Smith of Vermont, 
Stone, Sumter, Thruston, Turner, and White. -` 

Naxs—Messrs. Mitchill, Tracy, and Worthington. 

And the bill having been further amended; on 
the question. Shall. this bill. pass? it was- deters: 
mined in the negative—yeas 4, nays 24, as. fol- 
lows: í fot 

Yxss—Messrs. Adams, Plumer, Smith of Ohio, and- 
Thruston. i ? foo 

WNaxs—Messrs. Adair, Anderson, Baldwin, Bayard,’ 
Bradley, Condit, Gaillard, Gilman, Hillhouse, Howland, . 
Kitchel,’Logan, Maclay, Moore, Pickering, Smith of New 
York, Smith of Tennessee, Smith of Vermont, Stone, 
Sumter, Tracy, Turner, White, and Worthington. < 

So the bill was lost. vad 


a > -Mownpay, March 10, eY 
Mr. Liocan presented the memorial of Philip 
Nicklin and Robert Eaglesfield Griffith, stating,” 
that, in the year 1797, they, with divers other” 
merchants of Philadelphia, were owners of the: 
ship New Jersey and her cargo, in a joint adven- 
ture from the port of Philadelphia to Canton, in 
China. That, on hér return home, the said ship 
and cargo were captured by a French privateer, 
and condemned in Hispaniola in the Island of St 
Domingo, From which decree of condemnation ` 
appeal-was duly entered; but that, in prosecuting: 
the said appeal, their hopes of restitution “were 
blighted by a fatal interposition of General Arm: 
strong, the Minister Plenipotentiary of the United’ 
States at Paris;” and that they therefore “confi-" 
dently believe that they shall not be disappointed’ 
in their expectations of indemnity from the yir- 
tuous and liberal. Government which employed. 
him ;” and the memorial was read. : eth 
The Presivent laid before the Senate, from the: 
Secretary for the Department of the Treasury,‘a 
statement of the emoluments of the officers em- 
ployed in the collection of the customs for the year 
1805; which was read, and ordered to lie for con- 
sideration. © ` ‘ qs 
Mr. Bayarp, from the committee to whom was- 


referred, on the 28th of February last, the bill for 


the protection and indemnification of American 
seamen, reported, as.their opinion, that it is ad- 
visable to postpone to the next session of Congress. 
the further consideration of the bill, in order to’ 
afford an opportunity for further negotiation of the 
subject; and the report was adopted. ` 

Mr. Tracy, from the committee- to whom was- 
referred, on the 11th of February last, the bill, en- 
titled “An act to regulate and fix the compensations 
of the officers of the Senate and House.of Repre- 
sentatives,” reported amendments; which were 
read, and ordered to lie for consideration. 
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‘Mr. Tracy, from the committee to whom was 
referred, on the 21st of February last, the bill, en- 
titied “An act to incorporate the Trustees of the 
Presbyterian Congregation of Georgetown,” re- 
ported it without amendment. - ; 

The bill entitled “An act for establishing rules 
and articles for thé government of the armies of 
the United States,” -was read the third time; and 
aftër progress, the further consideration thereof 
was postponed. i 

, BRITISH AGGRESSIONS. 

The Sénate resumed the consideration of the 
third*resolution reported by the.commiitee, on the 
5th of February last, to whom was referred that 
part of the Message of the President of the United 
States, at the opening of the session, which relates 
to the spoliations of our commerce. ; 


Mr. S. Smrra.—Mr. President: The subject now: 


before'the ‘Senate is, the third resolution reported 
by your committee on that part of the Message 
which relates to British spoliations. The first 
resolution isa declaration of our neutral rights, 
and. has passed the Senate unanimously. The 
second requests: the President to send a special 
mission to Great Britain, to demand restoration 
of property unlawfully taken from our merchants, 
and, by a peaceful arrangement, to adjust all dif- 
ferences subsisting between that nation and the 
United States. The third is now before us. I 
will take leave to read it. 

3. Resolved, That it is expedient to prohibit, by law, 
the importation into the United States of any of the fol- 
lowing goods, wares, or merchandise, being the growth, 
produce, or manufactures of the United Kingdoms of 
Great Britain and Ireland, or the dependencies thereof, 
that is to say: woollens, linens, hats, nails, looking- 
glasses, rum, hardwares, slate, salt, coal, boots, shoes, 
ribbetis, silks, and plated and glass wares. The said 
prohibition to commence from the day of , 
unless, previously thereto, equitable arrangements shall 
be made: hetween the two Governments, on the differ- 
ences subsisting between them; and to continue until 
such arrangements shall be agreed upon and settled. 

“This resolution is intended, Mr. President, to 
afford aid to the negotiation recommended in the 
second... Without this aid, or something similar, I 
doubt whether Great Britain would not calculate, 
as heretofore, on an. indecisive character. in our 
Government—on its indisposition to lend any aid 
or protection to commerce; and reasoning thus, 
whether her Minister might not be induced to be- 
lieve that- he could-proceed in-safety tothe destruc- 


tion of every part of our commerce with her ene- |. 


mies and their dependencies... This measure, Mr: 


President, is called a-war measure. Is it so? -If 


itis, then does Great Britain maintain a constant 
‘war measure against the United States, for she, 
at at all times, prohibits the importation, into her 
ports, of every article manufactured within our 
country. She even prohibits our provisions from 
beingconsumed in her kingdoms, except when 
her wants compel her to admit them. If, then, 
she-has’set us the example, and has, by her laws, 
prohibited-every article of our manufacture from 
being admitted into her kingdoms, how can our 
prohibiting a part of her manufactures from being 


imported into the United States, be considered as 
a war measure? This measure is not intended 
to take effect immediately. The first of Novem- 
ber next is contemplated; which will give full 
time for negotiation, and for Great Britain to ree 
flect on her cruel and unprovoked conduct towards 
us—a conduct that has been highly reprobated in 


England—a conduct, that, when examined, has 


but too much the appearance of a determination 
to benefit by the plunder of our’property, without 
the authority of law, and directly contrary to the 


ublic sanction given to our neutral trade in a 
P i 


correspondence held between Lord Hawkesbury 
and Mr. King, in 1801. 

. Some gentlemen, anxious to defeat this meas- 
ure, are attempting to create a difference between 
the agricultural.and commercial interest. Such 
conduct is unworthy of the statesman.. The one 
is absolutely necessary to the other. I will not, 
Mr. President, discuss a subject so self-evident. I 
will only remark, that, should this proposition 
prevail, it will be more severely felt by the mer- 
chantthanthefarmer. The latter can live within 
his own means; the merchant depends upon.his 
commerce for support; and om this ground, I had 


expected that the opposition would, and might, 


with some reason, be given.- I believe, however, 
that the merchants of our country will never be 
found less ready to make sacrifices for the general 
good, than their fellow-citizens.. Gentlemen call 
the. trade pursued by our merchants a carryin 

trade. This is.not correct. There is a wide dif- 
ference between the carrying trade and our neu- 
tralcommerce. The carrying trade is, when ships 
are employed in carrying, for a freight, the prop- 
erty of others. In this trade the Dutch were en- 
gaged in carrying the produce of the French col- 
onies to the mother country, in 1756, on account 
of the French planter and merchant, in which 
they were certainly sanctioned by their existing 
treaty with Great Britain, which fully stipulated 
their right to be carriers in. such case. The Brit- 
ish, however, seized their.ships. The neutral trade, 
is that which we pursue, to wit: our ships are 
laden, for our own account, in the French; Span- 
ish, and Dutch colonies, in which no foreigner 
has any concern. This is. the trade which we 
claim as a right, in time of. war as well as. peace, 
when permitted by the nations to which such col- 
onies belong. . If any of our ships-are found carry- 
ing the property of the enemies of Great Britain, 


let them be punished, we mean not to.defend 


them. . i 
A firm friendship on the part of the United 


States, is- desirable with all nations—-with.none. 


more than with Great Britain: :We'can -be mu- 
tually useful to each other. -Our usefulness to her 
is self-evident. Her friendship to us would tend 
greatly to our happiness and peace as a nation, 
and could in no manner operate ‘to her injury. A 
mutual good understanding appears.to me so ne- 
cessary to Great Britain, that no trifling consid- 
eration ought to induce her to disturb it. Permit 
me to inquire what are the benefits which result 
to that nation from our commerce? I have before 
me the report. of the Secretary of the Treasury, 


| 
| 
| 
i 
i 
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calculated on an average of three years, by which 
I observe that the United States import annually 
from all the world, to the amount of: seventy-five 
millions of dollars, of which thirty-six millions 
are imported from Great Britain and her depend- 
encies ; twenty-seven millions four hundred thou- 
sand dollars thereof being actually of the articles 
“manufactured in Great Britain. Of the’seventy- 
five millions, (our total imports,) twenty-eight 
“millions are articles re-exported, so that the true 
amount of importation, for our own consump- 
tion, can only be estimated at forty-seven millions. 
“Of this forty-seven millions I am convinced, from 
the Secretary’s report, that at least thirty-millions 
are imported from Great- Britain and her depend- 
encies, and consumed by our citizens. The total 
amount of exports of the native products of the 


United States is near forty millions of dollars, of 
which twenty millions of dollars are exported to’ 


‘Great. Britain and‘her dominions. Out of this 
sum not more than fifteen millions of dollars can 


‘be considered as a regular export for the use of 


-Great Britain and her colonies. For instance, 


“the report of the ‘Secretary states the value of to- 
bacco exported to Great Britain, on the average 
of three years, at three million two hundred 
and ‘twenty thousand dollars, when, I believe, it 
“will be admitted that not more than fourteen thou-' 
-sand hogsheads are estimated as her annual con- 
“sumption. Ships laden with tobacco, although 
‘they clear:out for’England, in many instances 


„only call there for orders,-and proceed to the ports 


-on the continent for the sale of their cargoes. Pro- 
‘visions; which can only be admitted into’ Great 
‘Britain in times. of real scarcity, cannot be con- 


‘sidered .as an export to her which may at all 


-times be calculated upon. Their amount in the 
‘Secretary’s report, is ‘stated at two millions one 
‘hundred and ‘sixty thousand. On this subject I 
It-is this: that 
‘our exports are estimated at their present prices. 
On a return of peace those ‘prices cannot ‘be ex- 
“pected, whereas: the price of the goods imported 
will continue at least as high as they now are. 
‘From this view of ‘the subject and I believe it 
correct, it:will appear that the United States im- 
-port from Great Britain and her possessions, near- 
dy one-half-the amount of her total imports, near 
‘two-thirds of all that we import for our own use 
-and consumption, and that Great Britain and her 


-will make one other- observation. 


‘dependencies do not consume of our products more 


‘than one-half of the amount of what we import 


‘from her. By the same report it will be seen 


‘that Great Britain exports to the United States 
“of her manufactures twenty-seven millions four 
hundred thousand dollars, and consumes only nine 
millions independent of her colonies; and. deduct- 


ing, as before stated, for tobacco not used, and 


provisions only admitted in times of scarcity. To 
make up the balance. which we are thus indebted 


to Great Britain, our merchants are compelled 
‘to-exercise their talents and ‘their ‘enterprise ‘in 


under the pretext of new principles, heretofore 
unknown to them. And yet, Mr. President, with 
all their industry the balance of trade’appears D 

the Secretary’s report to be against the United 
States. ‘The Secretary has assigned sound’ réa~ 
sons to show how this deficiency stated. by ‘him, 
of seven millions against the United States, may 
be accounted for. “He might have added; that the 
plunder committed on us by‘the belligerents had 
essentially contributed to create that balance. He 
might, with truth, have said, that the seizure and 
unlawful condemnation of the ships and cargoes 
of citizens of the United States by the Powers at 
war, had added at least six millions of dollars, in 
the three years, towards creating that heavy: ap- 
parent balance of trade:against our country. But 
for those depredations, the balance would'certain- 
ly have been much less. But, Mr. President, are 
those the only advantages arising from our trade 
to Great Britain? No,sir; almost.all our money 
negotiations go through her merchants. "Ehe 
proceeds of a great part of the cargoes‘shipped 


from the United’ States to other countries‘are-or- 


dered to ‘Great Britain, and either go‘ to pay’ otir 
debts there, or are drawn from thence by bills of 
exchange, thus’ giving to Great Britain a great 
source of wéalth and employment. Mr. Prési- 
dent, we are in truth more useful to her than if 
we were again her colonies, forshe enjoys almost 
all the benefits resulting from our commerce, and 
incurs no expense in our protection. From'Cock’s 
statement, it appears that America imports from 
Great Britain one-quarter. of the manufactures 
which she exports. Foral these advantages, Mr. 
President, and surely they are important, ‘what 
return do we receive? We-ought to expect that 
which would be favorable. “We receive the re- 
verse. How Great Britain conducts herself. to- 
wards.us shall be a part of my present inquiry. ` 
Pending the last war between Great- Britain 
and France, the latter ordered her cruisers -to 
seize all goods, the manufactures of Great Britain, 
found on board the ships of neutrals, Great Bri- 
tain made this a pretext for levying a convoy 
duty of one half per cent. on goods exported from 
Great Britain to the nations of Europe, and-one 
percent. on similar goods when exported tothe 
United States. We asked nót their convoy, and 
seldom accepted it. If convoys however were 
given and aecepted, there was some reason why 
‘we should pay double as much as was paid by the 
Europeans, because the voyage was twice as long. 
We had every reason-to expect that we should be 
relieved from this imposition on a peace. We 
were-disappointed.. In 1802, the year of peace, it 
was changed by act of Parliament from a convoy 
duty, to a duty of exports, and thus was imposed 
upon us without any assignable reason double the 


‘duty, payable by any other nation. Great Britain, 


finding that we tamely submitted to this injury, 
did in 1803, by ‘an act of Parliament, levy a new 
duty on exports, in which she imposed ọn her 


goods exported to Europe a duty of one per centy 
and on goods exported to the United States'three 
‘per cent. By the first act we are charged double 
ithe duty paid by other nations, and by the second 


‘seeking other markets ; in doing which, in a fair 
and legal manner, and as sanctioned by Great 
Britain-in 1801, their ships'have been met by. the 
‘British cruisers, carried into port and condemned, 
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“we are compelled to pay.three times the amount 
of duty. paid by other Powers. It appears, by the 
report of the Secretary of State now before me, 
this tax raised a revenue from the United States 
of $532,727. I had stated on a former occasion 


that it amounted toa much greater sum; but I, 


had calculated that the duty had been charged on 
‘every article exported. The Secretary’s report 
ssays, it is not, and. yet I do believe. that our mer- 
chants pay on the amount of their invoices. On 
_ this subject I may be mistaken, and therefore take 
the Secretary’s report for my guide. ` It may here 
be proper to remark that Ireland .remonstrated 
against this export duty, and it was immediately 
taken off her linen. Ireland will complain loudly 
‚if you pass this resolution, and she will be heard. 
“On whom, Mr. President, does this half million 
fall? Not on the merchant... No, sir; he puts it 
on.the goods and:adds a reasonable profit thereto. 
‘The people of the United States are thus taxed to 
an.amount that would have caused a revolt, had 
Great Britain imposed it when we were Colonies. 
_| Independent—we fold our arms and tamely 
submit.. Had no new grievances occurred, Iin- 
-tended.to have proposed, at this session, the very 
measure now before the Senate, and. therefore 
“did call at the last session for the reports of the 
 Seerétaries of State and Treasury, which I have 
-referred to. This uawarrantable conduct I had 
‘considered of itself sufficient to induce a recrimi- 
mation, similar to the resolution now under. con- 
‘sideration. But to this, Great Britain has added 
_ other and more serious injuries, such as we have 
“declared in our first resolution to:be a “violation 
„of our neutral rights and an encroachment on our 
‘national independence.” She has assumed the 
principle that neutrals have no right toa trade 
with, her enemies in times of war, not permitted 
to.them in. times of peace. The Senate have 
„unanimously declared that this principle is unjust 
and contrary tothe law of nations. I have there- 
fore nö occasion to go into the consideration of 
this novel doctrine; it may however be proper to 
state some facts. In 1801, a decision was had in 
an. inferior court, bottomed on .this.doctrine; an 
appeal to:the superior court brought the case to 
the knowledge of our Minister, Mr. King ;-he im- 
¿mediately remonstrated against it, and after dis- 
.¢ussion, it-was admitted that it was not lawful to 
carry. the. doctrine to the extent claimed. Such 
“was the written opinion of the Attorney General 
of Great Britain. Ia. that opinion it was em- 
phatically stated that neutrals were authorized to 
trade freely from their own country toa bellig- 
-erent’s colony, (although such trade was not per- 
mitted in time of peace.) and from such. colony 
sback.to such neutral country, where the goods 
must- be landed and the duties paid, or.secured to 
-be paid, agreeably to law; that this act neutralized 
the property, and the goods might be re-shipped 
in.the. same vessel in which they were imported, 
or in any other ship, to any country. This opin- 
ion of the Attorney General was considered. by 
the merchants of the United States‘as-if it had 


nations. It was. their polar star, by which they 


conducted their commerce and regulated their 
conduct. 

A year of: peace, 1802, ensued. On the recom- 
mencement of hostilities in.1803, orders were is- 
sued to the commanders of the British. ships .of 
war, varying from those under which. they-had 
acted in 1801, unknown to our’ merchants—per- 
haps not understood by the officers to. whom they 
were dirccted—and not put in execution for two 
years—which authorized the capture of our ves- 
sels, although trading in exact. conformity. with 
the opinion of the British Attorney General, de- 
livered in 1801, and under the sanction whereof, 
our ships were, as was. conceived, navigating the 
seas in perfect security. What shall we call such 
conduct? May we not say that it was coiiduet 
wholly unworthy of a great and powerful nation ? 
Is it such conduct as can be approved by a people 
so. just as the people of Great Britain? No sir! 
It has been reprobated in England in terms so 
strong, and language so just. and proper, that it 
probably alarmed the Government. The book.I 
hold in my hand, called “ Warin Disguise,” was 
published immediately—a book, Mr. President, 
eminently calculated to seduce and deceive the 
good people of. England—a book written in a style 
so. seductive, that you are hurried along, and have 
scarcely time to examine or detect the misstate- 
ments it contains. It addresses itself to the preju- 
dices and feelings of the English nation, and may 
have had its effect there. ‘Nay, even,here I find 
some gentlemen have taken for truths, ‘assumed 
facts, and have attended, perhaps too much, with- 
out examining the facts, to the reasoning adduced 
therefrom, And yet, Mr. President, the American 
reader has full warning, for, in the thirty-seventh 
page, we are gravely told, that, the “frugal citi- 
‘zens of America make molasses, for the most 
‘ part, their substitute for sugar, and have learned, 
* from. habit, to prefer-it to the more- costly arti- 
‘ ele.” A story so.palpably false and foolish, ought 


-to induce .the reader to be. cautious.of placing 


much confidence in other assértions of the writer, 
especially where those assertions are calculated to 
injure the interest and honor of our country. 
The writer appears to have believed that our rev- 
enue laws, and those of Great Britain, were sim- 
ilar; and he has drawn his arguments, of course, 
from false premises. In page fifty-nine, he says: 
“On:the arrival of a. cargo destined: for exporta- 
‘ tion, they were allowed to land the goods, and 
‘even put them in private warehouses, without 
‘paying any part of the duties, and without any 
‘farther trouble than.that of giving a bond, with 
‘ condition, that, if the goods should not be re-ex- 
‘ ported, the duties should’ be paid.” Now, sir, 
everybody knows -this to be misstated. In Eng- 
land the merchant can enter. his goods for export- 
ation, and land the same; in the United States 
he cannot. . If landed-.at all; they must :pay, or 


‘secure the payment of, the duties, im the ‘same 


manner asali importations are conducted. There 
are not two modes of entering goods that are to 


Any e be landed in-the United States. 
been. the act.of a convention between -the two | 


-In page sixty-one, the writer in the case of the 
Essex, Orne, says: “In this case was found án 
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‘ affidavit of the owner stating that the goods had 
‘been laden on board from stores in Salem, and 
‘that the duties were paid, or secured, according 
‘to law. Yet it afterwards appeared, on his own 
t admission, that he had only given the usual bond 
t on the entry of the cargo from Barcelona, which, 
‘we have seen, is a security to re-export, rather 
‘than to pay duties on the cargo, and which had 
‘accordingly been cancelled on the re-exporta- 
t tion.” No sir! we have seen nosuch thing. No 
such bond could be taken under our laws. Nosuch 
bond, I will venture to assert, has ever been taken, 
and this the writer might have known, for a cer- 
tified extract of our law, on that particular case, 
of our practice under the law, was sent from the 
Department of State to Great Britain, to meet 
this very case. In page sixty-two, he proceeds 
with the same error, thus: “ When it was found 
‘that the duties had been secured, not in a way 
“applicable to goods meant to be sold in America, 
‘but in a mode devised for the special conveni- 
t ence.of importers intending re-exportation, the 
‘suspicion that the claimant. originally meant to 
‘continue the voyage, as he eventually did, was 
‘obviously strengthened, if not absolutely con- 
t firmed.” It is not: true, Mr. President, that any 
new mode had been devised for the special con- 
venience of importers intending a re-exportation. 
The mode practised now, is the same that has 
been invariably practised in the custom-houses. 
I never have known any other. I will state the 
practice, under the laws, for the information of 
gentlemen who may not have turned their atten- 
tion to the subject: On the arrival of a vessel in 
any of the ports.of the United States, the master 
presetits himself at the custom-house, and deliv- 
ers to the collector a manifest of the cargo. In 
that manifest, if the cargo is intended for re-ex- 
portation, it is so declared ;° in which case, an in- 
spector remains on board such vessel until she 
departs ; no part of the cargo, so declared for ex- 
portation; can be. landed; no bond. for duties is 
taken, nor any other bond, except one conditioned 
that no part of such cargo shall be landed within 
the United States. Few vessels make use, (in 
times of war,) of this privilege, except those which 
come from a neutral country, or from the posses- 
sions of Great Britain. Those merchants who 
are acquainted with the British system, and whose 
vessels arrive in our ports from the country of an 
enemy of Great Britain, always discharge their 
cargoes; secure, or pay the duty, and sell, or re- 
ship the same, agreeably to ourlaws. Their own 
interest compels them to it; for, if they do not 
discharge such cargoes, they cannot procure in- 
‚surance under three,-four, or five times the usual 
premium. Of course, no man would beso devoid 
of.common: sense as to pay thousands of dollars 
for insurance, when the same number of hun- 
dreds would pay all expenses of landing, and the 
transit duty of three anda half percent. on the 
amountof-duty to the United States. It is, there- 
fore, idle to-suppose, (as. charged’ by. this writer, 
and as believed by the ignorant,) that any eva- 
sions in this way would be‘attempted. The mer- 
chant understands his interest too well: to commit 


such an aet of folly. I thinkit, however, not im- 
probable that a few vessels that had sailed ‘inthe 
year of peace, 1802, and returned in 1803, might 
have proceeded to Europe without landing their 
cargoes. But, Mr. President, when a cargo ar- 
rives which is intendéd for sale, or to be landed 
for any other. purpose, there is but one mode of 
acting. The owner enters his goods at the eus~ 
tom-house, and gives bond with sufficient security, 
or pays the duties agreeably to law, and puts the 
goods into his own stores. If he sells-them ‘toa. 
person who means to export, or intends to export 
them himself, a declaration thereof is made at the 
custom-house, and the goods are shipped under 
the inspection of the proper officers. When on 
board, the owner and master give bond that such 
goods shall not be relanded within the United 
States, which bond is cancelled on certificates . 
being preduced from our consul, at the port of 
delivery, that such eargo has been landed in such 
port. Debentures for drawback of duties on goods 
so exported are granted by the collector, made pay- 
able on the same days on which the bonds given 
for the duty inward shall become due, which de- 
bentures are transferable, but are not payable until 
the bonds on which they are issued shall be- paid. 
This has been our uniform law and practice, and 
not made, for a convenience, to answer present 
purposes. The writer of “War in Disguise,” -as 
already observed, has taken his premises from 
English law, and not from our laws; hehas, there- 
fore, reasoned on false premises, has probably de- 
ceived -himself, and certainly has deceived others. 
The book, Mr. President, is filled with misstate- 
ments of our laws and practises under them ; but 
I cannot presume on the patience of the Senate 
to take up their time-in detecting every error. 
The writer has assumed for fact, that there must 
bea great deal of Dutch, French, and Spanish 
property collusively covered by the American 
merchants; for he says: “ Where can Ametica 
‘have found a capital, or credit, adequate to the 
t vast magnitude of her presentinvestments? By 
‘what means could these new merchants ‘of the 
‘ United States be able to purchase all the-costly 
t exports of the Spanish colonies ?” &e., &c. Nay, 
Mr. President, I have heard a gentleman in anoth- 
er body triumphantly ask: “Where have these 
merchants found ‘capital to carry on the trade of 
the world?” Mr. President, a stranger travelling 
in South Carolina and Georgia, might with equal 
propriety ask: “ Whence has arisen the immense 
wealth Inowsee?” But afew years past, and 
your planters were not more rich than their neigh- 
bors. Now they abound in wealth. The answer 
would be easy. We have adopted a new article 
of agriculture; our climate and soil is found proper 
for cotton; we cultivate that valuable article, and 
it has yielded great profit. The merchant has his 
answer as ready, to wit: There has been a war of 
more than twelve years in Europe ; our country 
has been neutral, which has given us new seas to 
navigate, and new sources of commerce to-pur- 
sue. We have pursued them with effect, and ou. 
capital has kept pace with our views, thus ex- 
tended by our peculiarly fortunate situation. But, 
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-sir, how-is our commerce carried on? Whence 
our means? It is conducted, Mr. President, with 
few exceptions, not more than a drop-in the ocean, 
by American citizens, for their account only, and 
noton account of foreigners. In addition to the 
capital of the merchants, there is a bank capital 
in the United States of at least fifty millions of 
dollars, very little of which is owned by the active 
and enterprising merchants, from which they de- 
rive great advantages. But, sir, this trade to the 
Spanish and French colonies in the West Indies, 
and- on the Main, is carried on with very little 
‘American capital. The German merchants ex- 
“port -to the United States annually, tothe amount 
of seven millions, in goods peculiarly adapted to 
the trade and taste of the colonies of Spain and 
France. Those goods are generally sold at six 
months’ and at eight: months’ credit. Cargoes 
proper for those markets are made up principally 
of such goods, assorted with large quantities of 
British manufactures, purchased ata similar cred- 
it; some claret, flour, and salted provisions. The 
returns for such cargoes are made in sugar and 
coffee, which may fairly be expected to arrive in 
‘three, four, or five months; of course in full time 
to meet ‘the payment of the goods purchased ona 
credit. It-will beseen, Mr. President, by this view, 
and it is correct, that the West India trade may be, 
and in most cases actually is, carried. on, with 
every little of the active capital of our merchants. 
The trade to theIsle of France is carried on also, 
-in part, by a credit obtained on English goods, 
„which are found to have answered that market. 
LT have known one cargo go to thatisland, of Brit- 
-ish manufactures, which cost in London £10,000, 
sand which was sold immediately. Cargoes of 
such goods, assorted with flour, salted provisions, 
‘French wines, and some specie, enable your mer- 
“chants to bring back cargoes of coffee in time to 
meet the payment of goods bought on credit, and 
, therefore does not require all the capital that might 
be supposed. by those who are unacquainted with 
the commerce. The trade to Batavia is carried 
-on with British goods, to a considerable amount, 
obtained also:on long credit ; flour, wines, opium, 
-batiron, coal; and dollars. This trade, which 
- has-been considerable, does require active capital, 
which those merchants employed in it are well 
‘known to be sufficiently wealthy to supply. .I do 
not believe that one dollar of Dutch, Spanish, or 
.Freneh capital is employed therein. Our com- 
merce to: Mocha, Muscat, China, and other native 
countries in the East, requires capital. But, Mr. 
President, to what does this trade'amount, for the 
conducting of which, it is asserted at home and 
„abroad, the American merchants cannot find cap- 
ital? Why, sir,only twenty-eight millions of dol- 
Jars! let gentlemen judge for themselves. 1 pray 
-them to look at the Treasury report, It will be 
“there seen that our exports to all parts of the 
„world is sixty-eight millions; of which amount, 
twenty-eight millions only are articles of foreign 
-prodace and manufacture. It is then twenty- 
eight millions of commerce beyond our own pro- 
-duce and consumption, that we are asked, “ Where 
do these merchants find capital to carry on ® Gra- 


cious God! Mr. President. where ‘can’ that man 
have lived in America who would‘ask such a 
question? Let gentlemen look at.'the report of 
the tonnage of the United States now laid on 
your table; they will find (with a small addition 
for unregistered vessels, not included,) that the 
citizens of the United States own 1,200,000 tons 
of shipping. Allow each ton to be worth fifty 
dollars, (and this is less than the value,) and the 
vessels of the United States may be estimated at 
sixty millions of dollars. Admit that each owner 
has only capital equal to the value. of his ship, 
(and surély no person will deny us this,) and 
there would be active capital in the hands of the 
American ship-owners alone, nearly equal to the 
whole amount of the annual export trade of the 
United States, without the aid of the fifty mil- 
lions of bank capital, or the other facilities that I 
have mentioned. The truth is, Mr. President, 


‘that where there is collusive trade, it will be found 


almost invariably to be for the account of British 
subjects, and not for the account of their enemies ; 
but unimportant in either case—the amount not 
worth mentioning. The charge of Americans 
covering of property is a mere pretext, made by 
the British, for condemning our vessels. From 
this view of our commerce, it will be seen that 
our merchants vend large quantities of the manu- 
factures of Great Britain ‘to her enemies—I . be- 
lieve tothe amount of four millions—and_ they 
receive in payment coffee and sugar; that in the 
transportation. thereof to Europe, to raise the 
means to pay for those very goods, she authorizes 
the seizure thereof by her cruisers, and thus plun- 
ders our merchants whilst in a trade declared fair 
and lawful by her own Government in 1801. 
Suppose, Mr. President, that we should submit 
to this new principle of Great Britain, will not 
France assume the same? It must certainly be 
expected. Great Britain does not, in times of 
peace, permit American vessels to trade to her 
West India islands. France may say, as Britain 
does: “Nor will I permit it in time of war!” 
What would:be the consequence? We should 
be prevented from supplying the British islands 
with our produce to the annual amount of six 
millions of dollars. Great Britain would lose the 
sale of their rum to us, to the amount of $2,440,000, 
and her colonies would suffer greatly for the want 
of a regular and cheap supply. Iam confident, 


sir, that. Great Britain would suffer more, were 


both nations to enforce this new principle, than 
France. _The latter- has.but two small islands to 
supply ; England has all her own vast posses- 
sions, and all the important Dutch colonies, which 
they would have to provide for, if our cheap and 
easy manner of supplying them was prevented. 

_ But, sir, it is asked, what advantage is this neu- 
tral trade to the nation? It gives, Mr. President, 
employment to an immense number of vessels, it 
employsa large capital, it gives wealth, (of course, 
strength,) to the nation, and it gives $850,000 of 
a net revenue to the 'Breasury, as stated. by the 
Secretary—being the only part of our revenue 
system which .is not paid by the.-people of the 
United States. They’ pay no.part thereof, For 
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myself, I am convinced that the neutral -trade of 
the United States pays one and a half millions in- 
to the Treasury, and this, I verily believe, will be 
proved by tHe difference of revenue on the return 
of peace, when other nations can trade as well as 
Wwe can. -o o. : 

I have, Mr. President, thus taken a short view 
of the injuries offered to the United States in the 
unjust seizure of their property by order of the 
Government of Great Britain, and in the imposi- 
tion of higher duties on goods exported by her. to 
the United States than hese ‘imposed on similar 
goods exported to other nations. Ihave not taken 
notice of the outrageous insults committed by the 
officers of that Government on our national inde- 
pendence, by the impressing of our seamen into 
their navy, because that subject has already been 
ably discussed in the Senate during the present 
session. I cannot, however, forbear to observe, 
that even the author of“ War in Disguise,” (writ- 
ten, as it is believed, under the eye of the British 
Minister,) is compelled again to have recourse to 
British law to palliate this violent aggression on 
the liberty of our citizens, which he imposes on 
the English for the law of the United States. 
Every American will detect the error. Speaking of 

` British seamen in American employ, he says “but 
‘ when and how have these'sailors become Ameri- 
‘cans? By engaging in her service during the 
‘last and present war, and sometimes by obtaining 
f that formal naturalization, which is gratuitously 
‘ given, after they have sailed two years from an 
‘ American port.” A misstatement so gross, so 
devoid of fact, could deceive no American; it 


might an English reader; for “a foreign sailor’ 


‘ serving two years on board a British ship of war, 
‘becomes from that service a denizen of Great 
t Britain.” Not so in the United States; a for- 
eign sailor can become a citizen of the-United 
States in no other way than any other alien can. 
The trouble and difficulty of obtaining the rights 
of citizenship is such, that I verily believe there 
never has been ten foreign sailors ‘naturalized 
within the United States. I do not mean to in- 
clude herein such foreigners as have become offi- 
cers-in our merchant or naval service. : 

But why, it may be asked, does Great. Britain 
pursue a ‘system ‘apparently so injurious to her 
true interest, and so hostile to ours? The an- 
swer may be found, Mr. President, in the same 
book, page 71. “They (Americans) supplant or 
‘rival the British merchant throughout the conti- 
‘nent of Europe, and in all the markets of the 
‘Mediterranean ; they supplant even the manu- 
‘ factures of Manchester, Birmingham, and York- 
‘ shire ; for the looms and forges of Germany are 
‘rivalling us by the-ample supplies by the neutral 
‘(meaning American) flag to every partof the New 
“World.” Here, Mr. President, is shown the true 
cause of our growing ‘prosperity. Great Britain 
looks with a jealous, envious eye at our increased 
and increasing commerce; at the immense com- 
‘mercial tonnage of the United States. It is seen 
that we have capital equal to.our trade, and that 
we have superior enterprise, and intelligence not 
inferior to their merchants. Yes, sir, we do sup- 


plant (not rival) the British merchant: every- 


‘where where we can can meet him on equal terms. _ 


Yes, sir, we have set the looms of Germany to 
work, and with their labor do-we supply the New 
World. -Pass this resolution, Mr. President; and 


thelooms of Germany will be continued in motion 


after apeace. Let-the Irish nation: consider’ the 
effect. Let the: manufacturers of Great Britain 
look well.to the consequence of our once being 
diverted from the consumption -of their. goods, 
‘We may never again return. Let the West India 
planter look to our consumption of his-rum to the 
amount, annually, of $2,440,000, and let: him. re- 
collect that French brandy will answet every 
purpose. Pad 

Already, Mr. President, I am sensible that I 
have taken up too much of the time of the Sen- 
ate. The importance of the subject, will, I-hope, 
induce gentlemen to continue their further atten- 
tion, whilst I shall proceed ‘to consider the oper- 
ation of the resolution on our nation as. well-as 
on Great Britain. 1 am free to confess that ‘this 
resolution does, not go the length I was prepared 
to go; however, I have been induced, by the-rea- 
soning of gentlemen, to confine the prohibition to 
such goods as could be obtained in other coun- 
tries, or in our own, on. terms..nearly as cheap as 
those we now get them at from Great Britain. 
The argument used, that we ought to adoptno 
system that we could not, without. injury. to our- 
selves, perpetually maintain, had its influence an 
my mind, and probably will havea proper effect 
on Great Britain, It ought to have, for she well 


knows.the difficulty of drawing back a commerce 


after it has.taken another course. — . ate 

The first article in the resolution .now-under 
consideration, and the importation. whereof from 
Great Britain is proposed to be. prohibited, is. 

Woollens—On this article I shall make no other 
remark than that fine cloths. canbe :procured-in | 
France as cheap as they can now-be purchased 
in.London. : Perhaps gentlemen may. not-be wil- 
ling to prohibit the importation of coarse. wool- 
lens; if they should not, I will not oppose their 
wishes ; the quantity required..of coarse woollens 
could not easily, I believe, -be procured on.the 
continent. In many of the States the wants of 
ee people would be supplied by their own- in- 

ustry. 

Lineage important article can be procured 
in Germany as cheap as in Ireland. The British 
Government, it is true, give aid to that manufae- 
ture by a bounty on export of one penny halfpen- 
ny sterling for every yard under the cost of eigb- 
teen pence sterling, which make them come on 
terms something better to the consumer, but not 
much. It is our taste, it is the habit we have been 
in, of wearing Irish linens, that induces a prefer- 
ence. Other nations prefer German linens., So 
shall we, when, by this resolution, we are com- 
pelled to make use of them. A. short time to 
make the trial, and our taste may induce a con- 
tinuance: even after just arrangements ‘shall. be 


‘made with Great Britain. : Already a preference 


is given to‘German fine linens by those who wear 
them. No other nation except the British and 
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American, purchase Irish linens ; all others prefer 


the German and French linens. If you pass this 
resolution, her best customer -is lost to Ireland, 
-perhaps forever. I pray gentlemen to recollect 
“what I have already.stated, to wit: That Ireland, 
sensible that the.four:per cent. export duty laid on 
British goods to the United States, would be high- 
ly injurious to her, remonstrated against it.as de- 
structive of their interest, as an inducement which 
‘they feared, and with justice, would divert the 
Americansfrom the use of their linens. What was 
the consequence? An immediate repeal of that 
duty, so far as it related to linens. Will their re- 
monstrance be less strong when they find we have 
prohibited their importation altogether? Will 
they be less heard or attended to? Yes, sir, they 
will be heard, especially when they can say that 
this evil is brought on them ‘by an act of injus- 
tice on the part of the British Government to- 
wards us; and they will ably contribute their aid to 
obtain for us justice, agreeably to the well known 
Jaws.of nations. 


‘Rum—This expensive and destructive article 


-is consumed by the English and the citizens of 


the United States only. If the West India plan- 
ters lose our custom, they cannot find purchasers 
- elsewhere. We consume of that article, annually, 
torthe amount of $2,444,000. This enables the 
-planter to pay for his provisions for his family 
-and his slaves. Cut off this fund from him, and 
he will severely feel the loss. 
‘ticle among the most important proposed; it will 
cause that valuable class of people, the British 
colonists, to inquire into the dause ; they will find 
that'‘We have been cruelly oppressed, our prop- 
-erty unjustly-seized, and they will join their com- 
_ plaints to those.of Ireland ; they must be heard ; 
yes, Mr. President, they will be heard, when 
they tell the Minister that French brandy will 
_ soon supply the place of their rum; that when 
‘the Americans have once taken a taste for French 
brandy, they never may, and probably never will, 
return to the use’of theirrum. But, it is said, that 
-our revenue will suffer by prohibiting the import- 
ation of. this article. 
dent.. The law will not take effect until Novem- 
‘ber, and the révenue could not thereby be affected 
‘until May, 1807, when the last bonds for duties 
thereon would become due, before which time 
“prandies from Franee, Spain,and Italy, would be 
imported to meet the full amount of duties that 
might have been raised on rum, if the importa- 
tion had continued. The brandy of France and 
-Italy would be paid for by our tobacco, flour, and 
-rice; that of Spain by the two latter articles. 


Hardware—This article; as suited to our taste, 
we can procure in no other country than Great 
Britain. It was supposed, by our committee, that 
there were sufficient in the couatry for two years’ 
“gonsumption—before which time a general peace 
“would probably be made. oe 

Hats, nails, glassware, boots and shoes, ean-bé, or 
already are, made in quantities nearly sufficient for 
our own ‘eonsumption; with this encouragement. 
our own manufacturers will be found equal to all 


I consider this ar- 


-Woollens and thecther articles, of which 


Not one dollar, Mr. Presi- ` 


our wants. Nay, we do now export hats, boots, 
and shoes. : 
Coal and slate are in great abundance in our 
own country. ; , . 
Looking-glasses, ribbons, and silks of all kinds, 
can be obtained cheaper in France, China, and 
Italy, than in England; yet, such has been our 
predilection for British goods, such is the strength 
of habit, that we have, notwithstanding, gone ‘to 
England for those goods. This resolution will 
break the charm, and we shall probably never re- 
turn there for such goods. : 
Salt—This is an article highly important, as it 
respects Great Britain. We import thereof from 
her dominions, annually, to the value of $462,392, 
being 2,111,401 bushels. To lose our custom on 
this highly important article, would be severely 
felt by Great Britain. By us it would not be felt 
to any extent, for we should easily replace that 
quantity from Lisbon, Cadiz, and other parts of 
Spain, with salt, as I am informed by my learned 
friend from New York, more wholesome, and 
certainly much better for all purposes. : 
Let not gentlemen fear a loss of revenue. I 
have taken a view of that subject, and am confi- 
dent the loss will be trifling ;. it will never be felt. 
I take leave to submit the following view of this 
subject: f 
The duty paid annually on the following arti- 
cles imported from Great Britain and her depend- 
encies, are— ay 


On linens - - - - - - $21,429 
Rum - “oe - - - - 1,100,000 
Salt - - -=-= =- 400,000 
Coal -~ - = © = = = 20,000 
Nails - - - - = - = 70,000 
Boots and shoes - = - - «= 10,000 


1,621,429 


the precise amount of duty cannot 
be obtained ; I presume they might 
amount to - - - = - . 300,000 


` “1,921,429 


This amount may, and certainly will, be met 
by the following substitutes, to-wit : 


Duty on linens from Germany -~ - $21,429 
Duty on brandy from Spain, France, 

and Italy - woes -~ 1,100,000 
Duty on salt from Portugal, Spain, Ita- 

ly, and Cape de Verd Islands - - - 400,000 
Duty on silks, fine woollens, ribbons, 
and Jooking-glasses, from France, Ita- 

ly, China, and Spain. = - - 100,000 

; 1,621,429 

Probable loss of duties - =- -300,000 


1,921,429 


If it should be the opinion of the Senate, that 
the importation of coarse woollens and hard wares 
shall not be prohibited, then I do not believe there 
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will be one dollar loss of. revenue, if the resolu- 
tion should pass. : 
But, Mr. President, no deficiency can be felt in 
any case prior to the Summer and Autumn of 1807, 
even if a total prohibition of all importations was 
intended. I pray gentlemen to attend to this sub- 
ject, The Spring importation will arrive in a few 
weeks; of course no effect can be had‘on that. The 
goods for the Autumn are now preparing in Eng- 
fand; they will come at the usual time; the bonds 
taken for the duties thereon, will be payable in 
eight, ten, and twelve months; of course, as usual, 
in the months of June, August, and October, 1807. 
Something decisive must happpen before that pe- 
riod; a negotiation will certainly commence, and, 
if gentlemen choose, a power may be given in the 
bill to the President to suspend its operation, if it 
shall appear to him that the British Government 
are disposed to enter into an equitable arrange- 
ment of all disputes between the two nations. 
Į have thus endeavored, Mr. President (and I 
-hope I have succeeded) to show that the measure 
roposed is not a. war measure; that if carried 
into effect, it is capable of materially affecting the 
interest of Great Britain without injuring our- 
selves; that our. revenue will not. be affected 
thereby to any considérable amount; that. we 
have justice on our side; and that the conduct of 
Great Britain has been unjust and crueltowards 
‘the. United States. If any gentleman should still 


-doubt as to the law of nations being against the 


‘doctrine of Great Britain in the dispute in ques- 
“tion, I pray him to read the book laid on our ta- 
ble, to wit: “An Examination of the British Doc- 
trine which subjects to capture a neutral trade, 
» “not open in time of peace.” A book, Mr. Presi- 
' dent, written to the understanding, not to the pas- 


“gions, stating incontrovertible facts, on which to 


form the judgment; a book that will, T have no 
“doubt, be translated into the languages of all the 
“maritime Powers and will, hereafter, be quoted 
as containing truths that may be relied upon. 
"The consideration of the resolution was further 
postponed. 


i Tuespay, March 11. 

“he bill to carry into effect the provisions of 

‘the eighth section of the act regulating the grants 
‘of land,and providing for the disposal of the lands 
of the United States south of the State of Ten- 
“nessee, was read the second time. 

The Senate took into consideration, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, the amendments reported on 
the 4th instant, to the bill, entitled “An act sup- 
plementary tothe act, entitled ‘An act regulating 
the grants of land appropriated for the refugees 
from the British provinces of Canada and Nova 
Scotia ;” and after progress, the bill was commit- 
‘ted to Messrs. BrapLey, Tracy, and Baupwin, to 


“* -eonsider and report thereon. 


= The Senate resumed the third reading of the 

bill; entitled “An act for establishing rules and 
“sarticles for the government of the armies of the 
» United States ;” and the bill having been further 
= “amended, - 5 di 


Resolved, That this bill pass as amended. = 

The bill, entitled “An act prohibiting fora lim- 
ited time, the exportation of arms and ammunition 
from the United States and the territories thereof,” 
was read the third time; and on the question, Shall 
this bill pass? it was determined in the negative. 
So the bill was lost. a ee 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill, entitled “An-act declaring the ` 
consent of Congress to ‘An act of the. State of 
South Carolina, passed the 21st day of December, 
1804, so far as the same relates to authorizing the 
City Council of Charleston to impose and ¢ollect 
a duty on the tonnage of vessels from foreign 
ports. 


Wepnespay, March 12. 


The Senate took into consideration the mofion 
made on the 6th instant, for the location of a tract 
of land in the Territory of Orleans, to be given as 
a bounty to actual settlers, who shall be able to 
be called into service for the defence of said Ter- 
ritory. i = i 

Ordered, That it be referred to Messrs: Wor- 
THINGTON, ANDERSON, ADAIR, BRADLEY, and 
Smits, of Maryland, to consider andreport thereon 
by bill or otherwise. nt 

A motion was made, od 

“ That a committee be appointed, to join with such 
committee as the House of Representatives. may ap- 
point on their part, to consider and: report what busi- 
ness is necessary to be-done by Congtess in the present 
seasion.” 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill, entitled “An act declaring the 
consent of Congress to anactof the State of South 
Carolina, passed the 21st day of December, 1804, 
so far as the same relates to authorizing the City 
Council of Charleston to impose and collect a 
duty on the tonnage of vessels from foreign 

Ordered, That this- bill 
ing. 
The Senate took into consideration, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, the bill, entitled: “An act to. 
amend an act, entitled ‘An act concerning. the 
library for the use of both Houses of Congress ;” 
and the bill was ordered to the third reading. 

The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ments reported by the committee to the bill, enti- 
tled “An act to regulate and fix the compensation 
of the officers of the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives,” as in Committee of the Whole; and 
having agreed thereto, the bill was reporteđ to the 
House accordingly. : : 

Ordered, That the bill pass to the third read- 
Ing asamended. < 


pass to the third read- 


: Taurspay, March 13. 
- The Senate took into consideration the motion 
made yesterday, “ Thata committee be appointed, 
to join such committee as the House of Repre- 
sentatives may appoint on their part, to consider 


-and report what business is necessary to be done 


by Congress in the present session; andthe mo- 
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tion having been adopted, Messrs. WoRTHINGTON 
and BaLpwin were appointed the committee on 
the part of the Senate. 


< Mr. Anperson, from the committee to whom. 


was referred, on the 10th of January last, the mo- 
tion for a revision of the rules for conducting busi- 
ness in the Senate, made report; which was read, 
and ordered to lie for consideration. 

The Senate. resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill to authorize the State of Tennes- 
see to issue grants and perfect titles to certain 
lads therein described, and to settle the claims to 
the vaeant and unappropriated ‘lands within the 
game; and having amended the bill, it was report- 
ed to the House accordingly. 


Fray, March 14. 
The Senate resumed the second reading of the 

- pill to carry into effect the. provisions of the eighth 
section’of the act regulating the grants of land, 
and providing for the disposal of the lands of the 
-United States south of the State of Tennessee; 
and the bill was ordered to a third reading: 

© The Senate resumed the second reading ofthe 
“bill to incorporate a National. Academy ; and it 
owas ordered to a third reading. 

Mr. Anverson presented the petition of Gilbert 

C. Russel, a captain in the militia of the State 
cof Tennessee, stating that he was ordered to pro- 
ceed thence to the Natchez, in the year 1803; and 
„that, in pursuance of this order, he, together with 
the company under his command, performed di- 
vers military services; and that he, moreover, in 
that service, made considerable pecuniary dis- 
pursements, for all which he prays compensation ; 
and the petition was read, and referred to the Sec- 
retary for the Department of War to consider and 
report thereon. - ; 


The dill, entitled “An act enabling the President | 


of the United States to make restitution to the 
Government of Denmark for the capture and.con- 
demnation of the Danish brigantine called. the 
Henrick, and her cargo,” was read the third 
time. EE . i 
_- “Orderëd, ‘That the further consideration of 
this bill. be the order. of- the day for Tuesday 
next. i 

The bill, entitled: “ An act for the relief of Pe- 

-ter Landais”. was-read the third time; and, on 

motion to strike out the word “six,” and in lieu 
thereof to insert the word “three,” thereby to re- 
duce the sum proposed for his relief to three thou- 
sand dollars, it passed in the negative. 

“On motion, by one of the majority, it was agreed 
to reconsider the last vote, and to strike out the 
word.“ six.” 

On motion, to fill the blank with-the word “five,” 
it passed in the negative; and, on motion, it was 
agreed to fill the blank with the word “ four.” 

On the question, shall the bill pass as amend- 

‘ed? it was determined in the affirmative—yeas 
19, nays 10, as follows: ‘ 


< Yuas—Messrs, Adair, Adams, Anderson, Bayard, 
Condit, Gilman, Howland, Kitchel, Maclay, Mitchill, 
‘Smith of Maryland, Smith of Ohio, Smith of “Tennes- 


| printed for the use of.the Senate: >. 


see, Smith of Vermont, Thruston, Turner, White, 
Worthington, and Wright. i i 
Nars—Messrs. Baldwin, Bradley, -Gaillard, Hill- 
house, Moore, Pickering, Plumer, Smith of New York. 
Sumter, and Tracy. Í 
So it was Resolved, That this bill pass as 
amended. Se 
The bill, entitled “An act to amend an act, en- 
titled ‘An act concerning the library for the use 
of both Houses of Congress,” was read the third 
time; and, on the question, Shall this bill pass? 
it was determined in the negative. So the bill 
was lost. . 
The bill to authorize the State of Tennessee to 
issue grants and perfect titles to certain lands 
therein described, and to settle the claims to the 
vacant and unappropriated lands within the same, 
was read the third time, and further amended. 
On the question, Shall this bill pass? it was 
determined in the affirmative—yeas 25, nays 2,as 
follows: ; 
Yuas—Messrs. Adams, Anderson, Baldwin, Bayard, 
Bradley, Condit, Gaillard, Gilman, Hillhouse, How- 
land, Kitchel, Maclay, Mitchill, Moore, Pickering, 
Plumer, Smith of Maryland, Smith of New York, Smith 
of Ohio, Smith of Tennessee, Smith of Vermont, Sum- 
ter, Tracy, Worthington, and Wright. j r% 
-Nays—Messrs. Stone and Turner. i 
Soit was Resolved, That this bill do pass, that 
it be engrossed; and that the title thereof be, “An 
act to authorize the State of Tennessee to issue 
grants and perfect titles to certain lands therein 
described, and to settle the claims to the vacant 
and unappropriated lands within the same.” > 
The bill,entitled “An act declaring the consent 
of Congress to an act of the State of South Caro- 
lina, passed the 2ist day of December, 1804, so 
faras the same relates to authorizing the City 
Council of Charleston to impose ánd collect a duty 
on the tonnage of vessels from foreign ports,” was 
read the third time, and the further consideration 
thereof postponed. . | es 7 
The bill to explain the fifth section of an-act, 
entitled “An act to divide the Indiana Territory 
into two separate governments,” was read the 
third time, and the consideration thereof post- 
oned. De ET oR saben BA i 
The bill for the encouragement of the,shipping 
and navigation of the United States.was read the 
third time, and the further consideration thereof 
postponed until Monday next. Pes 
The Senate resumed the second reading ofthe 
bill, entitled “An act to incorporate the trustees 
of the .Presbyterian Congregation of George- 
town.” ; i i . 
Ordered, That it pass to a third reading. . 


Monpay, March 17. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
motion made on the 27th of February last on the 
subject; and resolved that.two.hundred-copies of 
the Constitution of the-United. States, with: the 
amendments which have been made thereto,:be 
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informed the Senate that the House disagree to | 


the amendment of the Senate to the bill, entitled 
“An act for the relief of Peter Landais,” and in- 
sist on their said bill, and request a conference 
with the Senate thereon, and have appointed man- 
agers on their part. n f 

The Senate took into consideration the resolu- 
tion of the House of Representatives, requesting 
a-conference.on the bill, entitled ‘ An act for the 
relief of Peter Landais.” 

Resolved; That they agree thereto, and. that 
Messrs. BrapLey and Mirci be managers 
thereof.on the part of the Senate. 


EX-BASHAW OF TRIPOLI 


Mr. Braptey, from the committee: appointed 
on the 16th of January last, to consider: the Mes- 
sage of the President of the United States of the 
13th of January, respecting the application of 
Hamet Caramalli, made the following report: 

The ex-Bashaw founds his claim on the justice of 
the United States, from his services and. suffering in 
their cause, and from his having been deceived: and 
amused with the prospect of being placed on his throne, 
as legitimate Sovereign. of Tripoli, and frequently 
drawn from eligible situations for the purpose of be- 
ing made the dupe. and instrument of policy, and finally 
sacrificed to misfortune and wretchedness. The com- 
mittee, from a full investigation of the documents which 
have been laid before Congress, with other evidence 
that has come within their knowledge, are enabled to 
lay before the Senate a brief statement of facts in rela- 
tion to the ex-Bashaw, and the result of their delibera- 
tions thereon. ne , 

This unfortunate prince, by the treason and perfidy 
of his brother, the reigning Bashaw, was driven from 
his throne, an exile, to the Regency of Tunis; where 
the agents of the United’States, in the Mediterranean, 
found him; and as early as August, eighteen hundred 
and one, entered into a convention to co-operate with 
him, the object of which was to obtain a permanent 
peace with Tripoli, to place the. ex-Bashaw on his 
throne, and procure indemnification for all expense in 
accomplishing the same. This agreement was renewed 
in November following, with encouragement that the 
United States would persevere, until they had effected 
the object; and in eighteen hundred and two, when 
the reigning Bashaw had made overtures to the- ex- 
Bashaw to settle on him the two provinces: of Derne 
and Bengazi, and when the ex-Bashaw was on’ the 
point of leaving Tunis, under an-escort furnished him 
by the reigning -Bashaw, the agents of the United States 

:- prevailed on him to abandon the offer, with assurance 
that the United States would effectually co-operate, and 
place him on the throne of Tripoli. _ a eae 

The same engagements were renewed in eighteen 
hundred and three, and the plan of co-operation so ar- 
ranged, that the ex-Bashaw, by his. own exertions and 
force, took possession of the province of Derne; but the 
Američan squadron, at, that time under the command 
of Commodore Morris, instead of improving that favor- 
able moment to co-operate with the ex-Bashaw, and to 
put an end-to the war, unfortunately abandoned the 
Barbary coast, and left the -ex-Bashaw to contend 
solely with all the force of the reigning Bashaw, and 

| “who in consequence was obliged, in the fore part of the 
year eighteen huridred'and four; to give up his conquest 
of Derne, and fly from the fury of the usurper into 


Egypt. These {transactions were, from. time ‘to time, 

not only communicated by our agents to Government,- 
but were laid before Congress in February, eighteen 
hundred and four, in the documents accompanying: the 
report of the Committee of Claims on the petition of Mr; 
Eaton, late Consul at Tunis, which committee expressed’ 
their decided approbation of his officiel conduct, and 
to which report the committee beg leave to refer. i 


In the full possession of the knowledge of these facts, 
the Government ofthe United States, in June, eighteen 
hundred and four, despatched Commodére Barron, with 
a squadron, into the Mediterranean, and in his instruc- 
tions submitted to his entire discretion the subject f° 
availing himself of the co-operation of the ex-Bashaw, 
and referring him to Mr. Eaton as an agent sent. out 
by Government for that purpose. i 


After Commodore Barron had arrived on the station, 
in September, eighteen hundred and four, he despatched . 
Mr. Eaton and Captain Hull into Egypt, to find the 
ex-Bashaw, with instructions to assure him that.the 
Commodore would take the most effectual. measures 2 
with the forces under his command, to co-operate with 
him against the usurper, his brother, and to establish. 
him in the Regency of Tripoli. After encountering 
many difficulties and dangers, the ex-Bashaw. was. 
found in Upper..Egypt with the Mamelukes, and. 
commanding the Arabs; the same. assurances were. 
again made to him, and a convention was. reduced to 
writing, the stipulations of which had the same objects 
in view; the United States to obtain a permanent peace. 
and their prisoners, the ex-Bashaw to obtain his throne. 
Under these impressions, and with the fullest’ confi» 
dence in the assurances He had received from the agents 
of the United States, and even from Commodore Barron- 
himself, by one of.his (the Bashaw’s) secretaries, whom. 
he had sent to wait on the Commodore for. that purpose, : 
he gave up his prospects in Egypt, abandoned his, 
property in that country, constituted Mr. Eaton gens. 
eral. and commander-in-chief.of his forces, and with 
such.an army as he was able to raise. and. support, 
marched through the Lybian desert, suffering every. 
hardship incident to such a perilous undertaking; and 
with his army, commanded by General Eaton, aided by 
O’Bannon and Mann, three American officers, who 
shared with him the dangers and hardships of the cam- 
paign, and whose names their country will: forever re~ 
cord with honor, attacked: the city of Derne’in the: Re ` 
gency of Tripoli, on the twenty-seventh day of April, 
one thousand eight hundred and ‘five, ‘and, aftér a well- 
fought battle, took the same; and’ for the first time 
planted the American colors on the ramparts of a Tri- 
politan fort. And in several battles afterwards, one of 
which he fought without the aid of the Americans, 
(they having been restrained by orders, not warranted by 
any policy, issued as appears hy Mr. Lear, the Ameri- 
can Cohsul,) defeated the army of the usurper, with 
great slaughter, maintained his conquest, and, without : 
the hazard of a repulse, would have marched tò the 
throne of Tripoli, had he been supported by the co-ope- 
ration of the American squadron, which in honor and 
good faith he had a right to expect: ‘The committee: 
would here explicitly declare, that, in their opinion, no 
blame ought to attach to Comniodore Barron. A wast: 
ing sickness, and a consequent mental as well as bodily 
debility, had rendered him totally unableto exercise the 
duties of commanding’ the ‘squadron, previously to this 
momentous crisis, and from which’ he has neverte- 
covered; and to this cause alone maybe attributed the ` 
final failure of the plan of co-operation which appears 
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to.-have been wisely concerted by the Government, and 
hitherto. bravely executed by its officers. 

But, however unpleasant the task, the committee are 
compelled, by the obligations of truth and duty, to state 
farther that Mr. Lear, to whom was entrusted the power 
of negotiating the peace, appears to have gained acom- 
plete ascendency. over the Commodore, thus debilitated: 
by sickness; or rather, having assumed the. command 
in the name of the Commodore,* to have dictated every 
measure; to have paralyzed evey military operation by 
sea and land; and ‘finally, without displaying the fleet 
or squadron before Tripoli, without consulting’even the 
safety of the ex-Bashaw or his army, against the opin- 
ion of all the officers of the fleet, so far as the com- 
mittee have been able to obtain the same, and of Com- 
modore Rodgers, (as appears from Mr. Lear’s letter T to 
the Secretary of State, dated- Syracuse harbor, July 
5th, 1805,) to have entered into a-convention with the 
reigning Bashaw, by which, contrary to his instructions, 
he stipulated to: pay him sixty thousand dollars, to 
abandon the ex-Bashaw, anfl to withdraw all aid and 
-assistance from his army. And although a stipulation 
was made that the wife and children of the ex-Bashaw 
should ‘be delivered to him on his withdrawing" from 
the'territories of Tripoli, yet that stipulation has not | 
been carried into execution, and it is highly probable | 
was never intended to be. The committee forbear to | 
make any comment on the impropriety of the orders | 
issued to General Eaton to evacuate Derne, five days 
previous to Mr. Lear’s sailing from Malta for Tripoli, 
to enter on his negotiation; and the honor of the na- 
tion forbids any remarks on the unworthy attempt to 
compel the ex-Bashaw and General Eaton to give up 
and abandon their conquest, by withholding supplies 
from the army at’ Derne, eight days previous to the 
commencement of the negotiation; nor will the com- 
mittee condescend to enter into'a consideration of pre- 
tended reasons, assigned by Mr. Lear, to palliate his 
management of the affairs of the negotiation; such as, 
the danger of the American prisoners in Tripoli, the 
unfitness of the ships for service, and the want of means 
to’ prosecute the war; they appear to the committee to 


ooo, * Extract of a letter from Captain Dent. 

“ It is generally believed, by the officers'in the Medi- 
terranean, that Mr. Lear had a great ascendency over 
the::Commodore: in all. his measures relative to. the 
squadron; and from frequent observations of Mr. Lear’s 
intimacy with the Commodore, during his debilitated 
state, Lam of the same opinion. 

{<I must here pay atribute of justice to Commodore 
Rodgers, whose. conduct ‘during the negotiation on 
board, was mixed with. that manly firmness and evi- 
dent wish to continue:the war if it could be done with 
propriety, while he displayed the magnanimity of an 
American, in declaring that we fought not for conquest 
but to maintain our just rights and national dignity, as 
fully convinced the negotiators that we did not ask, but 
grant peace. 

“You will pardon.me if I here introduce a circum- 
stance evincive of the spirit of our countrymen. At 
breakfast this morning, Commodore Rodgers observed 
that if the Bashaw would consent to deliver up out 
countrymen without making peace, he would engage to 
give him two hundred thousand instead of sixty thou- 
sand dollars, and raise the difference between the two 
sums fromthe officers of the navy, who he was perfectly 
assured, would contribute to it with the highest satis- 
faction.” "=. . 


have no foundation in fact, and are used rather as a.veil: 
to cover an inglorious deed, than solid reasons to justify 
the negotiator’s conduct. The committee are free to 


| say, that, in their opinion, it was in the power of the 


United States, with the force then employed, and a small 
portion of the sixty thousand dollars, thus improperly 
expended, to have placed Hamet Caramalli, the right- 
ful sovereign of Tripoli; on his throne; to have obtained 
their prisoners in perfect safety,* without the payment 
of a cent, with assurance, and probable certainty, of 
eventual remuneration for all expenses;.and to have 
established a peace with the Barbary Powers, that 
would have been secure and permanent, and ‘which 
would have dignified the name and character of the 
American people. i 

Whatever Hamet, the ex-Bashaw, may ‘have said, 
in his letter of June 29th, 1805, to palliate the conduct 
which first abandoned and then ruined him, the Sen- 
ate cannot fail to discern that he was then at Syracuse, 
in a country of strangers to his merits, and hostile to 
his nation and religion, and where every circumstance 
conspired to depress him, which, together with the fear 
of starving, left him scarcely a moral agent. 

Upon these facts, and to carry into effect the princi- 
ple of duty arising out of them, the only remuneration 
now left in the power of the. United States to make, the 
committee herewith present a bill for the consideration’ 
of the Senate. The committee are confident that the 
Legislature of a free and Christian country, can‘never 
leave it in the power of a Mahometan to-say that they 
violate their faith, or withhold the operations of justice ` 
from one who has fallen a victim to his unbounded con- 
fidence in their integrity and honor. pe 

The report was ordered to lie for consideration. . 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the same committee,.also 
reported a. bill for. the relief of Hamet Caramalli, 
ex-Bashaw of Tripoli ;” and the bill was read, and 
ordered to the second reading. Sy eves 


' Tupspay, March 18. : 


The Vrce Presipent being absent, the Senate 
proceeded to the election of a Presipunt pro tem- 


`| pore, as the Constitution provides, and the honor- 


able Samuri Smiru was appointed. igs 

Ordered, That the Secretary wait on the Pres- 
ident of tho United States and acquaint him that 
the-Senate have, in the absence of the Vica Pres- 
IDENT, elected the honorable Samus. Surru-Pres- 
ident of the Senate pro tempore. Ls 

Ordered, That the Secretary make a like com- 
munication to the House of Representatives. 

Mr. Brap.ey submitted- the following: resolu- 
tions for consideration, which were:read: 

“ Resolved by the Senate and House of Represent- 
tives of the United States of America, in Congress as- 
sembled, That Congress entertain a high sense of the 
patriotism, intrepidity, and valor, of William Eaton; 
late General-in-Chief of the army of the éx-Bashaw of 


* Extract from a letter of Commodore Rodgers. 
“I never thought the prisoners were in danger.” ` 
Extract from a letter of Lieutenant Wormeley, then a 
prisoner in Tripoli. : 
“I do not believe. that there was any danger to be 
apprehended for'our. lives, even if General Eaton and 
Hamet Bashaw had have marched under the walls of 
Tripoli”? hs : 
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Yxeas—Messrs. Adams, Baldwin,- Bayard; Gilman; 
Hillhouse, Logan, Mitchill, Pickering, Plumer, Smith- 
of Maryland, Smith: of New York, Stone, Thruston, 
Tracy, White, and Wright. , pine oe 

Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Bradley, Condit, Kitchel, 
Maclay, Moore, Smith of Tennessee, Smith. of Ver- 
mont, Sumter, and Turner. i a 

So it was Resolved, That this bill pass. 


Tripoli, and of Priestly..N. O’Bannon, and George 
Washington Mann, three American officers, who, with 
a small number of American marines and the forces of 
the ex-Bashaw, composed of Greeks and Arabs, cour- 
ageously marched through the Libyan desert, defeated 
the Tripolitan army near Derne, and took that city on 
the twenty-seventh day of April, eighteen hundred 
and five, and for the first time spread the American ea- 
gle in Africa, on the ramparts of a Tripolitan fort, and 
thereby contributed to release three hundred American 
prisoners from bondage in Tripoli. 

“ Resolved, As a further testimony of the gratitude 
of their country, that the President of the United States 
be requested to cause to be surveyed, within the limits 
of the public lands of the United States now open for 
sale, as the said William Eaton shall elect, a township 
of six miles square, to be called Derne, as a memorial 
of the conquest of that city, forever; and to cause to 
be laid out, surveyed, and granted, to the said William 
Eaton, in one entire tract, within the said township, 

~~ thousand acres; and to Priestly N. O'Bannon 

and George Washington Mann, each thousand 
acres; and to Arthur Campbell, Bernard O’ Brian, Da- 
vid Thomas, and James Owen, the only surviving ma- 
rines who served as volunteers in that expedition, three 
hundred and twenty acres each; to be granted to them, , 
respectively, their heirs, and assigns, forever.” ; 

Mr. Tracy, from the committee to whom was 
referred, on the 4th of February last, the bill, en- 
titled “An act to repeal so much of any act or 
acts to authorize the receipt of evidences of the 

ublic debt, in payment for lands of the United 

tates, and for other purposes relative to the pub- 
lic debt,” reported the bill with amendments, 
-which were read, and ordered to lie for consid- 
eration. 

Resolved, That the report of the Secretary for 
the Department of War, dated 15th of January, 
1805, respecting the’ rations of ‘the officers of the 
army, be referred to a select committee, who are 
hereby authorized to. réport by bill or otherwise. 

Ordered, That Messrs. Tracy, Brab.ey, and 
Barowin, be the committee. 

The amendments reported by the committee to 
‘the rules for conducting. business in the Senate 
were considered as in Committee of the Whole; 
and, having been further amended, were adopted 
and reported to the House. f : 

„Ordered, That they pass to a third reading. 

The Senate resumed the third reading af the 
bill, entitled “An act enabling the President of the 
United States.to make restitution to the Govern- 

. ment of Denmark for the capture and condemna- 
tion-of the Danish brigantine called the Henrick, 
and her cargo.” l 

Ordered, That the further consideration of the 
bill be`postponed: . ; 

The bill for the encouragement of the shipping 
and navigation of the United States was resumed, 
and the further consideration of the bill made the 
order of the day for Monday the 31st day of 
March. ; 

The bill, eniitled “Anactto incorporate the trus- 
tees of the Presbyterian. Congregation of George- 
town,” was read the third time; and, on the ques- 
tion, Shall the bill pass? it was determined in the 
affirmative—yeas 16, nays 10, as follows: 


Wepnespay, March 19. 


The Senate were informed that James Jack- 
son, one of their members, from the State of Geor- 
gia, had deceased the last night, Whereupon; 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to 
take order for superintending the funeral of James 
Jackson, and that the Senate will attend the 
same; and that notice of the event be given to 
the House of Representatives; and, 

Ordered, That this committee consist of Messrs, 
Anperson, SUMTER, and Waicar. ye 

Resolved, unanimously, That. the members: of - 
the Senate, from a sincere desire of showing every 
mark. of respect due to the memory of Jamas: 
Jackson, deceased, late a member thereof, will 
go into mourning for him one month, by the usual 
mode, of wearing a crape round the left arm. © 

The Senate adjourned. ; 


. Tuurspay, March 20. ` 


A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House will attend 
the funeral of James Jackson, Esquire, late-a 
Seuator of the United States. They have also 
determined to wear mourning on the left arm, for. 
the space of one month, in testimony of their re- 
spect for the memory of that distinguished Rev- 
olutionary patriot. Po, 

‘The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT oF THE Unrrep States: - 

To the Senate and House of ` 
Representatives of the United States : RY 

It was reasonably expected that, while the limits 
between the territories of the United States and Spain 
were unsettled, neither party would-have innovated om: 
the existing state of their respective positions. Some: 
time ‘since, however, we learnt that the Spanish au- 
‘thorities were advancing into the. disputed conntry to 
occupy new posts and make new settlements. Un- 
willing to take any measures which might preclude a 
peaceable accommodation of differences, the officers, of 
the United States were ordered to confine themselves. 
within the country on this side of the Sabine river; 
which, by delivery of its principal post, Natchitoches, 
was understood to have been itself delivered up by 
Spain; and, at the same time, ‘to permit no adverse 
post to be taken, nor armed men to remain within it, 
In consequence of these orders, the commanding off- 
cer of Natchitoches learning that a party: of Spanish 
troops had crossed the Sabine river, and were posting 
themselves on this side the Adais, sent a detachment 
of his force to require them to withdraw to the ‘other 
side of the Sabine, which they accordingly did. 

I have thought it proper to communicate to Con- 
gress the letter detailing this incident, that they may 
fully understand the state of things in that quarter, and: 
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be enabled to make such provision for its security as, 
in their wisdom, they shall deem sufficient. - 
TH. JEFFERSON. 
Manca 19, 1806. 
“The Message and papers accompanying it were. 
read, and ordered to lie for consideration. 


Frrvay, March 21, 


The bill for the relief of Hamet Caramalli, ex- 
Bashaw of Tripoli, was read the second time, and 
passed. to the third reading. 

The Senate took into consideration, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, the amendments reported 
on the 18th instant, to the bill, entitled “An act 
to repeal so much of any act or acts as authorize 
the receipt of evidences of the public debt in pay- 
` ment of lands of the United States, and for other 
purposes relative to the public debt; and, 

Ordered; That the bill and amendments be re- 
ferred to Messrs. Batpwin, Tracy, and Wor- 
THINGTON, to consider and report thereon. 

Mr. Worraineton, from the committee to 
whom the subject was referred, on the 12th: in- 
stant, reported a bill making provision for the 
defence of the Territory of Orleans, and for the 
disposal of a part of the public land therein; and 
the bill was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

The resolutions proposed on the 17th inst. rela- 
tive to William Eaton, late General of the Army 
of the ex-Bashaw of Tripoli, and other American 
officers therein mentioned, were read the second 
time, and réferred to- Messrs. BrapLey, WRIGHT, 
and Srtong, to consider and report thereon. 


-The amendments reported to the rules for con- 


ducting business in the Senate were read the third 
time, and further amendment proposed. 

Ordered, That the further consideration thereof 
be postponed. 

The Senate resumed the third reading of the 
bill, entitled “An act enabling the President of 
the United States to make restitution to the Gov- 
ernment of Denmark for the capture and condem- 
nation of the Danish brigantine called the Hen- 
rick;.and:hercargo;” and, on the question, Shall 
this ‘bill pass ?-itwas determined in the negative. 
So the bill-was lost. : : 

A message from. the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
“A resolution expressive of the high sense enter- 
tained by Congress of the disinterested and benev- 
olent’attentions manifested by His Danish Majes- 
ty’s Consul, residing at Tripoli, to Captain Bain- 
bridge, his officers, and crew, during their captiv- 
ity in Tripoli:” also, a bill, entitled “An act au- 
thorizing the erection of a bridge over the river 
Potomac, within the District of Columbia 3? in 
which resolution and bill they request the concur- 
yénée of the Senate.. ; 

~The resolution was read, and ordered to the 
second reading. ee 

‘fhe.bill last brought up for concurrence was 
read, and ordered to the second reading. 

‘On motion, it was agreed that the amendment 
tothe Constitution, proposed 22d January last, be 
the order of the day for Monday next. 


The bill, entitled “An act to regulate and fix 
the compensation of the officers of the Senate and 
House of Representatives,” was read the third 
time as amended.. te 

Resolved, That this bill pass as amended. 

The Senate resumed the third. reading of the. 


‘| bill, entitled “An act declaring the consent of 


Congress to an act of the State of South Caroli- 
na, passed the 21st day of December, in the year 
1804, so far as the same relates to authorizing the 
City Council of Charleston to impose and. collect 


|a duty on the tonnage of vessels from foreign 


ports.” 

Resolved, That this bill do pass. 

The bill to carry into effect the provisions of 
the 8th section of the “Act regulating the grants 
of Jand, and providing for the disposal of the 
lands of the United. States south of the State of 
Tennessee,” was read the third time, and the far- 
ther consideration of the bill postponed to Mon- 
day next. 

Mr. Smrrn, of Ohio, from the committee ap- 
pointed on the 13th of February last, on sundry 
petitions for extending the times of payment of 
the purchase money for certain public. lands, re- 
ported that, upon recurrence to the Treasury De- ` 
partment, they find but eight persons, of all those 
subscribers, owe money to the United States for 
lands; and, as an innovation upon the system of 
sales of lands will probably be attended with 
many evils, and so great a proportion of the peti- 
tioners are not purchasers, and,can add no weight 
to the application, the committee are of opinion 
that they have leave to withdraw their petitions 
respectively. 

Ordered, That this report lie for consideration. 

Mr. SmıTa, of Ohio, gave notice that he should, 
on Monday next, ask: leave to bring in a bill to 
suspend the sale of certain lands within the State 
of Ohio and the Indiana Territory. 


CHESAPEAKE AND DELAWARE, CANAL. 


Mr. Logan, from the committee to whom was 
referred, on the 28th.of January last, the petition 
of the President and Directors of the Chesapeake 
and Delaware Canal Company, made the follow- 
ing report: 

That it appears that a company has been incorpo- 
rated and established by the concurrent. acts of the 
Legislatures of Pennsylvania, Delaware, and Maryland, 
for the putpose of cutting a canal -across the isthmus 
separating the waters of the Delaware and Chesapeake 
bays. The capital of the company consists of two 
thousand six hundred shares, and $200 constitute a 
share. The sum, of consequence, contemplated to 
complete this work, is $520,000. Of this. sum nearly 
$400,000 have been subscribed by individuals, and be- 
tween five and six hundred shares remain unsubseribed 
for. 

The site of the canal has been fixed, and its embou- 
chures established at Welch Point, on the Elk river, 
and Mendenhall’s ferry, on Christiana creek. It is 
intended to furnish a navigation to véssels drawing 
upwards of seven feet water. The work has been 
commenced, and -a canal to supply the necessary 
water to the main canal has been opened from the 
head waters ofthe Elk river, nearly to the line 


vets 
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of the route of the grand canal. This canal of sup- | of a great public improvement, it is the opinion. of the 
ply communicates with populous and productive | committee that aid ought to be granted to the memo- 


tracts of country in the three States of Pennsylvania, 
Delaware, and Maryland, and is calculated for barge 
navigation. 


The length of the main canal, as the route has been | 
established, is twenty-one miles, and the expense. of | 


cutting it is estimated at $25,000 a mile. 

The committee are of opinion that the work design- 
ed to be accomplished by the Chesapeake and Dela- 
ware Canal Company is one of great interest and im- 
portance, not only to the three States whose laws have 


incorporated the-company, but generally to the United |: 


States. By opening the proposed communication be- 
tween the two bays; a safe inland navigation of twen- 
ty-one miles supplies the place of a circuitous and an 
exposed navigation of five hundred. The large tracts 
of country in Virginia, Maryland, Pennsylvania, Dela- 
ware, and New Jersey, connected with the waters of 
the bays, will be furnished with a safe water communica- 
tioh, and will immediately ‘feel the great benefit of the 
work. In the event of a war, the facility, celerity, safety, 
and cheapness in the transportation of troops and ord- 
nance and military stores, from remote parts of the 
United. States, present an object at once of sufficient 
magnitude to interest the General Government in the 
undertaking. The importance, however, of the pro- 
posed canal, though great in itgelf, is not justly appre- 
ciated by considering it as‘a separate work ; it must be 
viewed as the basis of a vast scheme of interior navi- 
gation, connecting the waters of the lakes with those 
of the most Southern States; a plan certainly within 
the compass of industry and art; and, if beyond the 
present means, unquestionably within the growing re- 
sources of the country. - 

2 The following statement and illustration of the plan 
©. the committee have extracted from the memorial, fur- 
“ ishing a correct view of the subject, well deserving 
the serious consideration of the Senate : 

“Tt is easy, however, to see, by examining any map 
of the United States, that this extent may be carried 
much further. To the southward, the canal through 
the Dismal Swamp, now in execution, will open the 
communication to the waters of Albemarle Sound, and 
from thence through the inlets to South Carolina and 
Georgia. . To the northward, a communication is now 
nearly opened from Albany, up the Mohawk ‘river, to 
Lake Ontario and all the upper lakes; if a similar one 
be made from Hudson river'to Lake Champlain, it will 
extend the navigation to Quebec. And to the-east- 
ward, if the pass from Buzzard’s to Boston Bay he 
opened, which has been contemplated, it will in like 
manner extend it to: Boston and all the coast of Mas- 
. sachusetts.. Thus, with opening only a few short passes, 
of which the Chesapeake and Delaware Canal is the 
great. and preliminary one, a communication may be 
made, nearly free from all the dangers of the ocean, 
along the whole coast of the United States.” 

«The committee are of opinion that it is among the 
first duties of Government to promote public improve- 
ments of a general nature. No work deserves the 
character of public impfovements more than canals. 
The one proposed -by the memorialists is of the first 
magnitude and importance; it, therefore, well deserves 
the assistance and encouragement of the Government. 
Considering that a large capital has been subscribed ; 
» that an expensive part of the work is nearly completed; 

that, probably, without the- countenance and aid of 

Government, the work will cease, to the loss of a num- 

ber of public spirited individuals, and the destruction 


Sth Con.—7 


rialists. : > 

If it be inconvenient at this moment to spare the 
money from the Treasury, the United States have it in 
their power to contribute the assistance prayed for. by 
a grant of land. The grant may be either gratuitous, 
or the company enjoined to dispose of it, and to credit 
the United States with shares of stock equal. to the 
proceeds of the land, at the established rate of $200 
for each share.’ The committee, therefore, submit the 
following resolution : i 

Resolved, That acres of land be granted to the 
Chesapeake and Delaware Canal Company, upon their 
giving bond, conditioned to transfer to the United 
States a number of the shares of the capital stock of 
said company, at the rate of $200 a share, equal to 
the proceeds of the sales of lands granted to them; and 
conditioned to sell the said land within years, and 


‘to furnish to the Secretary of the Treasury a true ac- 


count of the sales. 

To the honorable the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States in Congress assembled : 
The memorial and petition of the President and Di- 
rectors of the Chesapeake and Delaware Canal Com- 
pany, respectfully showeth: i . 
That, by sundry acts of the several Legislatures of - 

the States of Maryland, Delaware, and Pennsylvania, 

passed in the years 1799, 1801, and 1802, a company 
was incorporated for the purpose of forming a naviga- 
ble canal over the important isthmus which separates 
the Bays of Chesapeake and Delaware ; in pursuance: 
of which acts, a large number of subscriptions were 
made by divers citizens of the United States, anda 

Board of President and Directors duly elected for car- 

rying the execution of the said canal into effect. 

That, in pursuance of their appointment, the said 
President and Directors procured able engineers and 
other persons well qualified to make the necessary sur- 
veys of the ground and waters across the aforesaid 
isthmus ; and, after the most mature deliberation, fixed. 
upon a route or position for the said canal, calculated 
in every respect to secure the great and important pur- 
pose of an uninterrupted navigation ; since which, they 
have steadily pursued the execution of the said work, 
and made considerable progress therein. 

Your memorialists, however, have already experien- 
ced that a public work of such magnitude and import- 
ance, and of a kind nearly new in the United States, 
Tequires not only more extensive funds, but a greater 
portion of fortitude and perseverance than the individ- 
uals who are embarked in it can be supposed to pos- 
sess; and demands for its support the aid and counte- 
nance of the public. i 

They are, therefore, at once compelled and embold- 
ened to apply for that aid and countenance to the Le- 
gislature of the United States; and beg leave most re- 
spectfully to mention to Congress the facts and reasons 
which appear to them such as highly to merit the atten- 
tion and interest of your honorable House. 

The ‘general utility of those public improvements 
which rank themselves under the head of political 
economy, and particularly those of roads and canals, 
have been so universally acknowledged, and they have 
become so much the objects of encouragement.to the 
Governments of all free and enlightened nations, that, 
at this period, they.require no argument in their sup- 
port ; but your memorialists beg leave to call theatten- 
tion of Congress to a few of the great effects which are 
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known to have been produced by them, and particularly 
to the immense wealth, power, and resources which 
they have given to the English nation ; to the powerful 


rivalship and zeal for imitation which the success of 


them there has created in other nations ; to the unceas- 
ing attention which is bestowed upon them throughout 
Europe ; and to the conviction which exists in every 
country there; that, without an attention to these ob- 
jects, the nation who neglects them must not only 
cease to increase in its agricultural, commercial, and 
manufacturing importance, but must sink below the 
level of its neighbors in its political consequence. 
“Your memorialists apprehend, that if ever any coun- 
try or period of time was more particularly interested 
or proper for the zealous encouragement of these works, 
it is the United States in its present situation, and at 
the present period. 
“The immense public wealth and private happiness 
which agriculture has already introduced ; the vast ex- 
tent to which this happiness and wealth may be car- 
ried ; the progress which our manufactures have already 
made, and the struggles they are yet making to advance 
to maturity ; the resources which our commerce has 
given us, and the rapid increase it experiences as fast 
as means can be furnished to supply it—all prove the 
unbounded spirit and energy of our citizens in every- 
thing which can promote the private or public good ; 
and that it is only from the want of population that 
spirit and energy are repressed. Whatever, therefore, 
can tend to increase that population, or whatever arts 
and improvements can supply its place, and assist the 
productions of labor, are peculiarly appropriate to the 
present period, and mark it out as the moment for pub- 
lic encouragement. 

The situation of the United States is, by nature, one 
of the most happy that is possessed by any nation of 
the earth ; it extends over almost every climate, and 
furnishes nearly every production ; its many noble bays 
and rivers diffuse foreign commerce through all its 
eastern boundary, by which our wants are supplied 
with the-manufactures of other nations, and our pro- 
duce conveyed abroad; but so near do those bays and 
rivers approach to each other, that nature seems to have 
left but a few objects for art to accomplish, in order to 
establish the incalculable advantages which domestic 
commerce and internal communication will afford, by 
creating a universal interchange of produce through all 
parts of the United States, not only to supply thereby 
our mutual wants, and give the utmost encouragement 
to our own agriculture and manufactures, but by ming- 
ling the habits, manners, and interests of all the States 
together in one general. commercial and social inter- 
course, unite their affections, and more and more blend 
the interests of our common country. 


- Your memorialists beg leave to remind Congress that 
each of the States possesses so many local or domestic 
objects for the application of their respective resources, 
in opening their rivers and roads to internal communi- 
cation among themselves, that it seems, with propriety, 
they look to Congress for the promotion of those works 
of the same kind whose advantages are of general im- 
portance to the Union, and justly designate them as 
great national. objects claiming the protection of the 
General Government. 


=. Such is the opening of the Chesapeake and Delaware 
Canal; for if the important isthmus between those 
waters and another between Trenton and the Raritan 
in-New Jersey, which is also contemplated; be reduced 
to practicable navigation, an easy and direct communi- 


| cation will be established from the southern limits of 


the Chesapeake to New York, and from thence by the 
river Hudson to Albany on the one hand, and by the 
Sound to the New England States on the other; which 
communication may be extended both to the southward 
and northward, so as to form a direct and easy internal 
navigation from the Lakes of Canada through the 
whole eastern boundary of the United States. 

The easy practicability of the work now immediately 
placed before the attention of your honorable House 
admits of proofs so decisive, as to banish every doubt 
of its execution in a very short period of time; nor 
does the pass through Jersey, or any others which have 
been contemplated, furnish any of those important dif- 
ficulties which have often occurred, and been sur- 
mounted in other countries, where, indeed, such has 
been the improvement in public works of this kind, 
that no difficulties seem to have ‘retarded, or been un- 
subdued by human genius. 

The utility of a communication through the United 
States of the kind which your memorialists have mén-. 
tioned, is so great, and its description diffused under so 
many heads, that the detail of them would extend far 
beyond the limits of a memorial; but the more import- 
ant parts of them are so striking, as at once to be com- . 
prehended, and their importance appreciated, from the 


| general view of the subject which has thus been placed 


before your honorable House. Your memorialists, how- 
ever, leaving to your honorable House the appreciation 
of those advantages when confined to a state of peace, 
and in promoting the general benefit of the United 
States, cannot but mention the immense accumulation 
of benefits which must arise from this internal commu- 
nication in time of war and hostile aggression, which 
it may be our lot to experience. 


It is a fact well known, that, during the late Revolu- . 
tionary war, no circumstance was so injurious to our 
defence, or so much assisted our enemies, as the diffi- 
cult and tedious communication between the Eastern 
and Southern States; since the advantages possessed 
by the enemy at sea, to block up our ports, to conquer 
our maritime towns, to invade us in numerous positions 
at once, and to convey. their armies along our coast 
with a.celerity which no means could guard against or 
army defend, formed almost. every. difficulty and the 
source of every danger we experienced. 


But if the communication in question be established, 
not only would internal commerce be completely re- 
tained, and foreign supplies landed in one State be 
quickly diffused through the rest, but, by securing the 
mouths of a fewrivers, our cities would be protected, 
and our armies conveyed wherever necessity should call 
them, and a cheap and easy defence established through 
the Union. `: 

Your memorialists further beg leave to state, that, 
though they have exerted every degree of attention, 
enterprise, and fortitude, to the work under their care, 
and though no serious difficulty in point of execution 
has occurred, yet, without the continuance of public 
patronage, and some aid from your honorable House, 
they have every reason to fear that their future efforts 
will be unavailing, and the progress of the work sus- 
pended, solely. from that despondence, which, in a new 
country, and with limited fortunes in individuals, will 
unfortunately depress the hopes and overcome the ex- 
ertions of private support. ; 

Ofhow much injury, therefore, the delay of thisim- 
portant work will prove to the Union; how widely the 
example of its failure will increase the public despond- 
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ence, and protract for a long period of years all great 
improvements, your honorable House can fully judge. 
Your memorialists beg leave, therefore, most respect- 
fully to state, whether, among all the numerous objects 
of public patronage and expenditure, any can be found, 
which, in point of utility and greatness, more forcibly 
invites the attention of the Government of a great and 
free country; and to pray that, taking the premises 
into your serious consideration, you will grant to the 
Chesapeake and Delaware Canal Company your pro- 
tection and aid, in such manner as to your honorable 
House may seem most proper. 
By order and on behalf of the President and Directors 
of the Chesapeake and Delaware Canal Company: 
JOSEPH GILPIN, 
KENSEY JOHNS. 


The report, was ordered to lie for consideration. 


Monpay, March 24. 

Mr. Braptey, from the Managers appointed on 
the part of the Senate to confer on the amend- 
ment to the bill, entitled “ An act for the. relief 
of Peter Landais,” disagreed to by the House of 
Representatives, made report: Whereupon, j 

Resolved, That the Senate do adhere to their 
amendment to the:said bill? 

Mr. Tracy, from the committee, to whom was 
referred, on the 21st instant, the bill, entitled “An 
act:to répeal so much of any act or acts as author- 
ize the receipt of evidences of the public debt in 
payment for lands of the United States, and for 
other purposes relative to the public debt ;” toge- 
ther with the amendments thereto, reported a fur- 
ther amendment ; -which was read, and ordered 
---to-lie for consideration. 

Ordered, That the bill making provision for 
the defence of the Territory of Orleans, and for 
the disposal of a part of the public land therein,” 
_be the order of the day for Thursday next. 

The bill, entitled “An act authorizing the erec- 
tion of-a bridge over the river Potomac, within 
the District of Columbia,” was read the second 
time, ae 

The PRESIDENT communicated the memorial 
of the Mayor and Corporation of Georgetown, 
stating the damages that will be consequent on 
the passage of the bill last read, which, together 
with the bill and papers from the House of Rep- 
resentatives on thesubject, were referred to Messrs. 
MITCHILL, ANDERSON, Brapiey, Wriacut, and 
Tracy, to consider and report thereon. 

The Presipenr communicated a report from 
the Secretary of War, on the petition of Gilbert 
C. Russel, referred to him for consideration on 
the 14th instant; and the report was read, and re- 
ferred to Messrs. ANppRson, Tracy, and Abas, 
with leave to report by bill or otherwise. 

A-message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act directing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to cause the coast of North Caroli- 
na, between Cape Hatteras and Cape Fear, to be 
surveyed,” in which they desire the concurrence 
of the Senate. They agree to the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill, entitled “An act relating 
to bonds given by marshals,” with amendments 


thereto, in which they request the concurrence of 
the Senate. ` 

The bill last brought up for concurrence was 
read, and ordered to the second reading. ` 7 

The Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to their 
amendment to the Dill, entitled “An act relating 
to bonds given by marshals,” and 

Ordered, That they be referred to Messrs. BAY- 
ARD, BRADLEY, and Baupwin, to consider and re- 
port thereon. 

The resolution expressive of the high sense en- 
tertained by Congress of the disinterested and 
benevolent attentions manifested by His Danish 
Majesty’s Consul residing at Tripoli, to Captain 
Bainbridge, his officers and crew, during their 
captivity in Tripoli, was read the second time. 

Ordered, That it pass to the third reading. 

The Senate, according to the order of the day, 
took into consideration the motion submitted on 
the 22d of January, for an amendment to ‘the 
Constitution of the United States; and, after de- 
bate, the further consideration thereof was post- 
poned to Monday next. 

Mr. Bayarp, from the committee appointed this 
day on the amendments proposed by the House of 
Representatives to the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill, entitled “An act relating to bonds given 
by marshals,” made report: Whereupon, l 

Resolved, That the Senate agree to the two 
first amendments of the House of Representatives 
to their amendments, and disagree to the last. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed . 
the bill, sent from the Senate, entitled “An act to 
regulate the laying out and making a road from 
Cumberland, in the State of Maryland, to the 

| State of Ohio,” with amendments, in which they 
request the concurrence of the Senate. =` l 


The Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments tothe bill last mentioned, and they were 
referred to Messrs. Wricut, WoRTHINGTON, and 
Tracy, to consider and report thereon. 


The Senate resumed the third reading of the 
bill to carry into effect the provisions of the eighth 
section of the act regulating the grants of land, 
and providing for the disposal of lands of the Uni- 
ted States south of the State of Tennessee,- 

Ordered, That the further. consideration of this 
bill be postponed. ` ; 

The Senate resumed the third. reading of the 
bill to explain the fifth section of an act, entitled 
“An act to divide the Indiana Territory into two 
separate governments.” 

Resolved, That this bill pass, that it be engross- 
ed, and that the title thereof be “An act to explain 
the fifth séction of.an act, entitled “An act to 
divide the Indiana Territory into two separate 
governments.” i 

The bill to incorporate a National Academy 
was read the third time, and amended, by striking 
out, in section one, line three, the words “ a'na- 
tional;” and, on motion, the bill was referred to 
Messrs. BRapLey, Locan, BaLowrn, Moors, and 

| HıLunouse, to consider and report thereon. 
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- The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED States: 
To the. Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States : 
~ I communicate to Congress a letter recently received 
from the Minister Plenipotentiary of the United States 
at London, stating some circumstances which bear re- 
Tation to the subject of my messages of January 17, 
This paper being original, and. to be communicated to 
poth Houses, the return of it is requested. . 
TH. JEFFERSON. 

The Message was read, and ordered to lie for | 

consideration. 


Torspay, March 25. 


Mr. Waiest, from the committee to whom were | 
yesterday referred the amendments of the House 
of Representatives to the bill, entitled “An act to 
regulate the laying out and making a road from 
Cumberland, in the State of Maryland, to the 
Siate of Ohio,” reported the bill amended accord- 
ingly. © 
Mr. Anverson, from the committee appointed 
on the 20th of December last, to consider the bill, 
entitled “An act in addition to ‘An act to make 
provision for persons that have been disabled by 
known wounds received in the actual service of 
the United States during the Revolutionary war,” 
reported amendments; which were read, and or- 
dered to lie for consideration. 

The bill, entitled “An act directing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to cause the coast of North 
‘Carolina, between Cape Hatterasand Cape Fear, 
to be surveyed,” was read the second time, and 
referred to Messrs. Stone, Batpwin, and Mrr- 
‘CHILL, to consider and report thereon. 

The Senate resumed,.as in Committee of the 
Whole, the amendments to the bill, entitled “An 
act to repeal so much of any act or acts, as author- 
‘ize the receipt of evidences of the publie debt, in 
‘payment for lands of the United States, and for 
‘other purposes relative to the public debt 3? and 
having adopted the said amendments, the bill was 
zéported to the House accordingly. © - a 

Ordered, That this bill pass to the third read- 
ingas amended. 

“A message from the House of Representatives 
-informed the Senate that the House have consid- 
ered the amendments of the Senate to the bill, 
entitled “An act for establishing rulesand articles 
for the government of the armies of the United 
‘States :” to some of which they agree, and to 
others they disagree. They agree to the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill, entitled “An act 
-to regulate and fix the compensations of the offi- 
cers of the Senate and House of Representatives,” 
except to that which goes to the insertion of:a new 
section, next after the first section, to which they 
do not agree. The House of Representatives in- 
sist on-their last amendment. to the amendments 
‘of the Senate to the bill, entitled “An act relating 
to-bonds:given by marshals.” 

. On motion, ; 

«That a committee be appointed to inquire into the 

expediency of repealing all such parts of the several 


acts:providing for the sale of the lands of the United 
States, as authorize a credit on any part of the purchase- 
money of said lands; and that they have leave to report 
by bill or otherwise ;” 
| Ordered, That this motion lie for consider- 
ation. 

On motion, 

“That a committee be appointed to inquire whether 
any, and what, alterations are necessary or expedient. 
in the laws relating to the District of Columbia ; and 
that the committee have leave to report by bill or 


| otherwise :” 


Ordered, That this motion lie for consider- 
ation. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the last 
amendraent of the House of Representatives to 
their amendments to the bill, entitled “An act re- 
lating to bonds given by marshals,” and yesterday 
disagreed to by the Senate. 

Resolved, That they do recede from their disa- 
greement to the said amendment. l 

The Senate took into consideration their amend 
ment, disagreed to by the House of Representa- 
tives, to the bill, entitied “An act to regulate and 
fix the compensations of the officers of the Senate 
and House of Representatives ;” and, 

Resolved, That they do insist on their said 
amendment, ask a conference thereon, and that 
Messrs. Tracy and Brauer be the managers on 
the part of the Senate. 


Weonespay, March 26. 


The President communicated the report of the 
Secretary for the Department of Treasury, on the 
memorial of John Chester, late supervisor for the 
Connecticut district, referred on the 7th instant; 
and the report was read. ` 

Ordered, That it lie for consideration, and be 
printed for the use of the Senate. 

The Senate resumed the motion made yester- 
day, that a committee be appointed to inquire into 
the expediency of repealing all such parts of the 
several acts providing for the sale of the lands of 
the United States, as authorize. a credit on any 
part of the purchase-money of said lands ; and 

Ordered, That the consideration thereof be 


` postponed. 


The Senate resumed the motion made yester- 
day, to consider whether any, and what, altera- 
tions are necessary or expedient, in the laws relat- 
ing to the District of Columbia; and having 
agreed thereto, Messrs. ADAMS, Barpwin, and 
Waicut, were appointed the committee. 

The Senate resumed the amendments of the 
House of Representatives to the bill, entitled “An 
act to regulate the laying out and making a road 
from Cumberland, in the State of Maryland, to 
the State of Ohio ;” and agreed thereto. 

The Senate took into consideration their amend- 
ments. disagreed to by the House of Represent- 
atives to the bill, entitled “An act for.establish- 
ing rules and articles for the government of the 
armies of the United States ;” and, : 

Resolved, That they recede from. their amend- 
ments disagreed to, except the last, on which they 
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insist; ask a conference; and that Messrs. AN- 


14. All committees shall be appointed by ballot, and 


person and Tracy be managers at the conference | a plurality of votes shall make a choice., But when 


on the part of the Senate. : 
© The resolution expressive of the high sense en- 
tertained by Congress of the distinguished and 
benevolent attention manifested by His Danish 
Majesty’s Consul residing at Tripoli, to Captain 
Bainbridge, his officers and crew, during their cap- 
tivity in Tripoli, was read the third time, and 
Resolved, That the Senate concur therein. 


RULES OF THE SENATE. 


The Senate resumed the amendments reported 
to the rules for conducting business in the Senate, 
and having agreed to further amendments, the 
rules were adopted, as follows: 

1,. The President having taken the Chair, and a 

quorum being present, the Journal of the preceding 
day shall be read, to the end that any mistake may be 
corrected that shall have been made in the entries. 
-~ 2. No member shall speak-to another, or otherwise 
interrupt the business of the Senate, or read any news- 
paper, while the Journals or public papers are reading, 
or when any member is speaking in any debate. 

3. Every member, when he speaks, shall address the 
Chair, standing in his place ; and, when he has finished, 
shall sit down. 

4, No member sháll speak more than twice in any 
one debate, on the same day, without: leave of the 
Senate. K , 

.. Be When two members rise at the same time, the 
President shall name the person to speak; but in all 
cases the member first rising shall speak first. 

6. No motion shall be debated until the same shall 
be seconded. 

7. When a motion shall be: made and seconded, it 
_ shall be reduced to writing, if desired by the President 

-or any member, delivered in at the table, and read by 
the President, before the same shall be debated. 

8. While a question is before the Senate, no motion 
shall be received unless for an amendment, for. postpon- 
ing the question, or to commit it, or to adjourn: and 
the motion for adjournment shall always be in order, 
and decided without debate. f 

9. If the question in debate contain several points, 
any member may have the same divided. : 
<. 10. When the yeas and nays shall be called for by 

one-fifth of the members present, each. member called 
‘upon shall, unless for special reason he bé excused by. 
“the Senate, declare openly, and without: debate, his 
-assent or dissent to the question. In taking the yeas 
and nays, and ‘upon: the call of the House, the names 
of the members shall be taken alphabetically. 

p 1L One day’s notice, at least; shall be given of an 
intended motion for leave to bring in a bill. 

12. Every bill shall receive three readings previous 
to its being passed; and the President shall give no- 
tice to each, whether it be. the first, second or third ; 
which readings shall be on three different days, unless 
the Senate unanimously direct otherwise. “And all 
resolutions, to which a concurrence of the House of 
Representatives is requisite, or which may grant money 
out of the contingent or any other fund, shall be treat- 
ed, in all respects, in the introduction and form of pro- 
ceedings on them in the Senate, ina similar manner 
_ with bills. i i 
. 13. No bill shall be committed until it shall have 
been twice read, after which it may be. referred to à 
committee. 


any subject or matter shall have been referred. to. a ge» 
lect committee, any other subject or matter of a. sims 
ilar nature, may, on motion, be referred to such com- 
mittee. - ats Hae 

15. When a member shall be called ‘to order, he'shall 
sit down until the President shall have’ deterniined 
whether he is in order or not; and every question of 
order shall be decided by the President without debate} 
but if there be a doubt in his mind, he may call for-the 
sense of the Senate. Tags ; 

16. If a member be called, to order for words 
spoken, the exceptionable words shall: immediately be 
taken down in writing, that the President may. be bet- 
ter enabled to judge of the matter. . 

17. When a blank is to be filled, and different sums 
shall be proposed, the question shall be taken on ‘the 
highest sum first. T 

18.. No member shall absent himself from the service 
of the Senate without leave of the Senate first obtained. 
And in case a less number than a quorum of the Sen- 
até shall convene, they are hereby authorized to send 
the Sergeant-at-Arms, or any other person or persons by 
them authorized, for any or all absent members, as-the 
majority of: such members present shall agree, at the 
expense of such absent members respectively, unless 
such excuse for non-attendance shall be made, as the 
Senate, when a quorum is convened, shall judge suffi- 
cient: and in that case the expense shall bé paid out 
of the contingent fund. And this rule: shall apply ‘as 
well to the first convention of Senate, at the legal time - 
of meeting, as to each day of the session after the hour 
Kas arrived to which the Senate stood adjourned. =|.» 

19. All bills, on a second reading, shall first he coni- 
sidered by the Senate in the same manner as if. the 
Senate were in a Committee of the Whole, before they 
shall be taken up and proceeded on by the Senate, 
agreeably to the standing rules, unless otherwise or- 
dered. ‘And in the absence of the Vice President, 
when the Senate consider a treaty, bill, or resolution, 
as if they were in Committee of the Whole, the Presi- 
dent pro tempore may call a member to fill the chair 
during the time the Senate shall remain in Committee 
of the Whole; which chairman is hereby vested, dur- 
ing said time, with all the powers of the President pro 
tempore, were he to remain in the chair. ee 

20. Before any petition or memorial, addressed:-to 
the Senate, shall be received and read at the table, whe- 
ther the same shall be introduced by the President.or a 
member, a brief statement of the contents of the. peti- 
tion or memorial shall verbally be made by the intro- 


-ductor. 


21. When a question has been once made and car- 
ried in the affirmative or negative, it shall be in ordet 
for any member of the majority to move for the recon 
sideration thereof; but no motion for the reconsidera- 
tion of any vote shall be in order, after a bill, resolu- 
tion, message, report, amendment, or motion, upon 
which the vote was taken, shall have gone out of pos- 
session of the Senate, nor after the usual message shall 
have been sent from the Senate, announcing their de- 
cision; nor shall any motion for recorisideration be in 
order unless madè on the same day in which the voté 
was taken, or within the three next days of actual sés- 


‘sion of the Senate thereafter. : 


22. At the commencement of each session, a com- 
mittee, consisting of three members, shall be appointed, 
whose duty it shall be to examine all bills, amendments, 
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resolutions; or motions, before they go out of posses- 
sion’ofthe Senate, and-to make report ‘that they are 
correctly: engrossed; which report shall Be entered on 
the journal. inet Fee : 

~ 93. Every vote of the Senate shall be entered on the 
journals, and a brief statement of the contents of each 
petition; memorial, or, paper, presented to the Senate, 
be’ also inserted on the journals. _.. > 

24). The proceedings of Senate, when they shall act 
in: their: Executive: capacity, shall be kept in:separate 
and distinct books. Reg bg OX 

25. The proceedings of the Senate, when not acting 
asin’a Committee of the Whole, shall be centered on 
the journals as concisely as possible, care being taken 
to-detail.a true and accurate’ account of the proceed- 
ings. . ae 
26. The titles of bills, and-such parts thereof only as 
shall be affected by. proposed. amendments, shall be in- 
serted on the journals. : 

27. On a motion made and: seconded to shut the 
doors of the Senate, on the discussion of any business 
which may, in the opinion of a member, require secrecy, 
the President shall direct the gallery to be cleared; and, 
during the discussion of such ‚motion, the doors shall 
remain shut. ` 
: <28. No motion shall .be deemed in. order to admit 
any. person or persons whatsoever within the doors of 
the Senate Chamber to present any petition, memorial, 
or address, or to hear any such read. - wy 
29. Messages shall be sent to the House of Repre- 
sentatives by the Secretary, who. shall. previously en- 
dorse the final determination of the Senate thereon.. 

_30. Messages sent from the House of Representatives 
by their Clerk shall be received at the bar by-the Secre- 
tary, and by him be delivered to the President of the 
Senate. i 
81, When the Senate are equally divided, the Secre- 
tary shall take the decision of the President, 

82. Extracts from the Executive records are not to 
be furnished but by special order. 

“738. AN bills, after the first reading, shall be printed 
for the use of the Senate. 

34...When nominations shall be made in writing by 
the President.of the United States to the Senate, a fu- 
ture day. shall be. assigned, unless the Senate unani- 
mously. direct otherwise, for taking them into consid- 
eration. When the. President of the. United States 
shall meet the Senate in the Senate Chamber, the Pre- 
sident of the Senate shall have a chair on’ the floor, be 
considered’ as the head of the Senate, and his chair 
shall be assigned to the President of the United Sates. 
‘When ‘the Senate’ shall be convened by the President 
of the United States to any other place, the President 
of the Senate and Senators shall attend at the place ap- 
pointed: The Secretary of the Senate shall also at- 
tend to take the minutes of the Senate. 

35. All questions shall be put by the President -of 
the Senate, either in the- presence or absence of the 
President of the United States; and the Senators shall 
signify their assent or dissent by answering, viva voce, 
aye or no. . 
36. All confidential communications made by the Presi- 
dent. of the United States to the Senate shall be, by the 
members thereof, kept inviolably secret; and all treaties 
which. may hereafter be laid before the Senate shall also 
be kept secret until the Senate shall, by their resolu- 
tion, take off the injunction of secrecy. =. : 

37, Whenever a treaty shall be laid before the Sen- 
ate for ratification, it shall be read a first time. for in- 


formation only; when no motion to reject, ratify, or 
modify, the whole or any part shall be received. Its 
second reading shall be forconsideration, and on asub- 
sequent day, when it shall be taken up as in a Committee 
of the Whole, and every one. shall be free to move a 
question on any particular article, in this form: “Will 
the Senate advise and consent to the ratification of this 
article ?”’ or to propose amendments thereto, either by 
inserting or by leaving out words; in which last case 
the question shall be, ‘Shall these words stand as part 
of the article?” And im every of the said cases the 
concurrence of two-thirds of the Senators present shall 
be requested to decide affirmatively. And when through 
the whole, the proceedings shall be stated to the House, 
and questions be again severally put thereon for con- 
firmation, or new ones proposed, requiring in like man 
ner a concurrence of two-thirds for whatever is retained. 
The votes'so confirmed shall, by the. House, or a com- 
mittee thereof, be reduced into the form of a ratifica- 
tion, with or without modifications, as may have been 
decided, and shall be proposed on a subsequent day, 
when every one shall again be free.to move amend- 
ments, either by inserting or leaving out words; in 
which last case the question shall be, “‘ Shall the words 
stand part of the resolution?” And in both cases the 
coneurrence of two-thirds shall be requisite to carry the 
affirmative, as well-as on the final question to advise, 
and consent to the ratification in the form agreed to. ` ` 

38. When any question may have. been. decided by 
the Senate, in which two-thirds of the members’ pres- 
ent are necessary to carry the affirmative, any member 
who votes on that.side which prevailed in the question, 
may be at liberty to move for a reconsideration; and 4 
motion for reconsideration shall be decided by a majori- 
ty of votes. © ` : Loge 

39. Messengers are introduced in any state-of-busi- 
ness, except while a question is putting, while the yeas 
and hays are calling, or while the ballots are calling. 

40. When an amendment to be proposed to the Con- 
stitution is under consideration, the concurrence of two- 
thirds of the members present shall not be requisite to 
decide any question for amendments, or- extending to 
the merits, being short of the final question.. : 


FOREIGN COINS. 


Mr. Anperson, from the committee to whom ` 
was referred, on the 24th of December last, the 
bill, entitled “An act to repeal so much of the act, 
entitled ‘An act regulating foreign coins, and for 
other purposes,” as-is contained in the second sec- 
tion thereof, made the following report: 


That they find, by the law, aforesaid, which passed 
on the 9th day of February, 1793, in the first section 
thereof, certain foreign coins are made a legal tender, 
at the rates therein specified. The said first section 
closes with these words, viz: “But no foreign coin 
that may have been, or shall be issued subsequent to the 
Ist of January, 1792, shall be a tender as aforesaid, until 
samples thereof shall have been found, by assay at the 
Mint of the United States, to be comformable to the re- 
spective standards required, and proclamation thereof 
shall have been made by the President of the United 
States. í 

The second section of the. same law (a repeal of 
which section is contemplated by the bill referred to the 
committee) is in the following words, viz: “That, at 
the expiration of three years next ensuing, the time 
when the coinage of gold and silver, agreeably to the 
act, entitled ‘An act establishing a Mint, and regiulat- 
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ing the coins of the United States,’ shall commence at | thereof, shall, at the end of the next session of Congress, 
the Mint of the United States, (which time shall be | after three years from the let day of January, 1798, cease 
announced by the proclamation of the President of the | fo be a tender, it will be discerned that the first section 
United States,) all foreign gold coins, and all foreign | stands completely repealed, as it respects the legal 
silver coins, except Spanish milled dollars, and parts | tender of foreign coins; for the act of the 30th of April, 
of such dollars, shall cease to be a legal tender as | 1802, suspends the operation of the second section only 
aforesaid,” of said act, without reviving the first section. 

The committee find that, in consequence of the The legal state of things in the United States, in 
operations of the Mint having commenced, the Presi- | respect to the currency of foreign coins, then, is as fol- 
dent of the United States did, by his proclamation, | lows, viz: From and after the 3d day of May, 1802, 
dated the 22d day of July, 1797, announce the same, | (the end of the session of Congress mentioned in the 
pursuant to the directions contained in said second sec- | act of February, 1798,) no foreign coin whatever has: 
tion, and did thereby give notice that, in conformity | been a legal tender, until 3d May, 1805. From the 34 
with said law, all foreign silver coins, except Spanish | May, 1805, (at which time the last suspension of the 
milled dollars and parts of such dollars, would cease to | second section of the law regulating foreign coins, 
pass current as money, within the United States, and | expired,) Spanish milled dollars, and parts of such dol- 
to be a legal tender for the payment of any debts or de- | lars, have been a legal tender. 
mands, after the 15th day of October then next, and With this view of the subject, which your committee 
that all foreign gold coins would cease to be a tender | believe is correct, they cannot discern the policy of 
as aforesaid, after the 3ist day of July, in the year | repealing the second section of the said act, as contem- 
1798. plated by the bill referred to them by the Senate. . Were 

The committee find that no proclamation has ever this bill to pass, no money would be a legal tender 
been madé by the President of the United States, upon | to satisfy debts and demands in the United States, ex- 
the subject of foreign coins which may have issued | cept the gold and silver coins which have issued from 
since January Ist, 1792, as contemplated by the first their Mint. These coins, the committee believe, are 
section of the act aforesaid; nor does it appear that | not sufficient in quantity and value for a circulating 
any assay of such coins has been made at the Mint of medium, without the aid of Spanish milled dollars and 


the United States. parts of such dollars. 

The committee find that, on the first day of February, | But, since such great quantities of Spanish milled dol- 
1798, Congress passed an act, supplementary to the SAS poon exported, ima are still Mg Pret from the 
act, entitled “An act regulating foreign coins, and for f nu id 8, Jaike great a portion of the remaming 
other purposes” in the words following, viz: “That | foreign gold and silver coins, as well as those issued by 
the second section of the act, entitled ‘An act regulat- | the United States, are locked up in the cells of the 
ing foreign coins, and for other purposes,’ be, and the banks, already numerous, and still increasing; your 
same are hereby, suspended, for and during the space po. — that Dearann ought tobe adopted 
of three years, from and after the Ist day of January, | Py Vongress, to increase the quantity o: circulating me- 
1798, and until the end of the next session of Congress | dium beyond our own coins and Spanish milled dol- 
thereafter; during which time the said gold and silver lars and parts of such dollars. ' PER 
coins shall be and continue a legal tender, as is pro- i Ta effecting this object, the committee are sensible 
vided in and by the first section of the act aforesaid ; oe ee i reginio. ee preven soine; wah may 
and that the same coins shall thereafter cease to be 5 rà weight and value, from becoming 
such tender.” Raa a currency, especially as there seems to have been no 

On the 30th of April, 1802, Congress passed an act | to ta e s bit pave issued subsequent 
to suspend, in part, the act, entitled “An act regulating The report was ordered to lie for co nsideratio 
foreign coins, and for other purposes,” in the words Mr. T p o h a n. 
following, viz: “That so much of the act, entitled “An E, k leave gave notice t at he would, to-mor- 
act for regulating foreign coins, and for other purposes,’ | row, as blishin, to paag in a bill in addition to an 
as is contained within the second section thereof, be, | @Ct establishing a Mint, and regulating the coins 

and the same hereby is, suspended, for and during the | Of the United States. P 
space of three years, from and after the end of the pres- The bill, entitled “An act to repeal so much of 
ent session of Congress.” That pe of aa abs ay act aa pre the Sasa a 
e committee find, was closed, and at an end, on the nees 0 € pudic debt in payment for lands o 
3d day of May, 1802. | the United States. and for other purposes relative 
By placing in one view all the laws upon the sub- | to the public debt,” was read'the third time. And 
ject of foreign coins, it'appears that, if the first section of | a motion was made to strike out the second pro- 
the law upon that subject were now in force, no for- | viso in the bill, as amended; and, after debate, 
eign coin whatever, which has issued subsequent to | the Senate adjourned. 
the first of January, 1792, is current money or a legal į 
encer not even Spanish milled dollars and parts of | Tuurspay. March 27. 
ollars, unless by force of the second section of the A bl ; a day. Mr. T 
same law : which, if suspended or repealed, will throw ask F sale ee shoes Lay, bill ee 
out of circulation almost the whole of Spanish dollars, | 2S%€@ 4 „S raned teave to bring In a bill, m ad- 
and parts of dollars, as but few pieces of those, or of ee ka An n Ee athe 
any other foreign coins of a prior date to January, 4a Ps ne coins of the United States ;” and the 
1792, are in circulation. But, when we consider the | a a ordered to ee F 
act passed on the Ist day of February, 1798, as not | e OUL making provision for the defence o 
“only suspending the operation of the second section of | the Territory of Orleans, and for the disposal of a 
the act regulating foreign coins, but positively enacting į part.of the public land therein,” was read the sec- 
thatall the foreign coins, mentioned in the first section jond time as in Committee of the Whole, and 
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having been amended, was reported to the House 
accordingly ; and on the question, Shall this bill, 
pass to. the third reading ? -the Senate were equally 
divided, and the Presipent determined the ques- 
tion in the affirmative. Sa 

A messagë from the House’ of Representatives 

_ informed the “Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act to prohibit the importa- 

tion of certain goods, wares, and merchandise,” 

in which they request the concurrence of. the Se- 

nate. They insist on their disagreement to the 

amendment of the Senate to the bill, entitled “An 

act to regulate and fix the compensations of the 

officers of the Senate and House of Representa- 

tives;” they agree to the conference desired. by 

the Senate on the said amendment, and have ap- 

pointed managers on their part; they insist also 

on their disagreement to the last amendment of 

the Senate, to the bill, entitled “An act for es- 

tablishing rules and articles for the government 

of the armies of the United States;” and they 

‘agree to thé conference desired by the Senate 
thereon, and have appointed managers ‘on their 


art. 

The bill last brought up for concurrence was 
read and ordered to the second reading. 

Mr. Sons, from the committee appointed on 
the 25th instant, to consider the bill, entitled “An 
act directing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
cause the coast of North Carolina, between Cape 
Hatteras and Cape Fear, to be surveyed,” reported 
‘the bill without amendment. 

On motion, it was agreed that the third reading 
ofthe bill to carry into effect the provisions of the 
eighth section of the act regulating the grants of 
land, and providing for the disposal of the lands 
of the United States south of the State of Tennes- 
sëe; bë the order of the day for to-morrow. 


Mei Frivay, March 28. 

The President of the United States, on the 31st 
of December last, approved and signed “An act 
supplementary to the act making provision for the 
payment of claims of citizens of the United States 
oh the Government of France, the payment. of 
which has been assumed by the United States by 
virtue of the convention of the 30th of April, 1803, 
between the United States and the French Re- 
public.” : ip 

Mr. Braduxy, from the committee to whom 
was referred, on the 21st instant, the resolutions 
relative to William Baton and others, late officers 
in the army of the ex-Bashaw of Tripoli, reported 
the same with an amendment, which was adopted. 

Ordered, That the resolution pass to the third 
reading as amended, 

The bill, entitled “An act to prohibit the im- 
portation of certain goods, wares, and merchan- 
diše?’ was read the second time, and referred to 
Messrs. BALDWIN, MITCHILL, SUMTER, BRADLEY; 
and:'TRacy, to consider and report thereon. 

Mr, -Apams, from the committee appointed on 
the. 26th instant, to consider whether any, and 
what, alterations are expedient in the lawsrelating 
to the District-of Columbia, reported a bill for the 


regulation of the fees of attorneys and the officers 
of the courts of the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes; and the bill was read, and ordéred 
to the second reading. 

The bill in addition to “An act establishing'a 
Mintand regulating the coins of the United States,” 
was read the second time, and referred to Messrs. 
Tracy, Apams, and Krronwi, to consider and re- 
port thereon, . 

The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill, entitled “An act directing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to cause the coast of North Carolina, 
between Cape Hatteras. and Cape Fear, to be sur- 
veyed.” ; 

‘Ordered, That it pass to a third reading. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the amendments reported on the 26th in- 
stant, to the bill, entitled “An act to“repeal so 
muchof the act, entitled ‘An act regulating foreign 
coins, and for other purposes, as is contained in 
the second section thereof :” and the amendments 
having been adopted, the. bill was reported to the 
House accordingly.’ 

Ordered, That the 
as amended. i i 

Agreeably to notice given on the 2lst.instant, 
Mr. Smita of Ohio, asked'and obtained leave'to 
bring in a bill to suspend the sale of certain lands 
within the State of Ohioand the Indiana Tertitory.;, 
and the bill was read, and ordered to the sécond 
reading. : Oe wee 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that.the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act making appropriations for 
the support of Government for the year 1806,” in 
which they request the concurrence of the Senate, 

The bill first mentioned in the message was 
read, and ordered to the second reading.. eh 

Agreeably to the order of the day the Senate 
resumed the third reading of the bill to carry into 
effect the provision of the eighth. section: of. the, 
act regulating the grants of land, and providing: .. 
tor the disposal of the lands of the United States 
south of the State of Tennessee; and,- on. ‘the 
question to agree to the final passage of the bill; i 
was determined in the affirmative—yeas 19, nays 
11, as follows:. as - 

Yzas—Messis. Adair, Adams, Bayard, Bradley, ~ 
Condit, Gilman, Hillhouse, Howland, Pickering, Smith. : 
of Maryland, Smith of New York, Smith of Ohio, Smith, 
of Vermont, Stone, Sumter, Thruston, Tracy, White, 
and Wright. ee eat : 

Naxs—Messrs Baldwin, Gaillard, Kitchel, Logan, 


bill pass to the third reading 


-Maclay, Mitchill, Moore, Plumer, Smith of Tennessee; 


Turner, and Worthington. 
So it was Resolved, That this bill pass, that it 
be engrossed, and that the title thereof be “An act 
to carry into effect the provision of the eighth sec-, 
tion of the act regulating the grants of. land and’ 
providing for the disposal of the lands of the Uni- 
ted States south of the State of Tennessee.” | .. 


Saturpay, March 29. 


The bill for the regulation. of the fees of the at, 
torneys-and the officers of the cdurts.of the District 


209 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


210 


ApriL, 1806. 


Proceedings. 


SENATE. 


of Columbia, and for other purposes, was read the 
second time, and referred to Messrs. A pams, BALD- 
win, and Wrrant, further to consider and report 
thereon. i 

The bill entitled “An act making appropriations 
for the support of Government for the year 1806,” 
was read thesecond time, and referred to the com- 
mittee appointed the 28th of January-last, to whom 
were referred the report and estimates of the ap- 
propriations necessary for the year 1806, to con- 
sider and report thereon. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the amendments reported to the bill, en- 
titled “An act in addition to an act to make. pro- 
vision for persons that have been disabled by known 
woundsreceived in the actual service of the United 
States during the Revolutionary war,” and it was 
agreed further to postpone this bill. 

The bill, entitled “An act directing the Secre- 
taty of the Treasury to cause the coast of North 
Carolina, between Cape Hatteras and Cape Fear, 
to be surveyed,” was read. the third time, and 
amended, by striking out the word “laying,” line 
4th, and inserting the word “lying.” 

Resolved, That this bill pass with an amend- 
ment. i . 
\-The President laid before the Senate an account 
of moneys expended in fitting up the Senate 
Chamberfor the trial of the impeachment of Judge 
Chase, signed, for B. H. Latrobe, John Lenthall ; 
~ and the account was referred to Messrs. BAYARD, 
ANDERSON, and Smita of Ohio, to consider and 


report thereon. 


, Monpay, March 31. 
Mr. Worvuineron, from the joint committee, 


business is necessary to be done by Congress in 
the present session, made report; which was read 
and ordered to lie for consideration: l 

The bill to suspend the sale of certain lands 
within the State.of Ohio, and the Indiana Terri- 
toty, was read the second time and referred to 
Messrs. Smita of Ohio, Bravugy, and BALDWIN; 
to consider and report thereon. — 
= "Phe Senate resumed, as in Committee of. the 

- Whole, the bill entitled “An act in addition to an 
act to make provision for persons that have been 
disabled by known wounds received in the actual 
serviee-of the United States during the Revolu- 
tionary war ;” and having agreed to the amend- 
ments reported by the select committee, the bill 
was reported to the House accordingly. 

Ordered, That it pass to the third reading as 
2 amended.“ “at é 
- Mr. Tracy reported from the Managers ap: 
pointed on the part of the Senate, to confer on the 
amendment to the bill, entitled “An act to regu- 
late and fix the compensations of the officers of 
“the Senate and House of Representatives,” disa- 
‘greed to by the House of Representatives, and 
‘the report was in part agréed to, and the further 
Consideration thereof postponed. 

“he Senate resumed the motion made on the 
5thof February last, that it be 


appointed oh the 13th instant, to consider what | 


Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate 
receive for his attendance at the Court of Impeachment 
for the trial of Judge Chase, compensation for twenty- 
seven days attendance, at the rate of five dollars per 
day; and - os 

Resolved, That the assistant Doorkeeper receive:at 
the rate of two dollars per day during the said trial, te 
be paid out of the contingent funds of the Senate. 


And on the question to agree to the first reso- 
lution, it was determined in the affirmative. i 

And on the question to agreé to the second re- 
solution, it was determined in the negative. 

Mr. Anperson reported, from. the Managers 
appointed on the part uf the Senate to confer on 
the amendment to the bill, entitled “An act for 
establishing rules and articles for the government ` 
of the armies of the United States,” disagreed to 
by the House of Representatives, “That they 
have had a conference with the Managers onthe 
part of the House of Representatives, and have 
agreed that the Senate recede from that part of 
their amendment of the one hundredth article 
disagreed to by the House of Representatives, 
with the following amendment; after the word 
‘army’ add ‘but the manner of wearing the hair 
shall not be considered as a part thereof.” 

And on motion to adopt the report ‘of the con- 
ferees, a division of the question was called for, 
and so much of the report was agreed to as ex- 
terids to receding from the amendment insisted 
on by the Senate. ee 

And on the question to agree to the other mem- 


| ber of the report, to wit: “but the manner of 


wearing the hair shall not be considered as a part 
thereof:” nt a 
It was passed in the negative—yeas 9, nays 21 
as follows: E 
Yras—Messrs. Anderson, Condit, Gaillard, Holland, 
Kitchel, Maclay, Sumter, Tracy, and Turner. i 
Nays—Messrs. Adair, Adams, Baldwin, Bayard, 
Bradley, Gilman, Hillhouse, Logan, Mitchill, Moore, 
Pickering, Smith of Maryland, Smith of New York, 
Smith of Ohio, Smith of Tennessee, Smith of Verniont, 
Stone, White, Worthington; and Wright. ` i 
So it was Resolved, That “the Senate’ recede 
from their said amendment disagreed to by the 
House of Representatives. se ees 
The bill for the relief of Hamet Caramalli, ex- 
Bashaw of Tripoli, was read.the third time; and, 
after debate, the consideration of the bill was 
postponed. . EN 
The Senate resümed the consideration of the 
amendment to the Constitution, submitted on the 
22d of January last, agreeably- to:the order of the 
day; and the further consideration thereof was 
postponed to the first Monday in December next. 


Tusspay, April 1. 


The bill, entitled “An act to regulate so much 
of the act regulating foreign coins, and for other 
purposes, as is contained in the second section 
thereof,” was read the third time.as amended, and 
passed. a aes: 

“Mr. ANDERSON, from the cominittee to whom, 
the subject was referred, on the 24th instant, re- 
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ported “a bill for the relief of Gilbert C. Russel ;” 
which was.read and ordered to the second reading. 

The Senate resumed the report of the commit- 
tee of conference. on the amendment insisted on 
by the Senate, to the bill, entitled “An act to re- 
gulate and fix the compensation of the officers of 
the Senate and House of Representatives.” 

Resolved, That they so far recede from their 
amendment insisted on, as. to agree to the modi- 

- fication reported by the Managers at the confer- 
rence thereon. ; es 

In the last line but one of the ‘said first section 
thereof, and next after the word “ each,” the first 
time the word occurs in the line, insert these 
words: “the first engrossing clerks, respectively, 
one thousand two hundred dollars each,” and in 
the same line, between the words “their” and 
“ engrossing,” insert the word “other.” 

The bill, entitled‘ “An actin addition to an act, 
.to make’ provision for persons that have been dis- 
abled by known wounds received in the actual 
service of the United States during the Revolu- 
tionary war,” was read the-third time as amended 


‘and. passed. f 


` EX-BASHAW OF TRIPOLI. 


The bill for the relief of Hamet Caramalli, ex- 
Bashaw of Tripoli, being under consideration, on 
the question, Shall this bill pass? Mr. BRADLEY 
Hey ine, finished his remarks in support of the 

ill— 
„Mr. Apams said:—-Mr. President, when the 

uestion was yesterday stated from the Chair, on 
the final passage of this bill, and-I found myself 
called on to record my assent to or dissent from it, 
I felt myself bound in duty to call upon the com- 
mittee by whom it was reported, for the evidence 
upon which they had rested the claim of Hamet 
‘Bashaw to the grant of money which is proposed 
by the bill to be made tohim. Together with the 
‘bil the committee had reported, what they term 
“a brief statement of facts;” upon which they 
declare the bill itself to be founded, and wherein 
they consider his claim, not on the generosity, but 
on the justice of the United States, from his ser- 
vice and sufferings in their cause, and from his 
having been deceived and amused with the pros- 
po of being placed on his throne, as legitimate 

overeign of Tripoli,and frequently drawn from’ 
eligible situations for the purpose of being made the 
dupe or instrument of policy, and finally sacrificed 
to misfortune and wretchedness. The dill accord- 
ingly makes the grant, expressly in consideration of 
his services and sufferings in our cause; and, in 
voting for the bill as it now stands, I should con- 
sider myself as sanctioning, as far as my vote 
would go, the report of the committee, upon 
which the bill is founded. This I could not do 
without further information. I thought, sir, and 
‘have thought, from the moment when I first saw 
the report, that the statement it contained, far 
fiom -being supported by the voluminous docu- 
ments which have been, in the Course of the’ses- 
sion, communicated to the Senate, respecting all 
our transactions with Tripoli, was in many re- 
spects contradictory to the whole tenor of those 


documents; my recollection of the documents was, $ 
indeed, only of their general tenor; for, amidst $ 
the pressure of the various other important busi- {| 
ness which we have had before us, I had not found } 


time for a reperusal of them, since I had heard f} 
But, of their general §| 


them read at your table. 
complexion, my mind had received a clear and} 
very decided impression, with which I found it $ 


impossible to. reconcile any part of the commit- $ 


tee’s report. I presumed, however, that the com, 
mittee were possessed of evidence, not yet com- | 
municated to the Senate, which warranted them 

in those assertions, which all the papers with $ 
which I had been made acquainted tended rather | 

to disprove than to confirm. The chairman of | 
the committee has this day informed the Senate § 


of the*grounds upon which the report was drawn $ 
up, and has communicated what he considers as $ 


the additional evidence in its support. He has $ 
also favored us with the arguments upon which $ 
he thinks the views of the subject, taken in the $ 
report, are fully substantiated. I regret, sir, that | 
neither his arguments nor his evidence have been 
satisfactory to my mind; but that, after giving 
them what I deem their full share of weight, I 
still remain convinced that the report is founded 
upon a supposed state of facts altogether errone- 
ous, and a view of the whole subject altogether 
incorrect. 


The merits of Hamet Bashaw’s claim upon the — 


United States must depend upon the nature of 
the engagements contracted between the United 
States and him, and upon the transactions under 
those engagements. With respect to the nature 
of the engagements, theré is a very striking dif 
ference between the statement of the committee 
and the statement of the President of the United 
States in his Message of the 13th of January last. 
The statement of the committee is as much at 
variance with the ideas of Hamet Bashaw’ him- 
self as with those of the President, and equally in 
opposition to those of Commodore Barron and 
Mr. Lear, as they appear in the printed papers. 

With regard to the facts, material to constitute 
the peculiar character of the ex-Bashaw’s claim, 
the statement of the committee is no less. in flat 
contradiction to the statements of the President, 
to the acknowledgments of Hamet Bashaw, and 
to the tenor of the most substantial documents. 

As to the nature of the engagements, the com- 
mittee represent Hamet Bashaw as having been 
inveigled, deceived, amused with promises to place 
him on his throne, and finally betrayed and sacri- 
ficed. They appear to think the United States 
were bound, at all events, and, by their exclusive 
exertions, to restore him to his dignity, and that 
the mere act of withdrawing their aid, without 
accomplishing that object, was a treacherous vio- 
lation of their faith plighted to him. -. 

The President’s Message says: [Mr. BRADLEY 
objected against the reading of the Message, as 
out of order, it being incompatible with the rules 
to adduce the opinions of the Executive, to influ- 
ence the opinion of the Senate. On appeal.to 
the Chair, Mr. Apams stated that.he-did not-pro- 
pose to read the opinions of the Executive, but. a 


218 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


214 


Aprit, 1806. Ex-Bashaw 


of Tripoli. SENATE. 


statement of facts by the Executive, for the pur- 
pose of showing that it was contradictory to the 
statement of facts reported by the committee, 
and with the further view of showing, by the ac- 
knowledgment of Hamet Bashaw, and the other 
documents before the Senate, that the statement 
of the Executive was the correct one. The 
Presipent of the Senate decided that he might 
proceed. | 

The President’s Message says: “ During the 
t war with Tripoli, it was suggested that Hamet 
t Caramalli, elder brother of the reigning Bashaw, 
‘and driven by him from his throne, meditated 
f the recovery of his inheritance, and that a con- 
‘cert in action with us was desirable to him. We 
‘considered that concerted operations by those 
‘ who have a common enemy were entirely justi- 
‘fiable, and might produce effects favorable to 
‘both, without binding either to guarantee the 
t objects of the other.” 

Here, sir, from the President himself, we are 
told, not that Hamet Bashaw had been deceived, 
amused, and “ drawn from eligible situations,” but 
that the concert of operations was first suggested 
as desirable to him. Not that the Government 
ever had a thought of pledging the United States 
to restore him to his throne, but merely that a 
concert in action was intended, leaving each party 
perfectly at liberty as respected the object of the 
other. The committee, therefore, have altogether 
mistaken.the first negotiations with Hamet; and 
Mr. Eaton’s letters of the 5th of September and 
13th of December, 1801, prove the correctness of 
the President’s statement. 

The report of the committee asserts, that the 
agents of the United States in the’ Mediterranean 
in August, 1801, entered into a convention with. 
Hamet, to obtain a permanent peace with Tripoli, 
to place the ex-Bashaw on his throne, and procure 
indemnification for all expense in accomplishing 
the same. That this agreement was renewed in 
November following, and that, in 1802, “when the 
‘reigning Bashaw ‘had made overtures to the ex- 
‘ Bashaw to settle on him the two provinces of 
*Derne and Bengazi, and when the ex-Bashaw 
“was on the point of leaving Tunis, under an es- 
cort, furnished by the reigning Bashaw, the 
‘agents of the United States prevailed on him to 
“* abandon the offer, with assurance that the Unit- 
‘ed States would effectually co-operate, and place. 
f him on the throne of Tripoli.” 

_ Now, sir, it is impossible to understand the re- 
port any otherwise than intending to convey the 
idea that these conventions, made by the agents 
of the United States were authorized and sanc- 
tioned by the Government, and the offer of the 
reigning Bashaw, the escort, the settlement of the 
two provinces, are represented as one of those 
eligible situations, which he was prevailed upon 
to abandon by the agents. of the United States, 
with the promise of his throne. 

. What is the: fact? The conventions alluded 
to were made by Mr. Eaton, and, instead of being 
sanctioned, were expressly disavowed by this Gov- 
ernment. . à 

{Mr..WricuT here said, that Mr. Apams was 


mistaken; and was proceeding to object, when 
the Presipentr of the Senate observed to him. 
that he would have an opportunity to reply after 
Mr. Apams should have finished, and desired the 
latter to proceed.] ; f F 

Sir, said Mr. A., the chairman of the commit- 
tee, the gentleman who drew up the report, will 
not deny that the conventions, of which I am 
speaking, were those made in 1801 by Mr. Eaton. 
[Mr. BrapLey admitted they were.] Well, sir, I 
shall now show you that Mr. Haton’s authority 
was expressly disavowed by this Government. 

My evidence in proof of this, is a letter from 
the Secretary of the Navy, dated 28th of August, 
1804, to Commodore Morris, then the authorized 
superintending agent for negotiating with the 
Barbary Powers. I take it froma pamphlet, pub- 
lished by Commodore Morris himself. It is not 
among the documents communicated to us this 
session by the President, but its authenticity has 
never been denied; and if any gentleman here 
now questions it, I shall move for a regular call 
upon the’ head of the Navy Department, to re- 
move the doubt. It contains the following words: 
“ In adjusting the terms of peace with the Dey of 
‘ Tripoli, whatever regard may be had to the situ- 
‘ation of his brother, it is not to be considered by. 
“you of sufficient magnitude to prevent, or even’ 
‘to retard a final.settlement with the Dey. Mr. . 
‘ Eaton, in this affair, cannot be considered an au- 

‘ thorized agent of the Government.” TN 

At the same time, Mr. Eaton, Mr. Cathcart, and 
Commodore Morris, were all informed, by de- 
spatches from the Secretary of State, of the real 
nature of the engagements which this. Govern- 
ment were willing to make. These were a con- 
cert of operations in measures of hostility against 
the reigning Bashaw, without pledging either 
party to the cause of the other. 

Let us now see what was the real nature of 
those magnificent. offers of the reigning Bashaw 
to his brother—the armed escort, and the two 
provinces—upon the abandonment of which, un- 
der the influence of our agents, the report raises 
such a fund of merit and sacrifice on the part of 
Hamet. The committee take this circumstance 
from a statement made by Mr. Eaton to the Com= 
mittee of Claims, in February 7, 1804, printed 
among the documents of that season.. ‘Largely 
as the chairman of the Committee has‘ drawn 
from that statement in making his report, itis 
singular that the following passage in it, page 16; 
has escaped his attention: ne 

“Meantime, I had wrought upon the Bey’s Minister’ 
to countenance and aid my project, in consideration of, 
my promise to give him $10,000, on condition of his’ 
fidelity, and in case of its success. I thought it good’ 
policy to secure the Minister; not so much for the ser- 
vice he would render, as to check the mischief whicl 
seemed impending. He confessed it was the inten- 
tion of the enemy Bashaw, by this illusive overture, to 
get possession of the rival brother in order. todestroy . ; 
him; and he permitted my dragoman, under an-injunc-: 
tion of secrecy, to communicate the design to Hamet: 
Bashaw. This determined him to-go to Malta,- under: 
a pretext to his people of evading the Swedish: and 
American cruisers.” Gag. SEES ; ye dS 
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‘>And are thesé the overtures? - Is this the eligi- 
ble'situation, of such precious value to the ex-Ba- 
shaw, that this nation, or-its Government, is to be 
charged with perfidy and treachery because our 
agents prevailed upon him to abandon them? 
iy nso!” The reigning Bashaw sends an escort 
of forty men, with offers of two provinces, to his 
exiled: brother, for the`sole purpose of getting him 
into his‘ possession to destroy him. Our agents 
distover the project; apprize the destined victim 
of his ititended fate; rescue him from ‘inevitable 
destruction—aud now, we are to be told, that by 
this act, we were not conferring, but receiving an 
obligation, which bound us in honor and duty to 
restore him to his throne. 

, The report asserts that the Committee of Claims 
expressed their decided approbation of Mr. Eaton’s 


official conduct’ in these transactions, and the gen- | Tripoli. They appear to have viewed the co-operation 


tleman, (Mr.Bravueyv,) in his argument this day, 
has very strenuously insisted on this circumstance 
as àa proof that this Government had then sanc- 

` tioned them. But the approbation of the Com- 

` mittee of Claims is not thus extensive. It is ex- 
pressed in a manner which peculiarly confines 
their applause to his official conduct in his consu- 
lar agency. He was Consul at Tunis,.and the 
Secretary of the Navy, as I have shown, had- ex- 
plicitly denied his authority for his conventions 
with Hamet Bashaw. 

‘Thus much, sir, for the nature of the transac- 
tions between the agents of the United States and 
the ex-Bashaw, prior to the year 1804, when Com- 
modore Barron with his squadron were sent into 
the Mediterranean, and when he was vested with 
discretionary powers to avail himself of Hamet’s 
co-operation, and referred to Mr. Eaton as an 
agent sent out by Government for that purpose. 


“This discretionary power of Commodore Bar- ! 


ron, the chairman of the committee has this day 
strongly contended ‘was altogether unlimited, and 
such isthe idea given of it in the report; but 
this I apprehend to be a mistake of the utmost | 
importance, It isin direct contradiction to the 
statement of the President’s Message, and to the 
testimony of. Commodore Barron himself. The 
President’s Message says : 

“We authorized. Commodore Barron, then proceed- 
ing with his squadron, to enter into an understanding 
with Hamet, if he should deem it useful; and asit was 
represented that he would need some aid of arms and 
ammunition, and even of money, he was authorized to 
furnish them to a moderate extent, according to the 
prospect of utility to be expected from it. The in- 
structions of June 6th, to Commodore Barron, show 
that a co-operation only was intended, and by no means 
an union of our object with the fortunes of the ex-Ba- 
shaw; and the Commodore’s letters of March 22, and 
May 19, prove that he had the most correct idea of our 
intentions,” f : 

» These letters of Commodore Barron are both 
toMr. Eaton ; the first in answer.to one from him 
dated: the 18th of February, mentioning his in- 

tended convention with Hamet, which was not 

then reduced to writing. Here the Commodore 

SAYS ies : 


“In the point of view in which I régard the meas- | 


| ures already pursued, as well as the: subject of the čo- 


operation generally, I conceive we ought to tread with 
the utmost caution. It is far from my wish, sir, to 
damp your ardor, or that of your companions in arms, 
by laying too great a stress upon the cold maxims of 
prudence, whereby the tide of success is often lost; 
something;.I am .aware, should always be left-to for. 
tune, in enterprises of this nature; but I must own 
there are certain things, expressed in your despatches, 
which, when brought to the test of my instructions 
from home, give birth to feelings of doubt and uneasi- 
ness; these I deem it incumbent on me to point out 
to you with candor and. explicitness, in order that we 
may be fully understood. You must be sensible that 
in giving their sanction to a co-operation with the exiled 
Bashaw, Government did riot contemplate the measure 
as leading, necessarily and absolutely, to a reinstate. 
ment of that prince in his rights on the Regency of 


in question as a means, which, if there existed energy 
and enterprise in the exile, and attachment to his per- 
son on the part of his former subjects, might be employed 
to the common furtherance and advantage of his claims 
and our cause, but without meaning to. fetter them- 
selves: by any specific and definite attainment as an 
end, which the tenor of my instructions and the limited 
sum appropriated for that special purpose, clearly de- 
monstrate.. I fear, by the convention which you were 
about to enter into with Hamet, and by the complexion 
of other measures, that a wider range may have been 
‘taken than is consistent with the powers vested in me 
for that particular object. These apprehensions may, 
perhaps, prove groundless, on further representations 
from you; but, under my presetit impressions, I feel it 
my duty to state, explicitly, that I must withhold my 
sanction to any convention or agreement committing 
the United States, or tending to impress upon Hamet 
Bashaw a’ conviction that we have bound ourselves to 
place him upon the throne. 'The.consequences involv- 
ed in such an engagement cannot but strike you forci- 
bly, and a general view of our situation, in relation to 
the reigning Bashaw ‘and our unfortunate countrymen 
in Tripoli, will be sufficient to mark its inexpediency. 
“I wish you to understand that no guarantee or eñ- 
gagement to the exiled Prince, whose cause, I must 
repeat, we are only favoring as an instrument to our ad- f 
vantage, and not as an- end in itself, must be held to 
stand in the way of our acquiescence to. any. honorable 
and advantageous terms of accommodation which the 
reigning Bashaw may be induced to propose; such 
terms beings once offered and accépted by the repre- 
sentative of Government appointed to treat of peace, } 4 
our support to the ex-Bashaw must necessarily cease.” f 
This letter was written upwards of a month be- 
fore the capture of Derne. I haveread thus much 
of it, because it elucidates most clearly what the 
intention of the Government was; and shows that 
this intention was ‘perfectly well understood by f 
Commodore Barron. Mr. Eaton also was aware 
that the discretion of the Commodore was by no f 
means-unlimited as to the sum of money appro- f 
priated to this object. That sum was twenty | 4 
thousand dollars; but after the capture of Derne $ 
he answered the Commodore’s letter ; informed $ 
him that nearly thirty thousand dollars had been al- f 
ready spent in getting thus far; called fora further f 
large supply for the purpose of reaching the gates | 
of Tripoli, and even when arrived: there, expects | 
the Bashaw could “effect little, without more | 


| 
| 
| 


217 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


218 


‘ military talents and firmness than exists either in 
t himself or the hordes of Arabs who attach them- 
t selves to him.” 

The Commodore’s letter of May 19, is in reply 
to this, and says: 

«The business is now arrived at that point where, 
if the Ex-Bashaw, after being put in possession of 
Derne, his former government, and the district in which 
his interest is most powerful, has not in himself energy 
and talent, and is so destitute of means and resources, 
as not to be able to move on with successful progress, 
seconded by our naval force acting on the coast, he 
must be held unworthy of further support, and the co- 
operation as a measure too expensive and burdensome, 
and too little pregnant with hope or advantage, to jus- 
tify its further prosecution ; for whatever, sir, may have 
been once the intentions of Government on this subject, 
and whatever your ideas touching those intentions, I 


feel that I have already gone to the full extent of my 


authority. The instructions from the Navy Depart- 
ment, on this particular point, with which you are not 
unacquainted, fall short of that unlimited discretion and 
power of application, as relates to funds, insisted on in 
your letter, and are totally silent in regard to the quan- 
tity and description of supplies and stores, which you 
mention to have been in the contemplation of Govern- 
ment to furnish to the Bashaw.” 


Thus, sir, the discretionary power of Commo- 
dore Barron, to avail himself of Hamet’s co-ope- 
ration, was not unlimited—neither by the inten- 


‘tion of the Executive, nor in his own understand- 


ing. It was limited both as to the nature of the 
engagement he was tocontract, and as to the sum 
appropriated for the purpose; co-operation is a 
term of reciprocal import—it certainly means that 
there should be some operation on both sides. The 
operation in this case by sea, was to be conducted 
entirely and exclusively by the squadron of the 
United States. Hamet Bashaw could contribute, 
and was expected to contribute, nothing to that, 
His operation was to be by land; and, upon prin- 
‘ciples of ordinary reciprocity, it might have been 
required that this also should be exclusively at 
his expense. The Government, however, were 
willing to furnish him some aid even there. And 
the sum of twenty thousand dollars had been ap- 
propriated for that purpose. This was going as far 
as prudence would warrant, or as good faith could 
require. Hamet himself could have entertained 
no other expectation, since, in his letter to Mr. 


-Eaton of- 3d January, he says: “ Your operations 


‘should be carried on by sea; mine by land.” And 
‘even after the peace was made, in his letter to 
Mr. Eaton, of 20th June, he acknowledges, as 
clearly as language can express it, that the failure 
of co-operation was not on our part, but his own; 
that his means had not been found*to answer our 
reasonable expectations; and that lie was “ satis- 
fied with all our nation has done concerning him.” 


Indeed, sir, I know not upon what principle of 
common. sense, Commodore Barron could have 


„given to his instructions that unbounded exten- 


sion which the committee has found in them. 
‘The subject of availing himself of Hamet’s co- 
operation, was committed entirely to his discre- 
tion, and $20,000 were placed at his disposal for 
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that purpose. Could he possibly understand. by 
this, that after $30,000 bad been expended in get- 
ting the ex-Bashaw to Derne, $50,000 more should 
be called for to carry him before the walls of 
Tripoli, and then be able to do nothing unless 
men were furnished from the squadron to lead a 
coup demain? Whatsort of co-operation is this, 
in which one party does everything and the other 
thing? Was it possible for the Commodore to 
suppose that the co-operation was to be with our- 
selves? and that the meaning of “ your operations 
are to be by sea, and mine by land,” is, your ope- 
rations are to be both by sea and land ; mine by 
neither ! a 

The next assertion of the report, for proof of 
which I am still to inquire, is, that even after the 
aid-of the Americans was withdrawn from Hamet 
Bashaw, he “ would, without the hazard of a re- 
‘pulse, have marched to the throne of Tripoli, 
‘ had he been supported by the co-operation of the 
‘ American squadron, which in honor and good 
‘faith he had a right to expect.” Compare this, 
sir, with the statement in the President’s Message: 
“Tn the event it was found that, after placing the 
‘ex-Bashaw in possession of Derne, one of the 
‘most important cities and provinces of the coun- 
‘try, where he had resided himself as Governor, 
‘he was totally unable to command any resources, 
t or to bear any part in co-operation with us. This 
‘hope was then at an end ; and we certainly had 
‘never contemplated, nor were we prepared, to 
‘land an army of our own, or to raise, pay, or 
‘subsist an army of Arabs, to march ie 
t Derne to Tripoli, and to carry on a land war, 
‘at such a distance from our resources. Our 
‘means and our authority were merely naval; 
‘and that such were the expectations of Hamet, 
‘his letter of June 29 is an unequivocal acknow- 
‘ledgment.” 

If Hamet, after the capture of Derne, was to- 
tally unable to command any resources, or bear 
any part in co-operation with us, how can it be 
said that he would, without the hazard of a re- 
pulse, have marched to the throne of Tripoli, had 
he been supported by the co-operation of our 
squadron? But, further, I ask what were the 
means, what were the resources, of this sovereign 
Prince, from the hour when Mr. Eaton received 
his orders to withdraw from him? The event 
sir, is worth a thousand arguments. He could 
not support himself a day. He was compelled 
to take instantaneous refuge on board our vessels, 
and was saved from destruction only by being 
brought away. Does this look like marching to the 
throne of Tripoli? 

The next, and most exceptionable of all the 
errors contained in this report, is the imputation 
it casts upon the characters, and the wounds it 
must inflict upon the feelings, of highly confiden- 
tial officers of this Government—one of them ab- 
sent from the country, at the distance of four thou- 
sand miles, unable to defend himself, and with- 
out a friend, io my knowledge, to defend him here. 
The other an officer universally respected, labor- 
ing under a loug and painful illness, whose infirm- 
ities should rather have added sanctity to the 
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capacities of the whole squadron, was neither dis- 
solved by the Commodore’s illness, nor consumed 
by the inflammation of his secretary’s eyes. As 
to Captain Dent’s testimony, it appears to me that 
the inference drawn from it in the report, is much 
more broad and comprehensive than the testimo- 
ny itsélf will warrant- With Captain Dent, I 
have not: the pleasure of an acquaintance, and I 
certainly never heard a syllable to the disparage- 
ment of his character. But, sir, permit me to 
observe, that the letter from him on which the 
chairman of the committee relies, was not cotem- 
porary with the oċcurrences.to which it alludes; 
it is a sort of postliminary evidence, drawn up 
since the appointment of the committee, and 
doubtless obtained for the’ purpose of corroborat- 
ing the view of things previously taken. It is un- 
fortunately too notorious, that among the officers 
employed in the Mediterranean service, there has 
been a division into ‘parties, and that a very ani- 
mated party spirit has mingled itself in all the 
narratives which have been published and circu- 
lated in conversations respecting their transactions, 
In all such cases, persons influenced by such feel- 


claim. of delicacy with which individual charac- 
ter ought to be treated. reset a 
““TMr, Wricut here said the report was misrep- 
--yésented. That he ‘had treated Commodore Bar- 
ron’s character with perfect. respect. ] 

“Mr: Apams resumed. Iam aware, sir, that the 
report has very explicitly declared that no blame 
ought tö attach to.Commodore Barron ; but it has 
also declared that-a wasting sickness; and ‘conse- 
‘quent mental as well as bodily debility, had render- 
ed him ‘totally unable to command the squadron ; 
that to°this causé alone may be attributed the final 
failure of the plan of co-operation ; that Mr. Lear 
appears to have gained a complete ascendency 
over ‘him, thus debilitated by sickness; or rather 
that Lear, having. assumed the command, in the 
name of the Commodore, paralyzed every mili- 
tary operation by séa and land; and they. go so 
far as to impute to Mr. Lear all the letters of 
Commodore Barron, subsequent to that of 21st of 
March, 1805. If the gentleman from Maryland 
considers all this, sir, as perfectly respectful to the 
Commodore, I can only say that. it appears ina 
different light to me, nor do I imagine it will bear 
that complexion to the person imimediately inter- 
ested in it. But the chairman of the committee 
has gone yet further. He'has told you, in so many 
words, thatthe Commodore was réduced to a state 
of perfect childhood; has represented him as 
equally incapable of thought and of action; ina 
‘mete state of dotage. And all this upon what 
evidence? Why, because, in one of his letters, 
Commodore Barron says he is unable to write 
with his own hand; and because, from the 19th 
to the 22d of May, there appear among the docu- 
ments, five letters, long letters, says the gentle- 
man, and yet the Commodore’s secretary had an 
inflammation in his eyes. Sir, is it possible the 
gentleman could be serious in dwelling upon, and 
repeatedly recurring, as he did, to this, as a proof 
of incapacity in the Commodore, and of crimin- 
ality in Mr. Lear? Whether he was serious or 
not, I cannotřtell ; but his reasoning had-no seri- 
ous impression Upon my mind; and when a cause 
rests upon such arguments as these, it is a strong 
presumption of its destitution of any better. 

_ [Mr. Braprey here said Mr. Apams had mis- 
taken him; that his argument had dwelt upon 
Captain. Dent’s testimony.] 

r. ADAMS replied—Sir, every member of the 
Senate who now hears me, heard what that gen- 
tleman had said before. I appeal to them whether 
he did not urge repeatedly, with great apparent 
zeal and earnestness, the Commodore’s illness and 
the secretary’s sore eyes as a proof that-Mr. Lear 
must have written all the Commodore’s letters; if 
he did, Tam. now replying to what he said; if he 
did not, Tam content that what I arn saying should 
pass for absurdity. Suppose the Commodore was 
unable to write with his own hand, or even to 
di¢tate to another every line and sentence of those 
letters, if the leading ideas were his, might they 
not be written by any other? Suppose his seere- 
taty had'sore eyes, was there no other:person in the 
squadron who could réad and write but Mr. Lear?) 
Surely, sir, all the common sense and common 


from a certain bias. Some allowance must al- 
ways be made on such occasions, and testimony 
the most unquestionable on the score of upright- 
ness, must be susceptible of some deduction from 
the medium through which things are seen. Yet 
what is the amount of Captain Dent’s testimony? 


And on what was this opinion founded?’ Why, 
on Mr. Leat’s intimacy with him during his de- 


if not with Mr. Lear? A mutual consultation 


tiation of the peace, was enjoined upon both by 
their instructions. What could be more natural, 
| what more proper than this intimacy? and if Mr. 
Lear did obtain an ascendency to the full extent 
of Captain Dent’s opinion, why is it to be charged 
upon himasacrime? Let me go one step further. 
I entreat every member of the Senate to read ovet 
attentively those letters communicated to us as 
Commodore Barron’s, but which the report insists 
upon considering as Mr. Lear’s, and then say whe- 
ther it is at all material who wrote them.. Sir, 
there is in. them a fund of good sense, of sober dis- 
cretion, of clear discernment, of anxious regard 
for the public welfare, and of vigilant attention 
to the public interests, which bespeaks an origin 
from a sound head and a well placed heart. I 
care not who wrote them; I do not hesitate to 
say that no official documents presented to the 
Senate ‘since I have had the honor of a seat in 
this body, have been stamped with more sterling 
intrinsic value.. The arguments in the letters to 
Mr. Eaton, on the subject of the co-operation with 
Hamet Bashaw, and on the subject of Mr. Haton’s 


ings, though of unimpeachable integrity and of 4 
clear understanding, are seldom altogether free | 


In the first place, it is little more than mere opin- | 
ion. -It was the opinion of the officers in the | 
squadron; and it was his own Opihion, that Mr. f 
Lear had a great ascendency over the Commo- { 
dore in his measures relative to the squadron, $ 


bilitated state. Well, sir, and with whom should $ 
the Commodore have entertained this intimacy, f 


upon the conduct of the war, and upon the nego- $ 


soot cn ante ananassae thas earl 
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measures, are, to my mind, not only substantial, 
but unanswerable. Those in the letter to Mr. 
Lear,‘on the subject of negotiation with the reign- 
ing Bashaw, are cogent and forcible. The report 
of your committee indeed calls them pretended 
reasons, and imputes them to Mr. Lear. It says, 
the committee will not condescend to enter intoa 
consideration of them. Sir, I am very sorry for 
it. I believe sincerely, that if they had conde- 
scended thus far, they would have found the rea- 
sons were solid and weighty; that they were well 
deserving of all the consideration which they 
thought proper to deny them. They did conde- 
scend to speak the language of reproach and bitter 
censure upon an officer of high trust and confi- 
dence, far distant from his country, and thus 
unable to defend himself. They did condescend 
thus to accuse him in the face of the President’s 
Message, which declares that he had perfectly 
understood, and faithfully executed, the real in- 


tentions of the Executive whose minister he is. 


They did condescend to condemn him. unheard, 
upon. evidence, to say the least, very questionable; 
and I cannot think it would have been unbecom- 
ing their dignity, to give a moment of considera- 
tion to the reasons alleged for his conduct. That 
condescension which the committee denied. him, 
I hope this Senate will freely grant. It will 
exalt rather than debase even the Senate of the 
United States, to consider the reasons alleged in 
behalf of a fellow-citizen, and fellow-servant of 
the public, accused of having betrayed his trust 
and disgraced his country. It is the more sur- 
prising, sir, that the committee should have treated 
with such contempt the reasons for negotiating 
the peace, when we find by their own statement 
that the first of these reasons is the danger of the 
American prisoners in Tripoli. The committee 
say they think it had no foundation; but if this 
was their opinion, might not Commodore Barron 
and Mr. Lear, without being idiots or traitors, 
have another? It is indeed a little singular that 
the letter from Commodore Rodgers, which the 
` chairman of the committee has read you, is itself 
conclusive evidence that the danger in which the 
prisoners might be, was the decisive reason for 
concluding the peace. He says, indeed, that. he 
never thought the prisoners in danger, himself; 
but he explicitly declares that the apprehension 
of what the Bashaw in his despair might do with 
them, was the. preponderating impulse to the ne- 
gotiation. The report also contains an extract 
from a letter of Lieutenant Wormeley, then him- 
self a prisoner, and who likewise says that he does 
not think their lives were in danger. Well, sir, 


and what does this’ prove? That Lieutenant |. 
not easily tet-. 


Wormeley is a man of intrepidity, 
. tified. -Of this I have no doubt; but it proves no 
‘more; for in the same letter he says he was all 
the time-in close confinement; and had very little 
means of knowing what the Bashaw’s intentions 
were, or what he was likely to have done. On 
the other hand, yow have the testimony of Captain 
Bainbridge, and of the Danish consul, Nissen. 
The chairman of ‘the committee tells ‘you that 
Captain Bainbridge says nothing of that import 


himself; but Mr. Nissen says it, in a postscript to 
a letter written by Captain Bainbridge, and which 
he therefore must have known of: before it was 
sent; and, besides this, there are several other 
letters of Captain Bainbridge, among the unprint- 
ed documents, in which he assumes the style of a 
strong suppliant for peace. To the same effect is 
the following extract from Mr. Lear’s letter to the 
Secretary of State, giving an account of the ne- 
gotiation—“At 11 A. M., June Ist, our unfortunate 
‘t countryman, Captain Bainbridge, came on board, 
‘ who had been permitted to come off under the 
‘ guaranty of the Danish consul, and Sidi Mahom- 
‘et Dghies, the Minister of Foreign Affairs. He 
‘assured me that the Americans would not be 
‘delivered until a treaty of peace should be made 
‘ with the Bashaw, as peace was more his object 
‘ than the sum he might get for the captives; and 
‘as it was our intention to conclude a treaty, it 
‘ would be cruel to let our countrymen languish in 
‘ captivity, merely on the punctilio of negotiating 
‘a treaty before or after their delivery, as whatever 
‘related to them was already understood.” The 
chairman of the committee has told us that Mr. 
Nissen, who was merely a consul, could not be so 
well informed as Mr. Wormeley, whether the 
prisoners were in danger or not.. How his testi- 
mony can lose any of its weight from his being a 
consul, I am at a loss to imagine. He was indeed 
a consul; he was also that friend of our country, 
that friend of humanity, whose benevolence and 
kind attentions to our fellow-citizens in captivity 
have been acknowledged by a solemn vote of 
thanks passed by both Houses of Congress during 
the present session; and from his situation at the 
time, I should suppose his means of information 


must have been greater than those of a prisoner in 


close confinement. Besides, sir, although we now 
are acquainted with Mr. Wormeley’s opinion, it 
could not be known to Commiodore Barron or Mr. 
Lear, then. He had no access to them, nor they 
tohim. They acted on the information they had, 
and not on that which they could not have. I 
will indeed. freely acknowledge that my: own 
opinion agrees with that of Mr. Wormeley, and 
not with that of Mr. Nissen; I do not believe that 
in any event the Bashaw would have sacrificed 
the lives of our prisoners. I believe he would 
have followed the course most useful to himself, 
and that, at the last extremity, he would rather 
have turned them to such account as he could, 
and given them up for peace rather than put them 
to death. This may have been an error in Mr. 
Lear; but-as far’as I can find from the papers 
before us, ' 
“The very head and front of his offending 
Had this extent—~no more.” 

Yet, sir, when I consider the- extreme solicitude 
manifested through. this whole country for the 
fate of these our unfortunate fellow-citizens, and 
how anxious we all were for their redemption, I 
can excuse that error which consisted in too ten- 
der a regard for their situations, though I cannot 
justify it altogether; I certainly never can brand 
as treachery, what, at worst, was virtue carried. 
too far, on the borders of weakness. ae 
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in my opinion, warrant a grant to Hamet Cara- 
malli, I mean the foundation recommended by 
the President’s Message—the liberality and mag- 
nanimity of the nation—it would have had my 
willing vote. But, questionable as the statement 
of the report appears to me, I see no such princi- 
ples of duty arising from it, as it alleges, and must 
therefore vote against the passage of the bill. 


«"Fhe-President’s Message, after. stating what 
were really the intentions of this Government in 
respect to a co-operation with Hamet—after stat- 
ing:that Commodore. Barron had. most correctly 
understood these intentions, refers to Hamet’s let- 
‘ter-of June, 29th, as.a proof that he himself had 
also understood: them, and our engagements with 
hiovin- the same manner; but the report.of the 
committee, after tacitly rejecting the declaration 
of: the-President, after undertaking to disqualify | 
Commodore Barron by his-illness, concludes with 
disqualifying Hamet himself, because he. was 
among strangers, in distress, and in ‘fear of starv- 
ing. They discredit alike both the parties to the 
contract, and the only person authorized- to the 
negotiation. Commodore Barron was not a moral 
agent, for he was sick. The ex-Bashaw was not 
a moral agent, because he was famished.: Why 
the President was not to be credited, they have 
indeed left us to conjecture; but it is a new mode 
“of establishing facts, to deny the powers of moral 
agency to all the persons, who are the best possi- 
ble ‘witnesses to the transactions. 

<. The last assertion of the report, for which I 
can find no sufficient support in the documents 
before -us, and which I shall now notice, is, that | 
the stipulation of the reigning Bashaw, to deliver 
up his brother, his wife, and children, has not been 
carried into execution, and that “it is highly pro- 
bable it was never intended to be.” That they 
have not been delivered up, I suppose to be true. 
That. they have been demanded, does not appear. 
That they could be demanded before the ‘ratifi- 
cation of the treaty, is.at least questionable; but 
that they will be demanded and obtained, I do trust 
and believe, for I hope the ratification of the treaty 
will: give us a perfect right to make the demand. 
I.cannot believe, sir, that it was not intended to be 
executed. Upon what evidence did the commit- 
tee form this opinion? Was it upon the assertion 
in Mr. Haton’s letter to the Secretary of the Navy? 
That, sir, must, I think, be founded upon some 
mistake} for it intimates that there was a secret 
article to that effect. Now, sir, we know that this 
could not-be;.as an article of the treaty, if secret, 
we must have known it in this body. It must 
have been communicated to us. We know that 
there is no such article as an agreement between 
the Bashaw and Mr. Lear, no such agreement 
could take place, Mr. Lear could not. possibly 
make it. Had he ineurred the guilt and folly of 
assenting to such a. bargain, it could not take from 
us the right of insisting, as J hope.we shall effect- 
ually do, upon the real and formal stipulation of 
me ney Such an intention must have defeated 
itself. 

There are many other facts stated in this report, 
sir, against the correctness of which objections 
might be made, but which, as being of minor 
importance, [ leave unnoticed. There may. be, 
and probably are, others which have escaped my 
observation. According to my. view of the docu- 
ments, the embarrassment would be, not.in select- 
ing those, but in finding any to which the convic- 
tion of my mind could assent.. Had the bill been 
constructed upon the only foundation which can, 


WEDNESDAY. April 2. 


The bill for the relief of Gilbert C. Russel was 
read the second time, and ordered to the third 
reading. , 

Mr. WORTHINGTON, from the committee to 
whom was referred, on the 28th of February last, 
the bill, entitled “An act to continue in force an 
act, entitled An act to authorize the Secretary of 
War to issue land warrants, and for other pur- 
poses,” reported the bill with amendments; which 
were read and ordered to lie for consideration. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have pro- 
ceeded to consider the modification of the amend- 
ment of the Senate- to the bill, entitled “An act 
to regulate and fix the compensation of the offi- 
cers of the Senate and House of Representatives ;” . 
whereupon, Resolved, That the House of Repre- 
sentatives doth disagree to the said modification, 
and doth adhere to their disagreement to the said 
amendment. They have passed a bill, entitled 
“An act supplementary to.the act, entitled ‘An 
act to- extend jurisdiction, in certain cases, to the 
Territorial courts ;” also, a bill, entitled “An act 
to provide for the adjustment of titles of land in 
the Territory of Michigan and for other purposes;” 
in which bills they desire the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

The. two bills last mentioned were read, and 
ordered to the second reading. 

Mr. Bayarn, from the committee to whom was 
referred, on the 29th of March last, the account of 
expenses for fitting up the Senate Chamber, for 
the trial of theimpeachment of Judge Chase, signed, 
for B. H. Latrobe, John Lenthall, made report; 
which was read, and ordered to lie for considera- 
tion. 
The Senate resumed the third reading of the 
bill for the relief of Hamet Caramalli,ex-Bashaw 
of Tripoli; and, on motion to amend the bill, the 
Senate adjeurneds | > ; a 


Tuykspay, April 3. 

The resolution reported by the committee, ap- 
propriating a sum to discharge the account for 
fitting up the Senate Chamber for the trial of the 
impeachment of Judge Chase, was read the sec- 
ond time, and passed to the third reading. 
Mr. Bayarpasked and obtained leave of absence 
for the remainder of the session. at 

„The bill, entitled “An act supplementary to the 
act, entitled ‘An act to extend jurisdiction in cer- 
tain cases to the Territorial courts,” was read the 
second time, and referred to Mr..Mrrcniit, Mr. 
Avams, and Mr. TURNER, to consider and report 
thereon. iar ` 
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Senare: 


The bill, entitled “An act to provide for the 
adjustment of titles of land in the Territory of 
Michigan, and for other purposes,” was read the 
second time, and réferred to Mr. Tracy and others. 
the committee to whom was referred, on the 23d 
of December last. the Message of the Presideat of 
the United States on this subject; to consider and 
report thereon.. < ~ SENSE, ; 
She Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the amendments reported to the bill,. en- 
titled “An-act to continue-in force an‘act, entitled 
tAn- act to authorize the Secretary of War to issue 
land warrants; and for other purposes,” and having 
‘in part adopted the report, the bill was amended 
and reported to the Housé accordingly. 

Ordered, ‘That the bill pass to the third’ read 
ing as amended. ge 

Ordered, That Mr. Braptey be ön the com- 
ihittee appointed to consider-the bill, entitled “An 
act authorizing a detachment fromthe militia of the 
United States,” in place of Mr. Smita of Mary- 
land, President pro tempore. si 

The bill for the relief of Gilbert C. Russel was 
‘read the third time, and passed. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
‘informed the Senate-that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act to amend the act. entitled 
“An act to divide the Indiana Territory into two 
separate goveroments, and for other purposes ;” 
‘also, a bill, entitled “An act making appropriations 
for the support of the Military establishment of 
‘the United States for the year 1806 ;” in which 
bills they desire the concurrence of the Senate. 
`; The bills were read, and ordered to the second 
reading. 

"The Senate took into consideration the resolu- 
tion of the House of Representatives, adhering to 
their disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
‘to the bill, entitled “An act to regulate and fix the 
compensations of the officers of the Senate and 
House of Representatives,” to-wit: the insertion 
of a section to follow. the first section of the origi- 
nal bill, “ sont, 
"Resolved, That the Senate recede from their 
said amendment. Cee ne bn, Og : 
‘The Senate resumed: the third reading of the’ 
bill for the relief of Hamet Caramalli, ex-Bashaw 
of Tripoli” and,.on motion, that the bill, together 
swith the feport of the. committee of the 17th of 
March last. be récommitted. it passed in the affirma- 
tive—yeas 15, nays 14, as follows: 
s: Veas—Messrs. Adams, Baldwin, Condit, Gaillard, 
Gilman, Howland, “Kitchel,; Logan, Moore, Plumer, 
Smith of New York, Smith of Vermont, Stone, Sumter, 
“and ‘Turner. S : S 
“Nays—Messrs. Adair, Anderson, Bayard, Bradley, 
Hillhouse, Maclay, Pickering, Smith of Maryland, 
Smith of Ohio, Smith of Tennessee, Tracy, White, 
. Worthington, and. Wright. ; f 
And, on motion, it was agreed that they be re 
ferred to the committee who brought in the bill. 
> with the addition of Messrs. Apams and SUMTER 
< further to consider and report thereon. 
¿< Mr. Smrru of Ohio, from the committee to whom 
Was referred, othe 31st of March last, the bill to 
sispend the sale of certain lands-in the State of 


9th Con.—3 


Onio and the Indiana Territory, reported the bill 
without amendment. : 3 ss 
. On motion, : fe ee en 
Resolved, That the letters of, Mr.. Eaton, Captain 
Dent, and Lieutenant Wormeley, in answer to thein- 
quiries stated by the chairman of the committeé.on the . 
application of Hamet Caramalii, -be printed, together 
with the following letters, to wit: >i pitas Tea 
-; From Commodore Rodgers to. the Secretary of. the 
Navy, of the date of June 8, 1805. ; D 
-From Hamet Bashaw to Commodore Barron, of Feb- 
ruary 15, 1805. ; Eee 
From Commodore. Barron to Hamet Bashaw,. of 
March 21, 1805. oe ae e 
From Commodore Barron to Captain Hull, of March 
23, 1805. i BS 
From William Eaton to Commodore 
29, 1805. ; ' e 
From Commodore Rodgers to William ‘Eaton, of 
June 5, 1805. : ; ess 
The remainder of the letter from Tobias Lear to 
William Eaton, not published before, of June 6, 1805. 
From William Eaton to Commodore Rodgers, ‘June 
18, 1805. i ee ape nel 
-. From Tobias Lear to the Secretary of State, dated 
July 5, 1805. : ` a o S 
From the Secretary of State to Tobias. Lear, dated 
June 6, 1804. : Sor apwaree 


Barron, of May 


weg 


Fripay,-April 4. i 

The bill entitled “An act making appropria- 
tions for the support of -the Military Establish- 
ment of the United States for the year 1806,” was 
read thesecond time, and referred to Messrs, STONE, 
BaLpwin,-and Apar, to. consider and report. 
thereon. ` f : : Poni 
. The bill, entitled “An act to divide the Indiana 
Territory into two separate:governments, and ‘for 
other purposes,” was'read: the second time, and 
referred to Messrs. WORTHINGTON, Tracy, and 
BALDWIN, to consider and report thereon. >°: ~ 
A message from’ the House of Representatives 


‘informed the Senate that the House concur in 


the amendments of the Senate to the bill, entitled 
“An act to repeal so much of the act, entitled 
‘An act regulating foreign coins, and for other 
purposes” as is contained in the second section 
thereof,” with amendments to the amendments, in 


which they request the concurrence of the Senate. 
They have passed a bill, entitled “An act supple- 


| mentary to the act making provision for the pay- 


‘ment of claims of citizens of the United States on 
the Goveroment'of France ;” also, a bill, entitled 
“An ‘act further to alter and establish certain 
post roads, and for other purposes;” in which bills 
they request the concurrence of the Senate. They” 
have passed a joint resolution “that a committee 
be appointed to confer with a committee of the 
Senate, on the time that the two Houses of Con- 
gress may adjourn.” 

The two bills last mentioned in the message 
were read, and ordered to the second reading. 

Mr. Mitcuitt presented the petition of Azariah 
Egleston and others, praying that a post road may 
be established, for reasons stated in ‘the petition 
from the city of Albany, in the State of New York, 
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Nays—Messrs. Adair, Adams, Hillhouse, Pickering, 
Smith of Maryland, and White. 


So it was resolved that this bill pass as amended 

The resolution authorizing the payment of the 
account for fitting up the Senate Chamber for the 
‘trial and impeachment of Judge Chase, was read 
the third time, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the sum of eight hundred and. three 
dollars and seventeen cents and a half be appropriated, 
out of the contingent fund, tobe applied by the Secre- 
tary of the Senate in payment of the balance of the ac- 
counts allowed by the President of the Senate. for ex- 
penses attending the trial of the impeachment of Judge 
Chase, and remaining unpaid; and to the list of ac- 
counts relative to the same ‘object, furnished by. J ohn, 
Lenthall for B. H. Latrobe, countersigned by the chair- 
man of this committee. k. f 


to the city of Hartford, in the State of Connecti- 
eut, on the Farington river road; and the petition 
was read, and ordered to lie for consideration. 

"The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ments of the House of. Representatives to their 
amendments to the bill, entitled “An act to regu- 
late so much of the act, entitled ‘An act regulat- 
ing foreign coins, and for other. purposes, as-is 
contained in the second. section thereof ;” and 
concurred therein. 

"Fhe Senate resumed the second reading of the 
pill to suspend the sale of certain lands in the 
State of Ohio and the Indiana Territory ;” and, 

Ordered, That it pass to a third reading. 

Mr. Tracy, from the committee to whom was 
referred, on the 28th of January last, the report 
and estimates of appropriations necessary for the 
yent 1806,.asked and obtained leave to report by 
bill. 

T'he resolution of the House of Representatives 
for the appointment of a joint committee:to confer 
on:the time Congress may adjourn, was read, and 
ordered to lie for consideration. 


The Senate resumed the third reading of the 
bill entitled “An act to repeal so much of any act 
or acts as authorize the receipt of evidences of the 
public debt in payment for lands of the United 
States, and for other purposes relative to the pub- 
lic debt ;” and on motion to strike out the first 
section of the bill, as follows: 

“Be it enacted, by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That so much of any act or acts as author- 
ize the receipt of evidences of the public debt, in pay- 
ment for the lands of the United States, shall, from and 
after the 30th of April, 1806, be repealed : Provided, 
That the right of all:persons who may have purchased 
public lands previous to the passage of this act, to pay 
forthe same in stock, shall in no wise be affected or: 
impaired: And provided further, That there shall be 
allowed on every payment made at or before the same. 
ghall fall due, for the lands purchased before the 30th of. 
April, 1806, in addition to the discounts now allowed 
by law, a:deduction equal to the difference at the time 
of such payment, between the market price of six per 
cent. stock and the nominal value thereof; which mar- 
ket price shall, from time time, be stated by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to the officers of the several land 
offices :” f 

It passed in the negative—yeas 7, nays 21, as 
follows: 

Yuas—Messrs. Adair, Adams, Hillhouse, Pickering, 

Smith of Maryland, Tracy, and White. 
. Nays—Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Bradley, Con- 
dit; Gaillard, Howland, Kitchel, Logan, Maclay, Mit- 
chill, Moore, Plumer, Smith of New York, Smith of 
Tennessee, Smith of Vermont, Stone, Sumter, Thruston, 
Turner, Worthington, and Wright. 

On motion to agree to the final passage of the 
bill as amended, it passed in the affirmative— 
yeas 22, nays 6,as follows: . ` 

Yuas—Messrs. Anderson, Baldwin, Bradley, Condit, 
Gaillard, Howland, Kitchel, Logan, Maclay, Mitchill, : ‘ 
Moote, Plumer, Smith of New York, Smith of Ten- Monpay, April 7, Rose 
nesasee, Smith of Vermont, Stone, Sumter, Thruston,. The bill, entitled “An act further.to alter and 
Tracy, Turner, Worthington, and Wright. - | establish certain post roads, and for.other pur- 


_ On motion, i 

Resolved, That the following documents: be 
printed in addition to those ordered to be printed 
yesterday : B 

A letter from Captain W. Bainbridge to Commodore 

S. Barron, dated 16th March, 1805. i 3 
A letter from the Danish Consul, Nissen, to Com- 
modore S$. Barron; dated 18th March, 1805.. 
Letters from Captain W. Bainbridge, to Commodore 
S. Barron, dated 22d March, 1805, and 1st April, 
A letter from S. Barron, to T. Lear, dated 22d May, 
1805. í 
A letter from S. Baron, to John Rodgers, dated 22d 
May, 1805. : 
letter from S. Barron, to John Rodgers, dated 25th 
May, 1805. ; ` 
Letters from Commodore John Rodgers, to Com- 
modore S. Barron, dated 28th, 29th, and 30th May, 
1805. 3 Paot dar 
A letter from the same, to thé same, dated: 3d: June, 
1805. 

“The bill, entitled “An act to continue in force 
an act, entitled ‘An act to authorize the Secretary 
of War to issue land warrants, and for other par- 
poses,” was read the third time as amended.” 

Resolved, That this bill pass as amended. `. 
_ Mr. Batpwin, from the committee to whom 
was referred, on the 28th of March last, the bill, 
entitled “An act to prohibit the importation of 
certain goods, wares, and merchandise,” reported 
the same with aniendments; which were read. 

The-Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill for the encouragement of the’ shipping:and 
navigation of the United States; and the:bill was 


postponed to the first Monday in December next. 

The bill making provision for the defence of 
the Territory of Orleans, and for the disposal of a 
part-of the public land therein, was resumed, and 
the further consideration of the bill was postponed 
to the first Monday in December next. 

Mr. Mrrewiut, from the committee to'whom 
was referred. on the 24th of March last, the bill, 
entitled “An act authorizing the erection Of a 
bridge over the river Potomac, within the District 
of Columbia,” reported it without amendment. 
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poses,” was read the second time, and referred to 
Messrs: ANDERSON, WuiTE, and STONE, to con- 
sider and report thereon. ; ; 

~The bill, entitled “An act supplementary to the 
act making provision for the payment of claims 
of citizens of the United States on the Govern- 
ment of France,” was read the second time, and 
referred to Messrs. MITCHILL, Moors, and An- 

DERSON, to consider and report thereon. 

Mr. Tracy, from the committee to whom was 
referred, on the 29th of March last, the bill, enti- 
tled, “An act making appropriations for the sup- 
port of Government for the year 1806,” reported 
the bill with amendments. 

Agreeably to leave given, on the 4th instant, 
‘Mr. Tracy reported “ A bill to regulate and fix 
the compensation. of clerks, and for other par- 
poses ;” and the.bill was read, and ordered to the 
second reading. ` 

The Senate took into consideration the resolu- 
tion of the House of Representatives for the ap- 
pointment of a joint committee to confer on the 
time when Congress may adjourn; and 

Resolved, That.they do not concur therein. 

Mr. Wricur communicated a resolution of the 
Legislature of the State of Maryland instructing 
their Senators and. Representatives in Congress 
to use their utmost exertions to obtain an amend- 
ment to thé Constitution of the United States to 

revent the further importation of slaves; where- 

pon, Mr. Wricrr submitted the following reso- 
lutions for the consideration of the Senate: 

~ Resolved, Sc. That the following article be. proposed 
to the Legislatures of the several States, as an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States, which, 
when ratified by three-fourths of the said: Legislatures, 
ghall be valid as a part of the said Constitution to wit: 

Resolved, That the migration or importation of slaves 
into the United States, or any territory thereof, be pro- 
hibited after the first.day of January 1808. f 
The Senate resumed, as in Committee of. the 
Whole, the second ‘reading of the bill, entitled 
“ An-act authorizing the erection of a bridge over 
the river Potomac, within the District of Colum- 
bia,” and the bill was reported to the House with- 
out amendment, 

.-On the question, Shall this bill pass to the third 
reading? it was determined in the affirmative~ 
yeas 17, nays. 11, as follows: 

-X EAS—Messrs, Baldwin, Bradley, Condit, Gaillard, 
Gilman, Hillhouse, Howland, Logan, Moore, Pickering, 
Plumer, Smith, of New York, Smith, of Tennessee, 
Shith, of Vermont, Stone, Sumter, and White. 

- Naxs—Messrs. Adair, Adams, Anderson, Kitchel, 
|. Maclay, Smith, of Maryland, Thruston, Tracy, Worth- 
f ington, and Wright. ; 

: ‘The bill to suspend the sale of certain lands in 
the State of Ohio and the Indiana Territory, was 
réad the third time, and the further consideration 
thereof postponed. 

Mr. Apams, from the committee to whom was 
referred, on the 28th of March last, the bill for the 
regulation of the fees of attorneys, and the officers 
of the courts of the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes, reported the bill with amendments, 
which were read, and ordered to lie for consider- 
* ation, 


Toxspay, April 8. 

A Message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “ An act for erecting certain light- 
houses in the State of Massachusetts ; for buildin, 
a beacon or pier at Bridgeport, in the State of Con- 
necticut; and for fixing buoys in Pamlico Sound, 
in the State of North Carolina ;”’also, “a joint 
resolution authorizing the President of the Senate, 
and Speaker of the House of Representatives, to 
adjourn their respective Houses on Wednesday, 
the 16th of April instant; in which bill and res- 
olution they request the concurrence of the Senate. 

The bill last mentioned was read, and ordered 
to the second reading. . 

The resolution last brought up for concurrence 
was read. ThS 

Mr. Tracy, from the committee to whom was 
referred, on the 28th of March last, the bill in ad- 
dition to the act for establishing a Mint, and regu- 
lating the coins of the United States, reported the . 
bill with amendments. l 

The Senate resumed the third reading of the 
bill to suspend the sale of certain lands in the State 
of Ohio and the Indiana Territory; and, 

Resolved, That this bill do pass, that it be en- 
grossed, and that the title thereof be “ An act to 
suspend the sale of certain lands in the State of 
Ohio and the Indiana Territory.” = = 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House concur in the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill, entitled “ An 
act to repeal so much of any act or acts as au- 
thorize the receipt of evidences of the public debt 
in payment of lands of the United States, and for 
other purposes relative to the public debt,” with 
an amendment to the fourth amendment, and dis- 
agree to the last.amendment, ask a conference 
thereon, and have appointed managers on their 

art. 
= The Senate took into consideration. the resolu- 
tion of thé House of Representatives, asking a 
conference on their amendment to the bill last 
mentioned ; and, z 

Resolved, That they do agree to the conference, 
and that Messrs. Tracy and BaLowin be mana- 
gers on the part of the Senate. 

The Senate took into consideration, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, the amendments reported 
on the 7th instant, to the bill entitled “An act 
making appropriations for the support of Govern- 
ment for the year 1806 ;” and, having agreed there- 
to, the further consideration thereof was post- 
poned. 

The bill to regulate and fix the compensations 
of clerks, and for other purposes, was read the 
second time; and passed to the third reading. 


Wepnespay, April 9. 

Mr. STONE, from the committee to whom was re- 
ferred, on the 4th instant, the bill, entitled, “An 
act making appropriations for the support of the 
Military Establishment of the United States for 
the year 1806,” reported the bill without amend- 
meat, 
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Mr. SUMTER, from the committee to whom was 


referred, ọn the 29th of January last, the bill en 
titled “An act avthorizing a detachment from 
the militia of the United States,” reported the bill 
without amendment. — Pete uss Baca g 

> Mr. Brabtey, from the committee to whom was 


referred on the 3d instant, the bill for the relief of 


Hamet Caramalli, ex-Bashaw of Tripoli, together 


‘with the report thereon, of the 17th of March last, 
‘made report, that the further consideration thereof 
until the first Monday in December 


be postponed until 
ext; andthe report was adopted. 


"The resolution of the House of Representatives 


‘authorizing the adjournment of both Houses of 


Congress, on the 16th of the present month, was 
read the second time. and the consideration, there- 
‘of postponed until Saturday next. 

The bill entitled “ An act for erecting certain 


Jight-houses. in the State. of Ma*sachusetts; for 


‘puilding-a beacon or pier at Bridgeport in the State 


of Conbecticut; and for fixing buoys in Pamli- 


co Sound, in the State of North Carolioa,” was 
read the second time, and referred to Messrs. Fur- 
wer, ADAMS, and PICKERING, to consider and re- 
port thereon. ; 

_. The resolution that, on account of the funeral 
expenses of the honorable James Jackson, late a 
‘Senator. the Secretary. of the Senate be author- 


ized to pay; out of the contingent fund of the Sen-. 


ate, the amount of such accounts as may be allow- 
ed and certified by the Committee of Arrangement, 
was read. ei 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
‘a bill, entiled:“'An actin addition to ‘An act reg 
ulating the grants of land and providing for the 
disposal of the lands of the United States south 
of the State of Tennessee ;” a bill entitled “An 
act to amend, in the cases therein mentioned, the 
act to regulate the collection of duties on imports 
and tonnage ;” and the bill entitled “ An act for 
‘establishing trading-houses with the Indian tribes ;” 
which bills they desire the concurrence of the 


nate. . 
The last three bills brought up for concurrence 
‘were read, and ordered to the second reading. 
~ The Senate took into consideration. as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, the amendments to the bill 
‘for the regulation of the fees of attorneys and the 
officers of the courts of the District of Columbia 
‘and. for other purposes ;” and, having further 
‘amended the bill, it was reported to the House 
accordingly. oe 
“Ordered, That the bill pass to the third reading 
as amended. : ` 
` Resolved. That the Presipentr of the-Senate 


potify the Executive of the State of Georgia, of 


the death of James Jackson, late a Senator of 
that State for the United States. 

The bill to regulate and fix the compensations 
ot clerks, and for other purposes, was read. the 
thirdtiine; and, having been further amended, - 
~~ Resolved, That this bill pass, that it be engross- 
ed, and that the title thereof be “An act to regu- 
late and fix the compensation of clerks, and for 
ether purposes.” i 


The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the amendments re- 
ported to the bill, entitled “An act making appro- 
priations for the support of Government: for ‘the 
year 1806 ;” and, having further ameuded-the bill, 
it was reported to the House accordingly. 


Tuurspay, April 10. 


Ordered, That the report of the Secretary of | 
the Treasury, on the memorial of John Chester, 


be referred to Messrs. Hittnovuse, BaLpwin, and 4 


ANDERSON, to consider and report thereon. 4 
Ordered, That'two hundred copies of the letter 
of the Treasurer of the United States to the Vice 
President, of the 28th of January, 1806, 1ogether | 
with the-accounts of the Treasury, War; and 
Navy Departments, from October 1, 1804, to Oc» 
tober 1, 1805, be printed. i sagn 

The bill, entitled “An act in addition toan act, 
entitled ‘An act-regulating the grants of land, and 


providing for the disposal of the lands ofthe 


United States south of the State of Tennessee,” 
was read the second time, and referred to Messrs. 
Apams, Baupwin, and Strong, to consider and 
report thereon. — S 
The bill, entitled. “An act to amend, in the 
cases therein mentioned; ‘the act tu regulate: the 
collection of duties ‘on imports and tonnage,” was 
read the second time, and referred to Messrs 
MrrcalLt, BALDWIN, and Srong, to consider and’ 
report thereon. : en EAS 
The bill, entitled “An act for establishing trad- 
iag-houses with the Indian tribes,” was read the 
second time, and referred to Messrs. ANDERSON, 
Smrira, of Ohio, and Stone, to consider and re- 
port thereon. eet E Ng 
The Senate took into consideration the resolu- 
tion submitted on the 7th instant, for an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United’ States, 
for prohibiting. after the first of January, 1808, the 
further importation of slaves; and, the further 
consideration thereof was postponed ‘until the first 
Monday in December next> “o o p i ts 7 
The Senate took into’ consideration, in” Com- 
mittee of the Whole, (Mr. Anverson ‘having 
been requested by the Presipent to take the 
Chair.) the amendments reported, by the select 
committee to the bill; entitled “An-act to prohibit 
the importation of certain goos, wares, and mer- 
chandise.” ` And; after debate, the PRESIDENT re- 
sumed the Chair, and Mri Anperson, from the 
Committee of the Whole, reported that they bad 
disagreed ‘to the amendments of the. select com- 
mitiee, but had agreed to an amendment to the 
bill; which was read, and the bill was ‘amended 
accordingly ; and, on the question, Shall the bill 
pass to the third reading..as amended ? it passed 
in the affirmative—yeas 19, nays 9, as follows: |. 
< Yras—Messrs. Adams, Anderson, Baldwin, Condit, 
Gaillard, Gilman, Howland, Kitchel, Maclay, Mitchill, 
Moore, Smith of Maryland, Smith of N ew York, Smith 
of Ohio, Smith of Fennessee, Smith of Vermont, Thrus- 
ton, Turner, and Wright. Poe 
Nays—Messrs. Adair, Bradley, Hillhouse, Picker- 
ing, Plumer, Stone, Sumter, Tracy, and White. ` 


X 


~ 


233 


234 


ApriL. 1806. 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


Proceedings. 


Senate. 


„The bill, entitled “An act-making appropria- 
tions for the support of Government for the year 
1806.” was read the third time as amended. 

Resolved, That this bill pass with amendments. 

On motion, it was agreed that the third reading 
of ihe bill, entitled “An act authorizing the erec- 
tion of a bridge over-the river Potomac, within 
the District of Columbia,” be the order of the day 
for to-morrow. i 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the second reading: of the bill, entitled 
“An act making appropriations for the support of 
the Military Establishment of the United States, 
for the year 1806 ;” and the bill having been re- 
ported to the House without amendment, 
Ordered, That it pass to a third reading. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
resolutions of the 17th of March last, relative to 
William Eaton. and others, late officers in the 
army. ofthe ex Bashaw of Tripoli. 

; Ordered, That the further consideration there- 
of be postponed until the first Monday in Decem- 
ber next. 

Mr. Anverson, from the committee to whom 
was referred. on the 7th, instant, the bill, entitled 
“An act further to alter and establish certain pust 
roads, and for other purposes.”? reported the bill 
with amendments... o a F 
_ The resolution for defraying the expenses of 
the funeral of Jamas Jackson, late a Senator of 
“the United States, from the State of Georgia, was 
read the second time, and passed to the third 
reading. 

The bill for the regulation of the fees of attor- 
neys and the officers of the courts of the District 
of Columbia, and for other purposes, was read the 
third time as amended, and further amendments 
having been proposed, the: consideration thereof 
“was postponed. > : i 


os Farpay,:April 11. 
-.Mr. BRADLEY presented the memorial of Ira 
Allen, stating that he has sustained great damage 
< and sufferings by the capture of a quantity of 
< arms'and ordnance, under the authority of the 
British Government, which were purchased in 
France, for-the supply of the militia of the State 
of: Vermont, in the year 1795, and praying redress; 
and the memorial. was read, and referred to the 
 Seeretary for the Department of State, to report 
thereon. i 
“Mr. Tracy, from the managers at the confer- 
ence on the amendments. to the bill, entitled “An 
actto-repeal so much of any act or acts as au- 
thorize the receipt of evidences of the public debt 
in‘payment for lands. of: the United States, and 
for -other purposes relative to the public debt,” 
made report: Whereupon. 3 
Resolved, That the Senste do agree to the 
amendment proposed by the House of Represent- 
= alives to their fourth amendment, and that they 
“insist on their last amendment disagreed to by the 
House of Representatives. 
“aMr. MITCHILL, from the committee to whom 
was referred, on the third of April, the bill, enti- 


tled.“An act supplementary to the act, entitled: 
‘An act toextend the jurisdiction, in certain cases; 
to the Territorial courts,” reported amendments; 
which were read. bear on ees 
Mr: Mrreatut, from the committee to whom 
was referred, on the 7th of April, the bill, entitled 
“An act supplementary to th- act making provis- 
ion for the payment of. cluims of citizens of the 
United States on the Government of France’? 
reported the bill without amendment, . 4 
The Senate considered, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill, entitled “An: act authorizing a 
detach ment from the militia of the United States? 
and the bill having been amended, was’ reported 
to the House accordingly, Bat Mees . 
Ordered, That this bill pass to the third read< 
ing as amended. 
The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES: k 
To the Senate and House óf . 
Representatives of the United States: ` 
I now lay before Congress a statement of the militia 
of the United States, according to the returns last’ re- 
ceived from the several States and Territories. It will 
be perceived that some of these are not of recent dates; 
and that from the States of Maryland and Delawareno 
returns are stated. As far as appears from our récords, 
none were ever rendered from either of these. States, 
From the ‘Territories of ‘Orleans, Louisiana, arid“Mich« 
igan, complete returns:have not yet been received. |: 
TH. JEFFERSON.: 


Arr 11, 1806, 
The Message and documents were 


ordered to lie for consideration. ye ee 
A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed’ 
the bill sent from the Senate for concurrence, en- 
titled “An act to authorize the State-of Tennes- 
see to issue grants and ‘perfect titles to lands 
therein deseribed, and to settle the claims tothe 
vacant and unappropriated lands within the 
same,” with amendments, in which they desire 
the concurrence of the Senate. They have passed 
a bill, entidled “An act to prohibit the officers of 
the Army and Navy from holding or exercising 
any civil office,” in which they desire the concur- 
rence of the Senate, ao 
Tne bill last brought up for concurrence was 
read, and ordered to the second reading. i 
Mr. ANDERSON, from the committee appointed 
31st December, to consider the memorial ‘of the 
House of Representatives of the Territory of 
Orleans, reported a bill supplementary to the act, 
entitled “An act for ascertaining and adjusting 
the tides and claims to Jand within the Territory 
of Orleans and the District of Louisiana ;” which 
was read, and ordered to the second reading. 
The bill, entitled “An act authorizing the erec- 
tion of a bridge over the river Potomac, within 
the District of Columbia,” was read the third 
time; and, on motion to postpone the further 
consideration thereof until the first Monday in 
December next, it passed in the affirmative—yeas 
19, nays 10, as follows: 
Yeas—Messrs. Adair, Adams, Anderson, Baldwin, 
Gilman, Hillhouse, Howland, Kitchel, Maclay, Mitch” 


‘read, and 
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il), Pickering, Smith of Maryland, Smith of New York, 
Stone, Sumter, Thruston, Tracy, Worthington, and 
Wright. : . 

Ways—Messrs. Bradley, Condit, Gaillard, Moore, 
Plumer, Smith of Ohio, Smith of Tennessee, Smith of 
Vermont, Turner and. White. 


So the bill was postponed. . 


Sarourpay, April 12. 
The Senate took into consideration the report 
_of the committee on the memorial of the Presi- 
dent and Directors of the Chesapeake and Dela- 
ware Canal Company; and the further consider- 
ation thereof was postponed until the first Mon- 
day in December next. l 
The resolution of the House of Representatives 
authorizing the adjournment of Congress on Wed- 
day, the 16th of the present month, was resumed 
and amended, by insertion of Monday, the 21st, in 
place of Wednesday, the 16th. 

Ordered, That it pass to the third reading as 

amended. 
. Mr. Anngreson, from the committee to whom 
was referred, on the 10th instant, the bill, entitled 
“An act for establishing trading-houses with the 
Indian tribes,” reported the bill with amendments. 

Mr. Tracy, from the committee to whom was 
referred, on the third instant, the bill, entitled “An 
act to provide for the adjustment of titles to land 
in the Territory of Michigan, and for other pur- 
poses,” reported the bill with amendments. 

The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill, 
entitled “An act in addition to an act, entitled 
‘An act regulating the Ben of land, and pro- 
viding for the disposal of the lands of the United 
States south of the State of Tennessee ;” and the 
further consideration thereof was postponed until 
Monday next. 

“The ‘ill, entitled “An act to prohibit the offi- 
cers of the Army and Navy from holding or ex- 
ercising any civil office,’ was read the second 
time ; and, on motion to postpone this bill to the 
first Monday in December next, it passed in. the 
affirmative—yeas 17, nays 10, as follows: 

Yuas—Messrs. Adair, Adams, Baldwin, Condit, 
Gilman, Howland, Kitchel, Logan, Mitchill, Plumer, 
Smith of Maryland, Smith of New York, Smith of 
Tennessee, Smith of Vermont, Tracy, White, and 
Wright. 

Naxa—Messrs. Anderson, Gaillard, Hillhouse, Mac- 
lay, Moore, Pickering, Stone, Sumter, Turner, and 
Worthington. 

So the bill was postponed. 

The Senate took into consideration, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, the amendments reported to 
the bill in addition to “An act for establishing a 
Mint, and regulating the coins of the United 
States ;” and, having agreed thereto, the bill was 
reported to the House accordingly. - 

` Ordered, That this bill pass to a third reading 
as amended. 

The Senate took into consideration, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, the amendments-reported to 
the bill, entitled “An act supplementary to the 


‘Senate. 


act, entitled ‘An act to extend jurisdiction in cer- 
tain cases, to the Territorial- courts ;” and, having 
agreed to the amendments, the bill was reported 
to the House-accordingly. Pe 

Ordered, That this bill pass-to a third reading, 
as amended. - i : 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have: passed 
a bill, entitled “An act making appropriations for 
the support of the Navy of the United States ;” 
a bill, entitled “An act prescribing the effect in 
each State of the records of judgments and de- 
crees of courts of records of every other ‘State ;” 
and a bill, entitled “An act making a further ap- 
propriation towards the completing the south wing 
of the Capitol atthe City of Washington ;” in 
which bills they request the concurrence of the 
They insist on their disagreement-to the 
last amendment of the Senate to the bill, entitled 
“An act to repeal. so much of the act entitled ‘An 
act to repeal so much of any act or acts as.author- 
ize the receipt of evidences of the public debt in 
payment for lands of the United States,and fot 
other purposes relative to the public debt.”. They `: 
agree to the first, and disagree to all the other 
amendments of the Senate to the bill, entitled 
“An act making appropriations for the support-.of 
Government for the year 1806,” and request a 
conference on the amendments disagreed to, and 
have appointed managers on their part. 

The three bills last brought up for concurrence,” 
were read, and ordered to the-second reading. 


Monpay, April 14 7 ye 
The bill supplementary to the.act, entitled “Am 
act for ascertaining and adjusting the titles and 
claims to lands within the Territory of ;Orleans 
and district of Louisiana,” was read: the second 
time and passed to a third reading. 
The bill, entitled “An act ‘akin appropria- 
tions for the support of the Navy of the United 
States during the year 1806;” was. read ‘the sec- 
ond time, and referred to Messrs. BALDWIN, Mite: 
CHILL, and Tracy, to consider and report thereon. ~ 
Mr. Wortaineron, from: the. committee.. to- 
whom was referred, on the 6th-.instant, the. bill, 
entitled “An act to divide the Indiana Territory.’ 
into two separate governments, and for.other. pur- 
poses ;” reported amendments, which were reads: < 
The bill, entitled “An. act prescribing the effect 
in each State of the records of judgments and-de» 
crees of courts of record of every other State,” 
was read the second time, and referred to Messrs. 
Anverson, Mircuiut, and Smrra of Vermont, ta 
consider and report thereon. ` eos 
The bill, entitled “An act making a further ap» 
propriation towards completing the south wing 
of the Capitol, at the City of Washington,” was’. 
read the second time. yg © 
Ordered, That it pass to a third reading. 2: 
The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
amendment to the bill, entitled “An act to repeal 
so much of any act or acts as authorize the recelp 
of evidences of the public débt in. payment fot 
lands of the United States, and for other.purposes 
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relative to the public debt;” disagreed to by the | to enter Tripoli, was turned back, warned, and at- 


House of Representatives; and 

Resolved, That the Senate agree thereto as 
amended. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments disagreed to by the House of Representa- 
tives, to the bill, entitled “An act making appro- 
priations for the support of Government for the 
year 1806,” and their request of a conference 
thereon; and 

Resolved, That the Senate agree to the said 
conference, and that Messrs. Tracy and Baro- 
win be the managers on their part. : 

The resolution of the House of Representa- 
tives, of the 8th instant, on the subject of adjourn- 
ment, was read the third time; and 

Resolved, That the Senate agree thereto, as 
amended. . 

The Senate considered the amendments of the 
House of Representatives to the bill, entitled “An 
act to authorize the State of Tennessee to issue 
‘grants and perfect titles to certain lands therein 
described, and to settle the claims to the vacant 
and unappropriated lands within the same ;” and, 

“Resolved, That they concur therein. 

~The bill, entitled “An act authorizing a detach- 
ment from the militia of the United: States,” was 
read the third time, as amended, and passed. 


‘The bill for the regulation of the fees of attor- | 


neys, and the officers of the courts of the District 
of- Columbia, and for other purposes,” was re- 
sumed, amended; and, on the question, Shall 
this bill pass 2 it was 

Resolved; in the affirmative; and. that the bill 
be engrossed, and that the title thereof be “An act 
for the regulation of the times of holding the 
courts of the District of Columbia, and for other 


purposes.” 


‘A message from the House of Representatives. 


informed the Senate that the House have passed 
the following bills, in which they request the con- 
currence of the Senate: a bill, entitled “An act 
respecting the claims to land in the Indiana Terri- 
tory, and State of Ohio;” a bill entitled “An act 
concerning the further safeguard of. vessels in the 
vicinity of the United States and the territories 
thereof ;” a bill entitled “An act making appropri- 
ations for carrying into effect a treaty between 
the United States and the Chickasaw tribe of In- 
dians ;” and a bill, entitled “An act making appro- 
priations for carrying into effect certain Indian 
treaties,” 

«The two bills last mentioned were twice read, 
by unanimous consent, and referred to Messrs. 
ANDERSON, Stowe, and BaLpwin, to consider and 
report-thereon. . 

‘The two bills first mentioned were read, and or- 

dered to the second reading. . 


The following Message was received from the’ 
PRESIDENT OF tHE UNITED States, which was: 


read, and ofdered to lie for consideration : 
To the Senate and House o Cark 
Representatives of the United States : 
-During the blockade of Tripoli by the squadron of 
- the United States, a‘small cruiser, under the flag of 


Tunis, with two prizes (all of trifling value) attempted . 


tempting again to enter, was taken and detained ag. 
prize by the squadron. Her restitution was claimed by 
the Bey of Tunis, with a threat. of war, in terms so 
serious, that, on withdrawing ‘from the. blockade. of’ 
Tripoli the commanding officer of the squadron thought 
it his duty to repair to Tunis with his squadron, and to- 
require a categorical declaration, whether peace or war 
was intended. The Bey preferred explaining himself 
by an Ambassador to the United States, who, ‘on his: 
arrival, renewed the request that the vessel and her 
prizes should be restored. It was deemed proper'to 
give this proof of friendship to the Bey, and the Ame 
bassador was informed the vessels would. be restored. 
Afterwards he made a requisition of naval stores tò be 
sent to the Bey, in order to secure a peace for the term 
of three years, with a threat of war, if refused. It has 
been refused, and the Ambassador is about to depart 
without receding from his threat or demand. ith 
Under these circumstances, and considering that the 
several provisions of the act of March 25th, 1804, will 
cease, in consequence of the ratification of the treaty 
of peace with Tripoli, now advised and consented to 
by the Senate, I have thought it my duty to communi- 
cate these facts, in order that Congress may consider 
the expediency of continuing the same provisions fora 
limited time, or making others equivalent. ` : 
l TH. JEFFERSON. ` 
Apnit 14, 1806. = 


- On motion, it was eet ae 
Resolved, That the Judges of the District. of 
Columbia be requested to report a fee-bill for the 
officers and attorneys of the said District, to the 
Senate of the United States, at their next session, | 
The bill, entitled “An act making appropria- 
tions for the support of the Military. Establishment 
of the United States, for the year 1806,” was read 
the third time, and passed, ee 
. The bill, entitled “An act supplementary to thé 
act, entitled “An act to extend jurisdiction in cer- 


‘tain cases to the Territorial courts,” was.réad the 


third time as amended. 

Resolved, That this bill pass with the amend- 
ment. i i 
The resolution, first read on the 9th instant, re- 
specting the funeral expenses of. James Jackson; 
was read the third time and agreed to. A 

The bill, entitled “An act supplementary to the 
act making provision for the payment of claims öf 
citizens. of the United States, on the Government 
of France,” was considered. 

Ordered, That this bill pass to a third reading. 

The bill, entitled “An act for establishing tra- 
ding houses with the Indian tribes,” was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole; and the 
amendments having been agreed to, the bill was 
reported to the House accordingly. 

Ordered, That this bill pass to the third read- 
ing as amended.. 

The bill, entitled “An act farther to alter and 
establish certain post roads, and for other pur-: 
poses,” was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole, and the amendments in part adopted. 

Ordered, That the further consideration of this 
bill be postponed. 

Mr, Torner. from the committee appointed to 
consider the bill, entitled “An act for erecting 
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certain light-houses in the State of Massachusetts, 


for building a beacon or pier at Bridgeport, in the 
State of Connecticut, and for fising buoys in 
Pamlico Sound. in the State of North Carolina,” 
reported the bill without amendment. 


“‘Tourspay, April 15. 

“Mr, Miron. from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, entitled “An act to amend, 
in the cases therein mentioned, the “Act. to regu- 
late the collection of duties on imports and ton- 
nage,” reported it without amendment. f 

. Mr. Mrrcuitt communicated the memorial of 
Augustus B, Woodward, stating the-critical situa- 
tion of the Michigan Territory, and praying that 
the measures on that subject now under the con- 
sideration of Congress, may be adopted; and- it 
was agreed that the memorial, with sundry docu- 
ments accompanying it, lie on the table, until the 
bill on the subject shall be considered as in Com- 
mittee ofthe Whole. , 

Mr. Tracy reported sundry modifications from 
the committee of conference, on the bill, entitled 
“An act making appropriations for the support of 
Government for the year 1806;” and the report 
was adopted ; and it was agreed to modify the bill 
accordingly. 

The bill entitled “An act concerning the further 
safeguard of vessels in the vicinity of the United 
States and the Territories thereof,” was read the 
second time, and referred to Messrs. BALDWIN, 
Tracy, and Mircuitt, to consider and report 
thereon. 

The bill, entitled “An act respecting claims to 

land in the Indiana Territory, and State of Ohio,” 
was read the second time, and referred to Messrs. 
Smita of Obio, BaLowin, and Smita of New 
York, to consider and report thereon. uP 
- Mr. Anverson, from the committee to whom 
was referred, yesterday, the bill, entitled “An act 
making appropriations for carrying into effect a 
Treaty between the United States and the Chicka- 
saw tribe of Indians ;” also, the bill, entitled “An 
act making appropriations for carrying into effect 
certain Indian veaties ;” reported-the bills, sever- 
ally, without amendment. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of ‘the 


Whole, the amendments reported to the bill, en-! 


titled “An act further to alter and establish cer- 
tain post roads, and for other purposes ;” and hav- 
ing agreed thereto, and further amended the bill, 
it was reported to the House accordingly. 
Ordered, 'That this bill pass to the third read- 
ing as amended. 
The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT or tas Unitep States: 
To the Senate and House o : 
Representatives of the United States : 
The Senate having advised and consented to the 
ratification of a treaty concluded withthe Piankeshaw 
Indians, for extinguishing their claim to the country be- 
tween the Wabash and Kaskaskia cessions, it is now. 
laid before both Houses for the exercise of their Con- 
stitutional powers, as to the means of fulfilling it on 
our part. TH. JEFFERSON. 
APRIL 15, 1806, 


The Message was read, and ordered to lie for 
consideration. : 

Mr. Batpwin, from the committee to whom 
was referred the bill, entitled “An act making ap- 
propriations for the support of the Navy of. the 


United States during the year 1806,” reported the: 


bill without amendment. i 
The bill, entitled “An act to prohibit the im- 
portation of certain goods, wares, and merchan- 
dise,” was read the third time; and the amend- 
ment adopted was again considered and rejected. 
A motiun was made to postpone the bill for the 
purpose of considering the following resolution : 
Resolved, That, in consequence of a more favorable 
course of conduct on the part of Great Britain, in re- 
spect to the disturbance of the trade of the United States ; 
and entertaining a hope that the British Ministry, lately 
established, will be disposed to a reasonable arrange- 
ment of all affairs of difference between the two nations, 
the Senate do hereby postpone the further considera- 


tion of the bill, entitled “An act to prohibit the import. 
ation of certain goods, wares, and merchandise,” to the 


first Monday in November next. 


And, on the question to agree to this motion, it: 


passed in the negative—yeas 9, nays 19, as follows: 


Yeas—Messrs. Adair, Adams, Hillhouse, Logan, 
Pickering, Plumer, Sumter, Tracy, and White. i 


Nays—Messrs. Anderson,. Baldwin, Condit, Gail- 
lard, Gilman, Howland, Kitchel, Maclay, Mitchill, 
Moore, Smith of Maryland, Smith of New York, Smith 
of Ohio, Smith of Tennessee, Smith of Vermont, Stone, 
Thruston, Worthington, and Wright. y 


And on the question, Shall this bill pass ? it was: 


determined in the-affirmative—yeas 19, nays 9, as 
follows: 

Yuas—Messrs. Adams, Anderson, Baldwin, Condit, 
Gaillard, Gilman, Howland, Kitchel, Maclay, Mitchill, 
Moore, Smith of Maryland, Smith of New York, Smith 
of Ohio, Smith of Tennessee, Smith of Vermont, 
Thruston, Worthington, and Wright. l ' 

Naxs—Messrs. Adair, Hillhouse, Logan, Pickering, 
Plumer, Stone, Sumter, Tracy, and White. : 


So it was Resolved, That this bill pass. 


Weopnespay, April 16. 


A message from the House of Representatives. 


informed the Senate that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An. act for fortifying the ports ‘and 
harbors of the United States, and for building 
guuboats;” in which they request the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

The bill was. read the first and second time by 
unanimous consent. : 

Ordered, That it pass to a third reading. 

Mr. Anperson, from the committee to whom 
was referred, on the 14th instant, the bill, entitled 


“An act prescribing the effect, in each State, of. 


the records. of judgments and decrees of the 
courts of record of every other State,” reported 


the bill with amendments. 


Mr. Avaws, from the committee to whom was 


referred, on the 10th instant, the bill. entiiled “An. 


act in addition to an act, entitled ‘An act regula- 
ung the grants of land and providing for the dis- 
posal of the lands.of the United States south of 
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the State of Tennessee,” reported the bill with 
amendments. ’ : 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee -of the 
Whole, the consideration of the amendments to 
the bill, entitled. “An act to provide for the ad 
justment of titles of land in the Territory of 
‘Michigan, and for other purposes;” and the amend- 
ments were adopted, and having been reported to 
the House, the bill was amended accordingly. 

Ordered, That this bill pass to the third read- 
ing as amended, 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill, entitled “An 
act to amend the act, entitled ‘An act to divide 
the Indiana Territory into two separate govern- 
ments, and for other purposes.” 

Resolved, That the further. consideration of 
this bill be postponed until the next session of 
Congress. j 

The bill in addition to tbe act establishing a 
Mint, and regulating the coins of the United 
States, was read the third time as amended. 

Resolved, That this bill pass, that it be engross- 
ed and that the title thereof be “An act in addi- 
tion to the act establishing a Mint, and regulating 
the coins of the United States.” 

The bill, entitled “An act supplementary tothe 
act making provision for the. payment of claims 
of-citizens of the United: States on the Govern- 
menor France,” was read the third time and 

assed, 
The bill supplementary to the act, entitled “An 
act-for ascertaining and adjusting the titles and 
claims within the Territory of Orleans and the 
distriet of Louisiana,’. was read the third time 
and passed. s 

The bill, entitled “An act making appropria- 
tions for the support of the. Navy of the United 
States during the year 1806,” was r: sumed. 

Ordered, That this bill pass to a third reading. 
.. The bill, entitled “An act for erecting certain 
light-houses. in the State of Massachusetis;. for 
building a beacon or pier at Bridgeport, in the State 
of Connecticut; and for fixing buoys in Pamlico 
Sound, in the State of North Carolina,” was 
resumed. : : 

Ordered, That this bill pass to a third reading. 

The bill, entitled “An act further to alter and 
establish certain post roads, and for other pur- 
poses,” was read the third time as amended and 
passed. 


Tuourspay, April 17. 

The Senate resumed, as in-Committee of the 
Whole. the amendments reported to the bill, enti- 
tled “An act in addition toan act, entitled "Au 
act regulating the’ grants of land, and prov ding 
for the disposal uf the lands of the United States 
south of the State of Tennessee;” and, having 
adopted the amendments, the bili was reported to 
the House accordingly. ; ` 
_ Ordered, That the bill pass to the third read 
ing as amended, z 

„The Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill, entitled “An act to amend, ia the case-therein 


mentioned, the aet to regulate the collection. 
duties on imports and tonnage;” aod, — ‘ 
Ordered, That it pass to a third:reading. + 
The Senate: resumed, as ie Commitee. of th 
Whole, the amendments reported to the bill, enti- 
tied “An act preseribing the effect, in.each. State, 
of records of judgments and decrees of the courts 
of record of every other State;” and, on the 
question, Shall this bill be read a third time?» it 
was determined'in the negative. So: the bill was 
fost. sree ete 
The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT or Tae Unireo STATES: Š 


To the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States: , 

The Senate having advised and consented to the 
ratification of a convention between the United States 
and the Cherokee Indians, concluded at Washington, 
on the 7th day of January last, for the cession of their 
right to the tract of country therein described; it is now 
laid before both Houses of Congress, for the exercise of 
their Constitutional .powers towards the. fulfilment 
thereof. TH. JEFFERSON... 

Arsiz 17; 1806. ahar AE 

The Message was read, and ordered to :lie for 
consideration. : Are 

Mr. Apams gave notice, that he would to-mor- 
row ask leave to bring in a bill for the temporary 
relief. of Hamet Caramalli. 3 

On motion, it was er 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed ‘to 
take into consideration the expediency of provi- 
ding by law for the next meeting of Congress; 
and that the committee have leave to report by 
bill. i a E Ue 
- Ordered, That Messrs. Annerson, Tracy.and 
Baupwin, be the committee. : 

Mr Anperson, from the committee last men- 
tioned, reported a bill toalter the time of the next 
meeting of Congress, which was read, and:order- 
ed to the second reading. os 

On motion, it was í teal 

Resolved, That the Attorney General ‘ofthe 
United States be directed to procure and lay be- 
fore the Senate, at their next session, tables of the. 
fees and compensations paid’ to the attoraeys-at 
law, prothonotaries, registers, and clerks of. judi- 
cial courts, to sheriffs and coroners, to grand and 
petit:jurors, and to witnesses, in the several States, 

On motion, it was $ pas 

Resolved, That the President of the United 
States be requested to cause to be laid before the 
Senate, if in his opinion the same can be done 
with propriety, a particular statement of the cause 
of difference between the Bey of Tunis and the 
Government of the United States, and the com- 
munications which have taken ‘place relative 
thereto. é f 

Ordered. That the Secretary lay this resolution 
before the President of the United States. 

The bill, entitled “ An act for erecting certain 
light-houses in the State of Massachusetts; for 
building a beacon or pier at- Bridgeport, in the 
State of Connecticut; and for fixing buoys in 
Pamlico Suund, in the State of North Carolina,” 


of 


. was read the third time and passed. | ie, te 
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The bili for the temporary relief of Hamet Car- 
amalli was, by unanimous consent, read the first 
time and ordered to the second reading. 

The amendments of the House of Representa- 
tives to the bill, entitled “An act making provi- 
sion for the compensation of witnesses who at- 
tended. the trial of the impeachment of Samuel 
Chase,” were read. = : 


-Phebill, entitled“ Anact for establishing trading- 
houses with the Indian tribes,” was read the third 
time as amended. © : 

‘Resolved; That this bill pass with amendments. 

The bill, entitled“ An act making appropriations 
for the support of the Navy of the United States 
during the year 1806,” ‘was read the third time 
and passed. a ee 

The bill, entitled “An act. making a further ap- 
propriation towards completing the south wing of 
the Capitol at the City of Washington,” was read 
the third time and passed. 8 i 

T'he bill, entitled “ An act for fortifying the ports 
and harbors of the United States, and for building 
gunboats,” was read the third time, and referred 
to Messrs. Tracy, MITCHILL, and ANDERSON, to 
consider and report thereon. ; 

The Presipany communicated to the Senate a 

report of the Secretary of State on the petition 
of Ira Allen, referred to him on the 11th instant; 
and the report was read. 
: Phe. Senate resumed, as in Committee. of the 
Whole, the bill entitled “ An act making appropri- 
ations for carrying into effect certain Indian trea- 
ties,” and, ; 

Ordered, That it be referred to Mr. ANDERSON, 
and. others, to whom the bill was originally com- 
mitted further to consider thereon. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House: have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act repealing the acts laying 
duties on salt, and continuing in force, for a fur- 
ther time, the first section of the act, entitled ‘An 
act further to protect the commerce and seamen 
of the United States against the Barbary Powers,” 
in which bill they request the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

“The bill last brought up for concurrence was 
read and ordered to the second reading. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House have passed 
the bill, sent from the Senate, entitled “An act 
making provision for the compensation of wit- 
nesses who attended the trial of the impeachment 
of Samuel Chase,” with amendments; in which 
they desire the concurrence of the Senate. 

he Senate resumed the second reading of the 
bill, entitled “An act making appropriations for 
carrying into effect a treaty between the United 
States and the Chickasaw tribe of Indians,” as in 
Committee of the Whole; and on the question, 
to strike out the third: section ofthe bill? it was 
determined in the affirmative—yeas 20, nays 5, as 
follows: 

Yeas——Messrs. Adair, Adams, Anderson, Condit, 
Gilman, Hillhouse, Howland, Kitchel, Pickering, Plu- 
mer, Smith of Maryland, Smith of New York, Smith 
of Ohio, Smith of Vermont, Stone, Sumter, Tracy, 
White, Worthington and Wright. ` ‘ 

Naxs—Messrs. Baldwin, Maclay, Moore, Smith of 
Tennessee, and Turner. à 
: $o the section was struck out; and, the bill hay- 
ing been further amended, was reported to the 
House accordingly. 

Ordered, That this bill pass to the third reading | 
as amended. ` > 


Frivay, April 18. 

Ordered, Thatthe petition of Ira Allen, together 
with the report of the Secretary of State thereon, 
be referred to Messrs. Smits, of Vermont, BALD- 
win, and Turner, to consider and report thereon. 

Mr. Hittxovsse reported, from the committee j 
to whom was referred the memorial of John Ches- 
ter, that the further consideration thereof be post- 
poned to the next session of Congress; and the 
report was adopted. mee 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to 
the bill, entitled “ An act making provision forthe $ 
compensation of witnesses who attended the trial 4 
of the impeachment of Samuel Chase,” and, f 
_ Resolved, That they disagree to the said amend- 
ments, ask a conference thereon, and that Messrs 
Tracy and Wricut be the managers at the same 
on the part of the Senate. a R N 

Mr. Aparir presented the memorial of the Gov- | 
ernor of the State of Kentucky, in behalf of the } 
said State, exhibiting claims on the United States į 
to the amount of twenty six thousand eight hun- | 
dred and eight dollars and sixty-two cents, for mil- | 
itary service; and the memorial was read and, to- 
gether with the accompanying documents, referred , ; 
fo the Secretary for the Department of War, to 
consider and report thereon. 

Mr. Anperson, from the committee to whom 
was referred yesterday the bill, entitled “ An act 
making appropriations for carrying into effect cer- | 
tain Indian treaties,” reported the bill without | 
amendment. ` i 

Mr. Tracy, from the committee to whom was | 
referred, on the 17th instant the bill, entitled “An | 
act for fortifying the ports and harbors of the 
United States, and for building gunboats,” report- 
ed it with amendments. ae i . 

The bill, entitled “An act- repealing the acts 
laying duties on salt, and continuing in force, for 
a further time, thefirst section of the act, entitled - 
‘An act further to protect the commerce and 'sea- 
men of the United States against the Barbary © 
Powers,” was read the second time, and referred 
to Messrs. Miron, Tracy, and BALDWIN, to | 
consider and report thereon. À 

The Senate took into consideration, as in com- 
mittee of the Whole, the bill for the relief of 
Hamet Caramalli; and, after debate, the Prest- 
DENT resumed the Chair, and Mr. Anperson, from ` 
the Committee of the Whole, reported amend- 
ments to the bill, which were read in the House, 
adopted, and the bill was amended accordingly. 

Ordered, That the bill pass to the third reading 
as amended. cok 

The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT or THE UNITED STATES: 
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Zo the Senate of the United States: , . 
In compliance with the request of the Senate, of yes- 
terday’s date, I now communicate the entire correspon- 
dence between the Ambassador of Tunis and the Sec- 
retary of State; from which the Senate will see, that 
the. frst application by the Ambassador for restitution 
of the vessels taken in violation of blockade, having 
been yielded to, the only remaining cause of difference 
brought forward by him, is the requisition of a present 
of naval stores, to secure a peace for three years; after 
which, the inference is obvious, that a renewal of the 
presents is to be expected, to renew the prolongation 
of ‘peace for another term. But this demand has been 
pressed in verbal conferences, much more explicitly and 
pertinaciously than appears in the written correspon- 
dence. To save the delay of copying, some originals 
are enclosed, with a request that they be returned. 
TH. JEFFERSON. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate.that the House have passed 
a bill, entitled “An act in addition to an act, enti- 
tled ‘An aet supplementary to the act providing 
for a Naval Peace Establishment, and for. other 
purposes ;” in which they desire the concurrence 
of the Senate. They-agree to some, and disagree 
to other, amendments of the Senate to. the: bill, 
entitled “An act further to alter and ‘establish 
certain post roads, and for other purposes;” ‘they 
also agree to some of the amendments with amend- 
ments, in which they request a concurrence. 

+ The bill last brought up for concurrence was 
read the first and second times by unanimous 
consent. ~~ : 

Ordered, That it pass to the third reading, and 
that it be committed to Messrs. TURNER, ADAMS, 
Aran 18, 1806. ; . and Tracy, to consider and report thereon, | . 


The Message and documents therein contained,| The Senate took into consideration the amend- 
were read and referred to Messrs. Batpwin, Mrr- | Meats disagreed to by the House of Representa- 
cuitt, and Smrra, of Vermont, to consider and | tives to the bill, entitled “An aet further to alter 
repor theron and establish certain post roads, and for other 
~ The bill, entitled “An act to amend, in the cases | PUrposes;” and, 
therein mentioned, the act to regulate the collec-| _Hesolued, That they recede from the amend- 
tion of duties on imports and tonnage,” was read | Ments disagreed to, and agree to the amendments 
the third time. : of the House of Representatives to their. amend- 
A h + _|ments. — , : 

i retold, That this lai l pass with an amend The a the relief of Hamet Caramalli was 

The bill, entitled “An act making appropriations | tead the third time. _ = 
for carrying into effect certain Indisa treaties” - Resolved, That this bill pass, that it be engrossed, 
was read the third time and passed. and that the title thereof be, An act for the teme 
` Fhe Senate resumed the third reading of the Oe pond of Hamet “gramail, it hor 
bill, entitled “An act for fortifying the ports and r ed the m ar gris tee to whom 
harbors of the United States, and for building | Was referred the memorial of the governors of 

unbòats:” and New York hospital, praying further compensa- 
8 Resolved That this bill pass as amended. tion for the sick and disable | seamen of the. Uni- 
` The bill, entitled “An act making appropriations | ted States, reported, that, owing to the great diffi- 
for carrying into effect a treaty between the United | C9HYy.0f m hes At pr mentee better provision: for 
States and the Chickasaw tribe of Indians,” was | Sik and disabled seamen than the-one which now 
read the third time as amended; and ’ "| exists, the further consideration of the subject be 
` Resolved, That this bill pass with ‘amendment. | Postponed until the next session of Congress; and 
The bill to alter the time for the next meeting eae was aropted. ecto shkon 
of “Congress, was read the second time. On the | Mr. Baupwin, from the committee © Whom. yas 
question, Shall this bill pass to the third reading? | "eferred, on the 15th instant, the bill, entitled “An 


Ao nara in : il] | act concerning the further safeguard of vessels in 
tiie lige ri a5 the ere Po me bill the vicinity of the United States and the territories 


thereof,” reported the bill without amendment. 

The bill, entitled “An act to provide for the 
adjustment of titles of land in the Territory of 
Michigan, and for other purposes,” was read the 
third time as amended.” 

Resolved, That this bill pass with amendments. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House disagree to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill, entitled 
“An act making appropriation for carrying into 
effect a treaty between the United States and the 
Chickasaw tribe of Indians,” and’ adhere to their 
disagreement. The House of Representatives 
have passed the bill sent from the Senate, enti- 
tled “An act to regulate and fix the compensation 
of clerks, and for other purposes,” with amend- 
ments, in which they ask the concurrence of the 
Senate. They agree to the conference on their 
amendments to the bill, entitled “An act making 
provision for the compensation of witnesses who 


Sarvrpay, April 19. | 

` Mr. Sma, of Ohio, from the committee to 
whom was referred, on the 15th instant, the bill, 
entitled “An act respecting the claims to land in 
the Indiana Territory and State of Ohio,” reported 
the bill without amendment, i 

: On motion, the bill was amended by striking 
Out the third section. —_ 

Ordered, That this bill pass to the third reading 
as amended. 

Mr. Miron, from the committee to whom 
was referred, on the 18th instant, the bill, entitled 
“An act repealing the acts laying duties on salt, 
and continuing in force, for a further time, the 
first section of the act, entitled ‘An act further to 
protect the commerce and seamen of the United 
States against the Barbary Powers,” reported the 
bill without amendments, 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


248 


- Senare. 


Proceedings. 


APRIL, 1806. 


attended: the trial-of the impeachment of Samuel | referred on the 19th instant, the bill, entitled “An 


Chase,” and ‘have’ appointed Managers on their 
art. ` La a ee. : 

“c The galleries were cleared, and the doors of the 
Senate Chamber. closed; and, after. the consider- 
ation of the confidential ‘business, the bill, enti- 
ted “Añactin addition-to.dn act, entitled “An 
act regulating the grants of land, and providing 
for the disposal of the lands of the United States 
south ofthe State of Tennessee,’ was read the 
third time. : : 

Resolved, That this bill pass with amendments. 

The Senate took into consideration the resolu- 
tiun of the House of Representatives, adhering 
to their disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate io the bill; entitled “An act making appro- 
priationsfor.carrying into effect a treaty between 
the United States and the Chickasaw tribe of Ia- 
dians;? ‘and: =~ f 

“Resolved, That the Senate adhefe to their 
amendments to the said bill. 

~The Senate took into consideration the amend- 

ments of the House of Representatives to the 
bill; entitled “An act to regulate and fix the com- 
pensation of clerks, and for other purposes ;” and 
they-agreed thereto. ` : 

‘The Senate took into consideration, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, theamendments reported to 
the bill, entitled “An act repealing the acts laying 
duties on salt, and continuing in force, for a fur- 
ther time, the first section of the act, entitled ‘An 
act further to protect the commerce and seamen 
of the United States against the Barbary Powers ;” 
and, on motion. to strike out the first section, it 

assed in the affirmative—yeas 16, nays 9, as fol- 
lows: > 
-. Yeas—Messrs. Adams, Anderson, Baldwin, Con- 
dit, Gilman, Kitchel,. Mitchill, Smith, Pickering, Plu- 
mer, Smith of Maryland, Smith of New York, Smith 
of. Ohio; Smith of Vermont,.'Fhruston, Tracy, and 
Wright.’ ; 

Naxs—Messrs. Gaillard, Hillhouee, Howland, Mac- 
lay, Moore, Stone, Sumter, Turner, and Worthington. 

And having agreed toa further amendment, the 
bill was reported to the House and amended ac- 
cordingly. ` ' 

Ordered, That this bill pass to the third read- 
ing as amended. i 


Monpay, April 21. 

The bill, entitled “An act concerning the fur- 
ther safeguard of vessels in the vicintty of the 
United States and the territories thereof,” was re- 
sumed; and, on the question, Shall this bill pass 
to the third reading’? it was- determined in the 
negative. -So the bill was lost. 

The bill, entitled “An act respecting the claims 
toJand in the Indiana ‘Perritory aud State of 
Obio.” was read the third tiweas amended. 

“Etésolved, That this bill pass with amendments. 

On--motion, the several committees that have 
not had an opportunity to perfect their reports, 
were discharged ; and the several reports not acted 
On, Were postponed to the next session.of Congress. 

Me. TURNER, from the committee to whom was 


act in addition to an act, entitled ‘An act supple- 
mentary ‘to the act providing tora Naval Peace 
Establishment, and for other purposes,” reported 
the bill with amendments; and the bill havin 
been amended accordingly, was read the third 
time. j s 

Resolved, That this bill pass with amendments. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that. the House di-agree to 
the amendments reported to the bill, entitled “An 
act repealing the acts laying duties on salt, and 
continuing in force fora further time the fi st 
section of the act, entitled ‘An act further to 
protect the commerce and seamen of the United 
against the Barbary Powers ;” they insist on their 
disagreement, ask a conference thereon, and have 
appointed managers at the same on their part. . 

The Senate took into consideration the resolu- 
lution of the House of Representatives proposing 
a conference on the amendment to the bill, en- 
titled “An act repealing the acts laying duties. on 
salt, and continuing in: force for a further time the 
first section of the act, entitled ‘An act further to 
protect the commerce. and seamen of the United 
States against the Barbary Powers:” and f 

Resolved, That they agree to the conference, 
and that Messrs. MitcHiut and Tracy be man- 
agers at the same on the. part of the Senate. 

A message from the. House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House disagree to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill, entitled 
“An act in addition to an act, entitled ‘An act 
supplementary to the act providing: for a Naval 
Peace Establishment, and for other purposes 3”. 
they insist on. their disagreement, ask a confer- 
ence thereon, and have appointed managers. at the 
same on their part. They have passed. a bill sent 
from the Senate, entitled “An act supplementary 
to an act entitled ‘An act for ascertaining and ad- 
justing the titles and claims to land within the 
Territory of Orleans and the district of Louisiana,” 
with an amendment, in which. they ask the con- 
currence of the Senate. 

The Senate took into consideration the resolu- 
tion of the House of Representatives asking a 
conference to the amendment to the bill, entitled 
“An act in addition to an act, entitled ‘An act 
supplementary to the act providing for a Naval 
Peace Establishment, and for other purposes ;” 
and : : 

Resolved, That they agree to the conference, 
and that Messrs. Wriaut and Tracy be mana- 
gers on the part of the Senate. 

The Senaie proceeded to consider the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill, 
entitled “Ao act-supplementary to an act, entitled 
‘An act for ascertaining and adjusting the titles 
and claims to land within the Territory of Or- 
leans and district of Louisiana.” 

Resolved, That they concur therein. 

Oa motion, it was - ` 
- Resolved, That Messrs. Warre and Avams be 
a committee on the part of the Senate, wiih such 
as the House of Representatives may jorn, to wait 
on the President of the United States and nowly 
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him tbat, unless he may have any further com- 
munications to make to the two Houses of Con- 
gress, they are ready to adjourn. 

2-Mr. Wrigurt reported from the managers at the 
“conference on the bill, entitled “An act in addition 
to an act, entitled ‘An act supplementary to the 
act providing for a Naval Peace Establishment, 
“sand for other purposes.” Whereupon, 

Resolved, That the Senate recede from their 
amendment disagreed to by the House of Repre- 
sentatives, 

Mr. MIrcHILL reported from the managers at 
the conference on the bill. entitled “An act re- 
pealing the acts laying duties on salt, and contin- 
uing in force for a further time the first section 
of the act, entitled ‘An act further to protect the 
commerce and seamen of the United States 
against the Barbary Powers” Whereupon, 

“Resolved, That the Senate adhere to their 
amendment disagreed to by the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

Ordered, That the farther consideration of the 
bill, entitled “An-act declaring the assent of Con- 
gen to anaet of the General Assembly of the 

tate of North Carolina,” be postponed until the 
next session of Congress. 

Resolved, That the bill, entitled “An act sup- 
plementary to the act. entitled “An act regulating 
the grants of land appropriated for the refugees 
frdm the British provinces of Canada and Nova 


Scotia,” be postponed until the next session of 
Congress. 

At message from the House of Representatives. . 
informed the Senate that the House have ap- 
pointed a committee on their part to wait on thé 
President of the Unired States and notify him of 
the intended recess of Congress. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
informed the Senate that the House, having fin- 
ished the business before them, are about to 
adjourn. 

Mr. Wuite, from the committee, reported that 
they had waited on the President of the United 
States, who informed them that he had no far- 
ther communications to make to the two Houses 
of Congress. 

On motion, that everything in the Journal rela- 
tive to the memorials of S. G. Ozden and Wil- 
liam Smith be expunged therefrom, it passed in 
the affirmative—yeas 13, nays 8, as follows: 

Yeuas—Messrs. Adair, Condit, Gilman, Kitchel. Lo- 
gan, Mitchill, Smith of Maryland, Smith of New York, 
Stone, Thruston, Turner, Worthington, and Wright. 

Nays—Messrs. Adams, Baldwin, Hillhouse, Pick- 
ering, Plumer, Smith of Ohio, Tracy, and White. 

Ordered, That the Secretary inform the House 
of Representatives that the Senate, having: fin- 
ished the business before them, are about to 
adjourn. 

Whereupon, the Senate enclousad without day. 


PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES 


OF THE 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE UNITED STATES, 


AT THE FIRST SESSION OF THE NINTH CONGRESS, BEGUN AT THE CITY 
WASHINGTON, DECEMBER 2, 1805. 


OF 


ee Monpay, December 2, 1805. 

This being the day appointed by the Constitu- 
tion for the annual meeting of Congress, the fol- 
lowing members of the House of Representatives 
appeared, produced their credentials, and took their 
seats, to wit: < 

`- From New: Hampshire—Silas Betton, Caleb Ellis, 
David Hough, Samuel’ Tenney, and Thomas W. 
Thompson. ° hee j 
“From Massachusetts—Joséph.Bárker, Barnabas Bid- 
: well, Phanuel Bishop, John Chandler, Orchard Cook, 

Jacob Crowninshield, Richard Cutts, William Ely, 
.. Isaiah a Creon Jeremiah plage Josiah Quincy, Eb- 
< „enezer Seaver, Samuel Taggart, oseph B. Varnum, 

and Peleg Wadsworth, PE ak 3 
u From Rhode Island—Nehemiah Knight, and Joseph 

Stanton, See a : . 

_ , From Connecticut—Samuel W. Dana, John Daven- 
pore jr. Jonathan O. Mosely, Jolin Cotton Smith, Lewis 
- Sturges, and Benjamin Talimadge. ra 
`o- From Vermont—Martin Chittenden, James Elliot, 
James Fisk, and Gideon Olin. A 
“From New York—John Blake, jr., Silas Halsey, 
. Josiah Masters, Gurdon S. Mumford, John Russell, 
“Peter Sailly, Thomas Sammons; Martin G. Schuneman, 
` David Thomas, Uri Tracy, Killian K. Van Rensselaer, 
<> and Nathari Williams. : i 
>. From- New. Jersëey—Ezra Darby; ‘Ebenezer Elmer, 

‘John ‘Lambert, James Sloan, and ‘Henry Southard. - 
‘From Pennsylvania—Isaac Anderson, David- Bard, 
Robert Brown, Joseph Clay, Frederick Conrad, William 


; John Rea, Jacob Richards, John Smilie, Samuel Smith, 
fohn Whitehill, and Robert Whitehill. 

From Maryland—John. Campbell, Leonard Coving- 
Pie Charles Goldsborough, Patrick Magruder, William 
McCreery, Nicholas R. Moore, and Joseph H. Nich- 


olson. 
From Virginia—Burwell Basset, John Claiborne, 
“John Clopton, John Dawson, John W. Eppes, James 
M. Garnett, Peterson Goodwyn, David Holmes, John 
~G; Jackson, Joseph Lewis, jr., John“ Morrow, Thòmas 
Newton, jr., Joi Randolph, Thomas M. Randolph, 
John Smith; : Philip R. Thompson, and Alexander 
‘Wilson. ane cee ce 
From Kentucky—George. Michael Bedinger, and 
Thomas Sandford. =" =. 


Findley, Andrew Gregg, Michael Leib, John Pugh, | É 


From North Carolina—Willis Alston, jr., Thomas 
Blount, James, Holland, Thomas Keenan, Nathaniel 
Macon, Richard Stanford, Marmaduke Williams, Jos. 
Winston, and Thomas Wynns. Ste oe 

From Ténnessee— William Dickson, and Join Rhea. 

From South Carolina—Levi. Casey, Elias Earle, 
Thomas Moore, and David R. Williams. ~ d 

From Georgia—Peter Early, Cowles Mead, and 
David Meriwether. f E . 

From Ohio—Seremiah Morrow. . ae Pan 

Delegate from the Mississippi Territory— William 
Lattimore. 

Anda quorum, consisting of a majority of the 
whole number, being present, the House proceed- 
ed, by ballot, to the choice ofa Speaker ; and, upon 
examining the ballots, a majority of the votes of 
the whole House was found in favor of NATHANIEL 
Macon, one of the Representatives for the State 
of North Carolina: ecap Mr. Micon was 
conducted to the Chair, from whence he made‘his 
acknowledgments to the House as follows: 

“Gentlemen: Accept my sincere thanks for the honor 
you have conferred on me... Permit me.to assure, you, 
that my utmost endeavors will. be exerted:to discharge 
the duties of. the Ghair with fidelity, impartiality, and 


‘industry; and that I shall rely with confidence on the, 
‘liberal.and candid support of the House.”. 


The House proceeded, in the same manner, to 
the appointment of a Clerk; and, upon examining 
the ballots, a majority of the votes of the whole 
ouse was found in favor of Jonn BECRLEY, 
The oath to support the Constitution of. the 
United States, as prescribed by the act, entitled. 
“An act to regulate the time and manner of ad- 
ministering certain oaths,” was administered by: 
Mr. Nicgo.son, one of the Representatives for the: 


‘State of Maryland, to the Speaker ; and then-the 


same oath or affirmation was administered by Mr. 
SPEAKER to all the members present. __ 

The same oath, together with the oath of office 
prescribed by the said recited act, were also ad= 
ministered by Mr. SPEAKER to the Clerk. 

Ordered, That a message be sent. to the Senate 
to inform them that a quorum-of this House is. ass. 
sembled, and have elected NATHANIEL MACON, one: 
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of the Representatives for North Carolina, their 
Speaker ; and that the Clerk of this House do-go 
with the said message. `= >. 
A message from the Senate informed the House 
thata quorum of the Senate is assembled and ready 
to proceed.to business; and that, in the absence 
of the Vice Presipent ol the United Siates, the 
Senate have elected the honorable SAMUEL SMITH 
their President pro tempore: the Senate have re- 


solved that two Chaplains, of différent denomina- | 


tions, be appointed to Congress, for the present 
session, one by each House, who shallinterchange 
weekly. The Senate have appointed a commit- 


tee on their part, jointly, with such committee as: 


may be appointed on the part of this House, to 
‘wait on the PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES, 
and inform him that a quorum of the two Houses 
is assembled, and ready to receive any communi- 
cation that he may be pleased to make to them. 

Resolved, That Mr. Joan Ranpoipu, Mr. CAMP- 

BELL of Maryland, and Mr. CROWNINSHIELD, be 
appointed a committee, on the-part of this House, 
jointly, with the committee on the part of the 
Senate, to wait on the PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
Srares, and inform him that a quorum of the 
two‘Houses is assembled, and ready to receive any 
communication that he may be pleased to make 
to them, © ; ; 
-The House then proceeded, by ballot, to the ap- 
pointment of a Sergeant-at-Arms to this House ; 
and, upon examining the ballots, a majority of the 
votes of the whole House was: found in favor of 
Josera WHEATON. 

_ Resolved, That Tuomas Cuaxron be appoint- 
ed Duorkeeper, and Tuomas Dunn Assistant 
Doorkeeper of this House. 

Resolved; That the Rules and Orders established. 
by ‘the late House of Representatives, shall be 
deemed and taken to be the Rules and Orders of 
proceeding to be observed in this House, until a 
revision or alteration of the same shall take place. 

Ordered, That a committee be appointed to pre- 
pare and report such standivg rules ‘and orders of 

roceedings ‘as are proper to be observed in this 


louse; and that Mr. Varnum, Mr. Dawson, Mr. 


TaLLMabGE, Mr. Greca, and Mr. HouLanp, be 
the said committee.” ` ae 

The following committees were appointed, pur- 
suant to the standing rule and orders of the House, 
Vizi ne get es : ; 

Committee of Ways and Means—Mr. Joun 
Ranporrt: Mr. Nicnorson. Mr. JosEPH CLAY, 
Mr. Quincy, Mr. MeriwerReR, Mr. Dickson, 
and Mr. MOSELY. l i ; 
` Committee of Commerce and Manufactures—, 
Mr. Crowntnsatecp, Mr. M’Creery, Mr.. LEIB, 
Mr. Earty, Mr. Dana, Mr. Newron, and Mr. 
Momrorp,, ° ae 
‘Committee of Llections—Mr. Finvuey, Mr. Br- 
MER Mr. Eppes, Mr. CHITTENDEN, Mr. Scuuns- 
i Mr. Biowgrh, and Mr. Exvuis. ` 
Committee of Claims—Mr.Joun C: Smrva, Mr. 
Houmës;ė Mr. Bepineer, Mr. Stanrorp, Mr. 
STANTON, Mr. Moorg of Maryland, and Mr- 


Moore of South Carolina: 


Committeeof Revisaland Unfinished Business— 
Mr. Tenney, Mr. Auston, and Mr. CLAIBORNE. 
Resolved. That a. committee be appointed, to 
consist of three members, to be styled the “ Com- 
mittee of Accounts,” whose duty it shall be to 
superintend and control the expenditure of the 
contingent fund of the House of Representatives, 
and to audit and settle all the accounts which 
may be charged thereon. 
“And a committee was appointed, of Mr. Con- 
rap. Mr. Davenport, and Mr. Corts. 
The Speaker laid before the House a letter 
from the Cierk, accompanying a report of his 


‘proceedings, in obedience to a resolution of the 


House, of the twenty-eighth day of February 
last, for letting to the lowest bidder the printing 
work and supplies of stationery for the use of the 
House, together with sundry documents respecting 
the same.—Referred to the Committee of Ac- 
counts, 
On motion of Mr. Tuomas, 
Resolved, That a committee be appointed to 


inquire whether any, and what, amendments are 


necessary. to.be made in the acts establishing a 


Post Office and Post Roads within the United. 
States; and that the said. committee have leave: 


to report by biil, or otherwi e: 
‘And a Committee was appointed, of Mr. Tuo- 
mas. Mr. Roperr WartentuL, Mr. Berron, Mr. 


Cooke, Mr. ELLior, Mr. Kuiaut, Mr. STURGES, 


Mr. Covineron, Mr. CLOPTON, Mr: BANDFORD, 
Mr. Wiiiiams of North Carolina, Mr. Raga of 
Tennessee, Mr: Wituiams of: South Carolina, 
Mr. Meane, Mr. Morrow. of Ohio, Mr. Souta- 
arp, and Mr. Lewis. ert goat 

Ordered. That the Clerk of this House cause 
the members to be furnished, during ‘the present. 
session, with three newspapers to. each member, 
such as the members, respectively, shall choose, to 
be delivered at their lodgings; and that if any 
member shall choose to také any newspaper other 
than a daily paper, he shall be furnished with as. 
many. of such papers as shall not exceed -the price 
of a daily paper. ek ee 


Mr. Joun Ranvotru. from the joint committee, 


appointed to wait on the President of the United 
States, and notify him that a quorum of the two: 
Houses is assembled, reported that the committee 
had performed. that service; and. that. the Presi- 
dent signified: to them that. he would make a com- 
munication to-this: House to-morrow, at twelve 
o'clock, by way of Message. ~ 


Tuespay, December 3. 

Several other members, to wit: Abram TRIGG, 
from Virginia; George W., CAMPBELL, from Ten- 
nessee; and ROBERT MARION, from South Caro- 
lina; appeared, produced their credentials, and 
took their seats:in the House. 

The House proceeded to consider the resolution: 


| of the Senate for the-appointment:of two Chap- 


lains of Congress for the present session, one: by 
each House, to interchange weekly,and concurred 
with the Senate therein. ears 

A Message was received from the President of 


RN 
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the United States; which was read, and referred 
to the consideration of a Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. [For this Message see 
Senate proceedings of this day’s date, ante, page 
il. 

ir. Joun RANDOLPH, 
Ways and Means, presented a bill “making an 
additional appropriation for the Naval service, 
during the year one thousand eight hundred and 
five; which was read twice, and committed to a 
Committee of the Whole immediately. 


The House, accordingly, resolved itself into the 
said Committee; and, after some time spént 
therein, the bill was reported with an amendment 
thereto ; which was twice read, and agreed to by 
the House. 

Ordered, That the said bill, with the amend- 
ment, be engrossed, and read the third time to- 
morrow. 

On motion of Mr. J. CLAY, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Of- 
fice and Post Roads be instructed to inquire whe- 
ther any; and what, abuse exists of the privilege 
of franking letters; and to report such provision 


The House adjourned. 


Wepnespvay, December 4. - 


“Two other menibers, to wit: Joun ARCHER, 

from Maryland, and Wituam BUTLER, from 
South Carolina, appeared, produced their creden- 
tials, and took their seats in the House. 
An engrossed bill making an additional appro- 
priation for the Naval service, during the year 
one thousand eight hundred and five, was read the 
third time, and passed. E 

` T'he House proceeded, by ballot, to the appoint- 
ment of a Chaplain to Congress, on the part of 
this House, and, upon examining the. ballots, a 
majority of the votes of the whole House was 
found in favor of the Reverend Mr. GLENDY. 

A memorial of the Legislative Council and 
House of Representatives of the Mississippi Ter- 
ritory was presented to the House and read, pray- 
ing that a reasonable time may be allowed to the 
pre-emption claimants for land within the said 
Territory, under the authority of the act of Con- 
gress of the third of March, one thousand eight 
hundred and three, to make payment for the first 
instalment due for the said land on the first of 
January next, after the date of the certificate to 
be granted therefor, _ 

© Also, the petition of sundry inhabitants of the 
Mississippi Territory, praying a right of pre-erap- 
tion as occupants-of certain public lands which 
they have, severally, improved and settled. 

Ordered, That the said memorial and petition, 
together with the memorial and petition of the 
Legislative Council and House of Representatives 
of the Mississippi Territory, which were presented 
to this House on the twenty-fifth of January last, 
be severally referred to Mr. Tuomas M. RANDOLPH. 
Mr: Lattimore, Mr. Smite, Mr. Orin, and Mr. 
Tacearr. eke 
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On motion of Mr. J. Ranporrs, the House re- 
solved itself into a Committee of. the Whole on 
the state of the Union, Mr. Varnum in the Chair. 

Mr. J. RanpoLeuH offered the following resolu- 
tions: ng 

1. Resolved, That so much of the Message of th 
President of the United States, as relates to the subject 
of quarantine and health laws, be referred to the Gom- 
mittee of Commerce and Manufactures. z5 

2. Resolved, That so much of the Message of the 
President of the United States as relates to.the aggres- 
sions committed on our coasts by foreign armed ves-. 
sels; to the defence of our ports and harbors; to the 
building of seventy-four-gun ships; and to the prohibit- 
ing the exportation of arms and ammunition ; be refer- 
red to aselect committee. i i 

3. Resolved, That so much of the Message of the 
President of the United States as relates to the organ- 
ization and classification of the militia, and to the aug- 
mentation of our land forces, be referred to a select 
committee. ` z 

4. Resolved, That so much of the Message of thë 
President of the United States as relates to our Naval 
Peace Establishment, be referred to a select committee, 


Previous to a decision on these resolutions, Mr. 
BrpweLu rose and said that it was his wish to 
offer an additional resolution relative to a subject 


| not embraced in them. 


The Cuatrman observed that the resolutions 
first offered ‘must; in point of order, be first decided 
upon, after which the resolution alluded to could 
be received, or it might be read in argument while 
they were under consideration. ae 

he foregoing resolutions were then severally 
read, and agreed to without a division. f 

Mr. NıcaoLson said he would offer another 
resolution, the substance of which was not em- 
braced in the resolutions submitted by his friend 
from Virginia, viz: on 

Resolved, That so much of the Message of the 
President of the United States as relates to the con- 
duct of the belligerent Powers towards the United 
States, and to the unjustifiable construction lately. given 
by some of them to the Jaw of nations, as it regards 


the rights of neutrals, be referred to the Committee of 


Ways and Means. ; 


Mr. Brows said this resolution embraced, in 
some measure, his object; but, as it did not ex- 
actly comport with it, he would take the liberty 
of reading, by way of argument, the resolution 
which he had prepared. Mr. B. then read the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That somuch of the Message of the Presi- 
dent of the United States as relates to injuries done to us 
as aneutral nation, by the interpolation of new, unjust, 
and unacknowledged principles into the law of nations, 
be referred to a select committee, with instruction to 
inquire in what respects, and to what extent, our neu- 
tral rights have thus been violated, and what legislative 
measures the true interest of the United States requires 
to counteract such violations. ` 

Mr. Bipwett remarked that this resolution went 
further than that offered by the gentleman from 
Maryland. ‘So far as that resolution went it met 
his ideas. But he thought it ought to go further; 
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and, should ìt not be adopted, he would afterward | the law’of nations, founded neither in justice nor the 


move'the one he had just read. His reason for | usage 


thinking the House ought to go further was this: 
We have been informed by the President that 
new: principles have been interpolated. by foreign 
‘Powers into the law of nations. What these 
-prineiples-are is not stated, except in one instance, 
Ro what extent-they have been carried, we are 
notinformed. We have, it is true,.out-door in- 
‘formation on- the subject, but not of such a nature 
as'to-justify our acting inour legislative capacity. 
"These principles, as well as the injuries we have 
¥éceived, were, in his opinion, a proper subject for 
the investigation of a committee. 
“Mr, Nicrocson said he could not conceive in 
what the two resolutions differed, except in lan- 
guage. They both embraced the same object. In 
One respect only they differed. While the resolu- 
tion of the gentleman from Massachusetts refer- 
red the subject to a. select committee, his own 
resolution referred it to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. The investigation contemplated by 
the gentleman could be. as well made by- the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, as by a select com- 
mittee. Nor was it necessary for this purpose to 
ive them any instructions, If the subject required 
investigation, it would be their duty to make it, 
and to lay the result of the investigation before 
the House. It would he allowed, that it was a 
subject in which the revenue was most deeply in- 
terested,and as such properly the province ofthe 
Committee of Ways and Means. For his own 
part, said Mr. N., he could have no objection to 
the resolution of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts; but, as his own resolution embraced the 
same object and went to the same extent, he per- 
ceived no reason against adopting it. 

_ Mr. Quincy could nov agree that the resolution 
offered by the gentleman from Maryland either 
embraced the same. object, or went to the same 
féngth with that proposed by his colleague. He 
thought that offered by his colleague far prefera- 
ble, as it was more extensivein-its views He was 
ofopiaion, that, whatever committee was appoint- 
ed should investigate the nature of the principles 
alluded to in the Message, as well as the measures 
referred to. The Committee of Ways and Means 
Were not bound to make- a special report on the 
subject; they might content themselves with a 
general one; and it might be necessary afterward 
to.appoint a new committee to make the requisite 
investigation. Mr. Q, was the more anxious, as 
he thought it necessary that a complete investi 
@ation should be made in the House of the nature 
and extent of the ‘principles referred to in the 

Message, 

Mr. Eturor said he did not perfectly under- 
stand the gentleman from Maryland when he told 
them that the subject contemplated to be referred, 
naturally and exclusively fell w thia the proper 
jurisdiction of the Commitieeof Ways and Means. 

It would be a imitted, on all hands. that the sub- 
ject was not only important, but likewise novel. 
Our attention is forerbly called, in the Message, to 
this as a subject of the first importance: 

“New principles, too, have been interpolated into 


ee aS a nie ep ep rr rr yr at gS SI ENA 


‘or acknowledgment of nations. According to 
these, a belligerent takes to itself a commerce with 
its own enemy, which it denies to a neutral, on the 
ground of its aiding that enemy in the war. But 
reason revolts at such an inconsistency, andthe 
neutral having equal right with the belligerent’ to:de- 
cide the question, the interests of our constituents, and 
the duty of maintaining the authority of reason, the 
only umpire between just. nations, impose on us:the 
obligation of providing an effectual and determined. op: 
position to a doctrine so injurious to the rights of peace- 
able nations.” j 


Our attention is called to the important point of 
new interpolations into the law of nations, or in 
other words, to the adoption by the Government 
of one or more foreign Powers of what is consid- 
ered as a modification of the ancient laws of -na- 
tions, as accommodating them to their wishes, 
and as introducing, new principles which ‘they 
wish to impose upon other nations. How a sub- 
ject so important naturally and necessarily belongs 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, it was 
impossible for him to say. But, says the gentle- 
man; it is a question of revenue. How so? It 
may affect the revenue incidentally ; but the ques- 
tion of revenue, from its comparative unimport- 
ance, is at once merged and lost in the more im- 
portant question, whether we ‘shall passively 
submit to the introduction of new principles to be 
imposed upon, neutrals, by any Government what- 
ever, however powerful or extensive its influence. 
On this subject, Mr. E. said, he thought, as itap- 
peared by the Message the Executive thought, 
that it possessed great importance in itself. Nor 
did he conceive it possible to present any view 
more important than that taken by the resolution 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts.. He ac- 
knowledged that the Committee of Ways and 
Means were fully competent to an investigation 
of the subject; in their ability'to investigate it, he 
had full confidence. But he thought. they had 
sufficient business in their proper sphere to occupy 
their attention. For these reasons, he hoped the 
resolution offered by the gentleman from Mary- 
land would be rejected, and that submiited by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts substituted in its 
room. : l 

Mr. Greca thought the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts would fully attain his object by offering 
a part of the resolution he had read, as an amende 
ment to the resolution before the House. The 
resolution of the gentleman embraced two dis- 
tinct parts; the first regarded the objects to be 
inquired into, and the last instructed the commit- 
tee how to act. The resolution of the gentleman 
from Maryland « mbraces the same object. The 
end, therefore, of the gentleman. from Massachu- 
setts would be fully g ined by adding the instruct- 
ive part of his own resolution to the resolution 
under discussion. As to the difference between.a 
s anding and select. committee, it was not so im- 
portant as it appeared to be to the gentleman from 
Vermont. The subject, from its character, natu- 
rally came before the Committee of Ways. and 
Means; and it was understood that standing com- 
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mittees went. through the business referred to 
them with more regularity than a select com- 
mittee. p 

- Mr. BiowELL said, that if gentlemen attentively 
considered the two resolutions, they would find 
that the resolution offered by the gentleman from 
Maryland.did not go to the same extent with the 
resolution which he had the honor of proposing. 
The former referred to but one principle, and lim- 
ited the subject to considerations connected with 
revenue. It appeared to him that, from out-door 
information, it would be found that various prin- 
£iples had been assumed relative to the law of 
nations to which we might not as a neutral na- 
tion choose to submit. It was true that the subject 
‘was connected with the revenue; so, however, 
Wwas-every subject. Every subject, whether eon- 
nected with a state of peace or war, would neces- 
sarily, more or less, affect the revenue. Though 
this was the case with this subject, it ought not to 
be considered as primarily. connected with reve- 
nue, Under present circumstances, we do not 
consider it principally as connected with finance, 
but with other subjects. Mr. B. said he had no 
particular wishes with regard to the committee to 
i appointed ‘in this instance; but he did wish 
the subject examined in more extensive views 
than was contemplated in the resolution. 

“Mr. NicHoLsoN observed that the principal ob- 
jection made to the resolution he had offered was 
that the Committee of Ways and Means were 
not bound to investigate the subject, and submit 
to the House the result of their investigation. 
Bome gentlemen think it necessary that instruc- 
tions should be given to the committee to insure 
such an investigation. Mr. N. said,that he had 
known instances within the course of the six past 
years, in which a subject, apparently simple, had 
produced a voluminous report without any in- 
struction of the House; and he had known other 
instances in which a subject of great-importance 
had been referred, on which there had been re- 
ported a simple resolution, which afterward be- 
came the subject of argument within these walls. 
If in this case an investigation is desired, there is 
wo-doubt that the Committee of Ways.and Means 
can make it, and give the result to the House. He 
‘recollected, some years ago, a simple resolution 
was referred to a committee of which he had the 
“honor to be chairman. They considered the sub- 
ject of vast importance, and thought it proper, in 
their report, to go at length into it. The report 
‘was made, and on it was predicated the extensive 
purchase of Louisiana. Yet, in this case, there 
were no instructions given. The committee, not- 
withstanding, thought it their duty to inquire into 
the subject; they accordingly did inquire, and 
made.the report alluded to. 

In-every point of light in which the present 
subject could be viewed, it would be found to 
affect the revenue. There are various ways in 
which we may attack the belligerent uations. We 
may attack them by land or by sea... The prepa- 
Fations required for this purpose may not sink our 
Present revenue. but render it necessary. to resort 
to the raising additional revenue. Should there 


| be a non importation act, which had lately been 


a subject of discussion in the public. prints, it 
would necessarily affeet our revenue, and ‘before 
it could be agreed to or-acted on, it would be ab- 
solutely necessary for the Commiitee of Ways 
and Means to enter into an investigation how the 
necessary revenue could be obtained. If we resort 
to the expedient of raising the duties on manufac- 
tured articles, he would ask if that were -nòta 
proper subject for the Committee of Ways and 
Means? The measure could not but affect-our 
revenue deeply, and would it not become ne- 
cessary for the Committee of Ways abd. Means 
to inquire to what extent the duties might be 
laid without producing the necessity of resort- 
ing to new taxes. But, as the gentleman from 
Massachusetts was desirous of instructing the 
committee, he had no objection so to modify his 
resolution as.to add to it the latter part of theres- 
olution offered by him. 
So modified, the resolution was read: from’ the 
Chai , as follows: : i 
“ Resolved, That so much of the Message of the Prei- 
ident of the United States, as relates to the conduct of 
the belligerent Powers toward the United States, and 
to the unjustifiable construction lately given by sonie 
of them to the law of nations, as it regards the rights of 
neutrals, be referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, with instruction to inquire in. what respects, 
and to what extent our neutral rights have been vio- 
lated, and what legislative measures the true interest 
of the United States requires to counteract. such viola- 
tions.” ` : 
Mr. Browect inquired to what committee the 
defensive measures recommended by. the Presi- 
dent had been referred ? age 
The Cuatrman replied to a select committee. 
Mr. BivweLL said that subject appeared to him 
as much connected with the revenue, as principles 
which respected the law of nations. Lf that sub- 
ject had been referred, with propriety, to a select 
committee, surely this might also, as it was.-net 
so necessarily connected with revenue as to make 
it the peculiar business of the Committee of Ways 
aod Means. i 
Mr.. Smite remarked that, it appeared that the 
ideas of both the gentlemen were incorporated in 
the resolution as it stood; and that the only sub- 
sisting difference was as to the committee. ` This 
was not of sufficient importance to occupy much 
of their time. The subject might most properly 
go to a commercial committee; but, as he believed 
the Committee of Ways and Means perfectly 
competent, he should not object to the resolution. 
The question was then taken on the resolution, 
and passed in the affirmative—ayes 56, noes 42. 
The Committee ruse and reported the resolt- 
tions, which the House immediately took into 
consideration. 
The first, second, third, and fourth. were agreed 
to without a division ; andthe fifth—ayes 57. 
The second resolution was referred to Messrs, 
Dawson, N. Wituams, Buount, Euy, Darpy, 
and Fisk. 
The third resolution was referred to Messrs. 
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Varnom,. Basset, STURGES; Lameert, Rea of 


Pennsylvania, Marton, and BLAKE. 


-Aod the fourth, to. Messrs. GREGG: GARNETT, 
Brewery, Gotpsporoven, Hove, Wrwnns, and 


Rosser. 


Tuurspay, December 5. 


| Another member, to wit: James KeLLY, from 
Pennsylvania, appeared, produced his credentials, 


and took his seat. inthe. House. 


. A message from the Senate, informed the House 
that thé Senate have appointed the Reverend Mr. 
Ganrr-to be one of the. Chaplains to Congress, 


on their part. 


Mr. Joun C. Smiru observed that the House at 
their-Jast session, had had before them a subject of 
considereble importance, which not having been 
then definitively acted upon, he thought it would 

e 


be proper again to take into consideration. 
therefore moved the following resolution: 


Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire 
whether. any, and, if any, what description of claims 
against the United States are barred by the statute of 
limitations, which, in reason and justice ought to be 
provided for; and that said committee be authorized to 


report thereon by bill or otherwise. 


- his’ resolution was immediately considered, 
agreed to, and referred toa committee of seventeen 


members, viz. 


Mr: J. C. Smita, Mr. Hotmes, Mr. BEDINGER, 
Mr. Sranrorp, Mr. Stanton, Mr. Moore of 


Maryland, Mr. Moore of South Carolina, Mr. 
Tuomeson of New Hampshire, Mr. Green, Mr. 
Currrenpen, Mr. HaLseY, Mr. Stoan, Mr. AN- 


person, Mr. CAMPBELL of Tennessee, Mr. Mor- 


Row of Ohio, Mr. MERIWETHER, and Mr. Jackson. 

» On, motion of Mr. Conran, the following resolu- 

tion was adopted : . 
-s\Resolied, That the Doorkeeper of this House be al- 
lowed the-same sum, as has heretofore been allowed, 
for the purposes of employing men and horses to ena- 
ble him to execute the duties of his office. 

Mr. Lere moved the following resolution: 

Resolued, That a committee be appointed to inquire 
whether any; and if any, what alterations ought to be 
made in the act to regulate and fix the compensation 
of the officers of the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives. 

Mr: Lets said it would be recollected that at 
the end of every session heretofore, it had been 
usual to submit propositions for an extra allow- 
ance to the officers of the House. It was desira- 
ble that the compensation of the officers should be 
fixed. That they might be fixed, aod that no 
similar proposition should.be offered hereafter, was 
his reason for offering this.resolution. 

; The House immediately-took it up, agreed to 
; paa referred it to a committee of three mem- 
hers. s 
<On-motion of Mr. Lewis the petitions heretofore 
presented for and against a bridge across the Poto- 


mac, at the city of Washington, were referred to a} 


committee of five members, consisting of Mr. 
Tuomeson of Virginia, Mr. Campsett of Mary- 
land, Mr. Lewis, Mr. Macroper, and Mr, BUTLER: 


Fripay, December 6. 


Ordered, That Mr. Josera Cuay be appointed 
of the committee to whom was referred, on the 
fifth instant, so much of the Message of the Presi- 
dent of the United States as relates to the aggres- 
sions committed on our coasts by foreign armed 
vessels; to the defence of our ports and ‘harbors; 
to the building of seventy-four gun ships; and to 
the prohibiting of the exportation of arms and 
ammunition ; inthe room of Mr. HAMILTON, who is 
absent. f A n 

Mr. ALsron remarkéd that a memorial from a 
number of merchants from North Carolina, pray- 
ing for the establishment of a port of entry at 
Plymouth had been presented at the last session 3 
to which effect a bill: had been brought in; but 
that, owing to the pressure of important business, 
it had either been rejected: or ‘postponed. He 
wished the subject to be again taken into con- 
sideration. To which end he moved the refer- 
ence of the memorial to the Committee of Com- 
merce and Manufactures.— Agreed to. 


ARMY RULES, &. `. Jand 
Mr. Varnum said it would be recollected, that 
the rules and regulations forthe government of 
the Army had never béen revised since the era of 
the present Government; and that consequently 
the rules and regulations established during the 
Revolutionary war still continued in force, though 
our circumstances had materially changed... From 
the present aspect of affairs, he thought it became 
necessary that a revision should take place, that 
they might be adapted to the provisions under 
the present Government. An attempt to this 
effect had been made during the two last sessions; 
and in this House a bill had passed, waich. ha 
been rejected in the Senate. He was of the opin- 


ion that it became the House, by again attending. 


to the subject, to do. their duty; and if neglect 
should attach anywhere, it should, be at the pro- 
per door. He, therefore, moved. the following 
resolution: AE 
Resolved, That a committee be-appointed to prepare 
rules and regulations for the governmént of the Army 
of the United States, and that they have leave to report 
by bill or otherwise. a ANT ee 
Agreed to, and a committee of seven members 
appointed. - Seen Maney 
Mr. Dawson, from the committee on that part 
of the President’s Message that relates to aggres- 
sions committed on our coasts, &c., having ob- 
tained leave to report by bill or bills, reported in 
part a bill prohibiting for a limited time the’ ex- 
portation of arms and ammunition from the Uni- 
ted States, which was read twice, and made the 
order of the day for Monday next. e f 
[This bill prohibits the exportation of the ordi- 
nary warlike articles until the ‘day of ———, 
and declares all such as do not constitute a part.of 
the equipment of a vessel, forfeited, and in case 
the same in value exceed dollars, ‘declares 
the vessel forfeited.] ee EO e 
- Ona motion made to refer to a select committee 
the memorial of the Ohio Company, presented the 
last session, the House divided—ayes'63. Carried, 
and a committee of three members appointed. 
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COLLECTION OF DUTIES, &c. 
Mr. Lers offered the following resolution: 
Resolved, That the Committee of Commerce and 
Manufactures be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 


ency of so far amending the act to regulate the collec- 
tion of duties on imports and tonnage, as to extend the 


time for taking the oath and giving bond in cases of 


goods exported for drawback; and to authorize the 
Comptroller of the Treasury to grant relief to those 
who ‘have forfeited their claims to debentures by ex- 
ceeding the ten days assigned by law for taking the 
oath and giving bond, where no intention of fraud 
shall appear. 

Mr. Lers observed that it would be recollected 
that heretofore at every session of Congress peti- 
tions had been offered complaining of hardships 
under this act and soliciting relief. If redress were 
to be given, it ought to be under a general and not a 
special provision. At any rate it would be allow- 
ed to be advisable to institute an inquiry into the 
expediency of making such provision. 

Mr. Crowninsuiecp hoped the reference would 

‘obtain, as he had been acquaivted with several 
hard cases under the present provisions of law. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


Mr. Crowninsuiexp attracted the attention of 


the. House to another provision under the same 
act, that related to the size of the casks and the 
weight of the. packages in which it is made neces- 
sary to import sundry articles. He was of the 
opinion that some of these restrictions were use- 
less for the protection of the revenue, at the same 
time that they embarrassed the merchant. If this 
were so they should be dispensed with. To make 
the proper inquiry on this point he moved the 
following resolution: 

. Resolved, That the Committee of Commerce and 
Manufactures be instructed to consider the expediency 
of amending the act to regulate the collection of duties 
on imports and tonnage, so far as relates to the import- 
ation of malt liquors, distilled spirits, and loaf and 
lump sugar, in casks, vessels, or packages of a limited 
., Capacity and weight, and to report thereon by bill or 
otherwise. - 


The resolution was agreed to. 


YAZOO CLAIMS. 


Mr. Greca said he wished to submit to the 
House a resolution ona subject of considerable 
importance, which had engaged the House at sev- 
eral of its previous sessions, and which was gen- 
erally known by the name of the Yazoo claims. 
The discussions on thissubject had occupied much 
time, and had excited greater irritation than any 
other subject within these walls. He supposed 
there was no probability that the subject would 
be permitted, by the claimants, tosleep, while the 
act appropriating five millions was permitted to 
remain in foreée. His object was, to repeal that 
act.. By this step the claimants would not be 
placed ina worse situation, as the courts of jus- 
tice would be open.to them. Mr. G. said he did 
not expect the House immediately to act on this 
resolation, though he was prepared, at once, to go 
into it. But as it was important, and related toa 
subject on which the papers were voluminous, he 


would be satisfied that it should lie for some time 
on the table, the more especially, that new mem- 
bers might become acquainted with it. ` He then 


‘offered the following resolution: 


Resolved, That so much of an act, entitled “An act 
regulating the grants of land, and. providing for the 
disposal of the Jands of the United States south of the 


‘State of Tennessee,” as appropriates any portion of 


said lands for the purpose of satisfying, quieting, or 
compensating any claims to the said lands, derived from 
any act, or pretended act of the State of Georgia, and 
neither recognised by the articles of agreement and 
cession between the United States and the State of 
Georgia, nor embraced by the- two first, sections of the 
above-mentioned act, be repealed. os 


Ordered to lie on the table. 


INDIAN LANDS. 


Mr. Grece observed that they had been in- 
formed by the President, in his communication.at 
the opening of the session, that several purchases 
of lands-had been made from the Indians, which 
were the more advantageous from their vicinity 
to thick settlements. ‘It became necessary.to make 
provision for the surveying and disposal ofthese 
lands. He believed that some amendments would 
be found necessary in the existing land laws, par- 
ticularly with regard to lands in the neighborhood 
of Detroit, He therefore submitted the following 
resolution : 2 pee here 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire 


whether any, and if any, what, alterations or amend- 


ments are necessary to be made in the several acts pro- 


viding for the disposal of the lands of the United States 
northwest of the Ohio. : 


Mr. J. Ranvotrn suggested the propriety: of 
permitting the resolution to lie on the table, until 
the treaties ceding the land had been ratified and 
carried into effect. It might also, he added, be 
found that the law for the disposal of..the lands 
southwest of the Ohio required modification. 

Mr. Greaa acquiescing in this disposition of 
the resolution, it was ordered to lie on the table... 


EXECUTIVE DOCUMENTS. 


A Message was delivered from the PRESIDENT 
or THE Unirep Sates, by Mr. Coles, his Secre- 
tary, as follows: 

“ Mr. Speaker: I am directed by the President of 
the United States to deliver you a Message in writing.” 

The Speaker having received and opened a 
packet of considerable size, observed that the 
Message was confidential, and thereupon ordered 
the galleries to be cleared. 

In about one hour anda half, the doors were 
opened, when it appeared that part of the com- 
munications made by the President were confiden- 
tial, and that the members of the House remained 
under an injunction of secrecy with regard to 
them ; and that another part was not confidential. 
This part embraces, among others, the following 
documents: 

1. A letter from Governor Claiborne to the Secretary 
of State, dated October 24, 1805, in which, after stating 
the preparations making by the Spaniards at Pensacola ~ 
and other places, he says: “I flatter myself that hostil 
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ities between the United States and Spain may be avoid- 
ed, and that an honorable adjustment of our differences 
may ensue. But I am inclined to. think that the Span- 
_ ish agents calculate on a speedy rupture, and are making 
all the preparations that their means permit to com- 
mencé the war in this quarter.” : 

"9, Statements respecting the detention of the Ameri- 
can gunboats. . 

8, Corréspondence between Governor Claiborne and 
the Marquis dé Casa Calvo, on exempting the Spanish 
Officers from municipal taxes. Os 
“4, Correspondence between Governor Williams, of 
the Mississippi Territory, and Governor Grandpre, with 
sundry communications to the Secretary of State on 
outrages committed in the Mississippi Territory. 

5. Documents to show that the settlement of Bayou 
Pierre, on the Red river, at which a principal aggression 
took place, was originally. made by France, while pos- 
sessing Louisiana, and came to the possession of Spain 
only by the general delivery of Louisiana to her, and as 
a pert. of it. ‘ 

6. Extract of a letter from C. Pinckney, dated August, 
1805; as well as one dated September 22, 1805, respect- 
ing Spanish spoliations. 

7%, Communications from Gov. Claiborne, dated Oc- 
tober 24, 1805, respecting obstructions on the Mobile. 

8. Copy of a letter from the commandant of the ship 
Huntress to the Secretary of the Navy. 


REVOLUTIONARY PENSIONS. 


Mr. Varnum said that during the late Revolu- 
tionary war with Great Britain, the Government 
of the United States thought proper to place on 
the pension list certain officers and suldiers who 
had been wounded or disabled in the war, It had 
so happened that, from a variety of circumstances, 
a large number of our meritorious officers and sol- 
diers, of this description. had not been placed on 
the list. A number of them had kept back, and 
omitted reaping the benefit of this provision, un- 
der the expectation of supporting themselves by 
their own industry, or by the assistance of their 
friends, He believed that many had been prompt- 
ed tothis by the most laudable motives. Many of 
them had since found themselves unable to earn 
a decent subsistence. A number of petitions of 
this kind had, this morning, been referred to the 
Committee of Claims. Mr. V. said it was his 
wish thata general and ample provision should 
be made for all those who had been disabled in 
the Revolutionary war. The independence and 
happy situation of our country were owing to 
their exertions, and our wealth now enabled us to 
make an ample provision. He therefore moved: 

“ That tho Committee of Claims be instructed toin- 
quire what further measures are necessary to be adopted 
to remunerate the meritorious services of the officers 
and soldiers who were wounded or disabled in the Rev- 
olutionary war with Great Britain, with leave to report 
by bill or otherwise.” 

The resolution was immediately taken up and 
agreed to. i 


Monpay, December 9. 
Several: other members. to wit: from Virginia. 
Evwin Gray,and Warrer Jones; from New 
York, Henay W., Livinasron aud Eviraacer 


Wickes; and from Georgia. Josera BRYAN ; ap- 
peared, produced their credentials was qualified 
and took their seats in the House. 

Mr. Lets presented a petition of the late crew 
of the frigaie Philadelphia, representing that they 
have been advised that under the mariume regu- 
lations of the United States, persons taken by the 
Barbary Powers are allowed on their release a 
pecuniary compensation for clothing received du- 
ring their captivity,and some small. sum for. to- . 
bacco and other articles, usually called jail-mo- 


‘ney, for which they have received no compensa- 


tion; but that these extraordinary expenses have 
been deducted from their pay, and praying re- 
lief~Referred to the Committee of Claims. 


CONTESTED ELECTION. 

Mr. Bryan presented’ a petition from Thomas 
Spalding, representing that-at the late- general 
election in Georgia for Representatives, he had a 
a greater number of the votes given than Cowles 
Mead, returned as a member, and prayiog that he 
may be admitted to a seat. The petition states, 
that by an act of Georgia it is directed that with- 
in twenty five days after the day of election the 
votes shall be counted, and that the Governor 
shall thereupon make proclamation of the per- 


‘| sons having the greatest number of votes and issué 


their commissions; that at the expiration of that 
lime the votes of the counties of Camden, Lib- 
eriy, and T'atnal, were not received at the Exec- 
utive office, owing to which Mr. Mead had then 
a majority; but that on receiving them it ap- 
peared that the petitioner had 4.504 and the sit- 
ting member only 4.465 votes. That the failure 
to transmit the votes of thuse counties arose from 
an act of God ; that there was a hurricane on thè 
8th of December, which flocded the country, 
swept away the bridges. and rendered the roads 
impassable, and that it was not until the expira~’ 
tion of the limited time that these obstructions 
were removed.—Petition referred to the Commit- 
tee of Elections. 


EXPORTATION OF ARMS, &c. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill “ prohibiting. for a limited 
time, the exportation of arms and ammunition 
from the United States.” ` 

The Chairman having read the bill, as follows: 


Sec. 1. Be it enacted, &c., That it shall not be law- 
ful to export from the United States any cannon, mus- 
kets, pistols, bayonets, swords, cutlasses, musket-balls, 
lead, bombs, grenades, gunpowder, sulphur, or saltpe- 
tre; but the exportation of all the aforesaid articles is 
hereby prohibited until . m 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That any of the 
aforesaid articles, excepting such of them as may con- 
stitute a part of the equipment of any vessel which, 
during the continuance of this prohibition, shall be 
found on board of any vessel in any river, port; bay or 
harbor within the territory of the United States, put 
on board with an intent to be exported from the Uni- 
ted States, shall be forfeited, and in case the value 
thereof shall amount to = dollars, the vessel on 
hoard which the same shall he. seized, together with 
her tackle, apparel, and furniture, shall. also be foxe 
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feited: Provided, nevertheless, That nothing in this act 
shall be construed to prohibit the removal or transport- 
ation of any of the articles aforesaid from one port to 
another port within the United States, in any vessel 
having a license as a coastinug-vessel, the master, agent 
or owner of which shall have given bond with one or 
‘more sufficient sureties, to the collector of the district 
from which such vessel is about to depart, in a sum 
double the value of such vessel, and of such of the 
said articles as may be laden on board her; that the 
said articles shall be relanded and delivered in some 
port of the United States; or to prevent the exporta- 
tion of any of the above articles on public account, 
under the direction’ of the President of the United 

States. 
© Suc. 3. And be it further enacted, That if any of 
the articles aforesaid shall, contrary to the prohibitions 
of this act, be exported from the United States, the 
‘vessel in which the same shall have been exported, to- 
gether with her tackle, ‘apparel and furniture, shall be 
forfeited; and the captain or master of such vessel, 
knowingly offending in the premises, shall be liable to 
‘indictment, and upon conviction, shall forfeit and pay 
a sum not exceeding dollars; which shall be dis- 
tributed in like manner as is hereinafter provided, as to 
other forfeitures incurred under this act. 

Sec. 4, And be it further enacted, That it shall be the 
duty of the custom-house officers, and of all persons 
employed in the collection of the revenue, to attend to 
the execution of this law, and all forfeitures and pen- 
alties incurred under it, and not otherwise directed to 
he prosecuted and. recovered, shall be sued for, prose- 
cuted, adjudged and distributed in like manner as is 
-provided in the act, entitled “An act to provide more 
effectually for the collection of the duties imposed by 
Jaw on goods, wares, and merchandise imported into 
the United States, and on the tonnage of ships and 
vessels.” ` 

On the motion of Mr. McCresry, the words 
“pig iron and brass” were inserted in the first 
“section. 

“On motion of Mr. Dawson, the blank at the 
„end of the first section was filled with the words 
“the end of the next session of Congress, and no 
Jonger; “the blank in the second section with 
wone hundred,” and that in the third seetion with 
“ one thousand.” 

On motion of Mr. Dawson, the fourth section 
_was.so-amended as to strike out the title of the 
act recited, and to introduce “An act to regulate 
the collection of duties on imports and tonnage.” 

‘Mr. Quincy offered a new resolution, exempt- 
ing from. duty the greater part of the articles 
numerated in the bill on their importation into 
the. United States. 

Mr. Quincy observed that on examination, the 
bill befure the committee appeared to be the same 
verbatim with that passed io the fear 1797, with 
the exception of the new section moved by him, 
which had been omitted. What was the cause 
of the omission he did not know. 
“Mr. Dawson said the powers of the commit- 
ee restricted them to.a prohibition of the export- 
tion of military articles. 
Mr. CrowninsateLp hoped the adoption of 
is new section would not be pressed at this 
me. The object of the bill under consideration 
sto prevent the exportation of certain military 


i articles; that of the new section was to render 
their importation free of duty. He would not 
say that at a future time be would object to this 
measure, but he did not think it necessary at prese 
ent. His mind not baving been drawn to the 
subject he was not prepared to vote on it., 

Mr. Quincy said he had made the motion be- 
cause he considered the new section conformable 
to the. principle of the bill. The object was to 
insure to the country as large a portion of raw 
materials as was necessary for the exigency of 
the times. If any gentleman was of opinion that 
the quantity o» hand is sufficient for this exigen- 
cy he would be in favor of sbutting the door 
against aditional importations. by retainin z the 
existing duties. If, on the contrary, there is not 
a sufficient quantity on hand, it became neces- 
sary and proper thata kind of bounty should be 
offered for increasing the stock. He had another: 
reason for the section he had offered. The bull,. 
as it now stands, wil! look to the public, as if the- 
state of the country were not so pressing as if, 
perhaps, actually was. In 1797, the ground as- 
sumed in the new section was taken. If wenow 
pass the bill without it, it will appear, said Mr. 
Q., as if we did not consider our exigencies,as 
we thought them then. Without making a com- 
parison between that period and this, I think the 
present exigency such as requires a similar step. 

Mr. Smite did not deem the amendment .a 
proper one at this time. It related to a subject 
distinct from that referred.to the committee that 
brought in the bill—a subject of sufficient im- 
portance to stand by itself. He would not pre- 
tend to say that our present circumstances would 
not justify it. But what had been done at a fur- 
mer period under other circumstances was not a 
proof of its necessity at present. Before we go 
into it, we ought to inquire what its effects would 
be on the revenue, and whether existing circum- 
stances required the sacrifice it would occasion. 
ladeed he doubted whether the House were pre- 
pared to vote one way or the other. If it were 
found necessary, he would heartily. coneur in it; 
but this was the more questionable, as it did net 
appear from the Message of the President that he 
viewed it as necessary. 

Mr. BipoweLL was not, in this stage of the bus- 
iness, prepared to determine the propriety of the 
measure, as he did not know what its bearing 
would be on the revenues of the United States. 
He thought the House ought to be apprized of 
this, before they could with propriety take a step 
which might break in on the fiscal arrangements 
of the Government. The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts says those opposed to his amendment 
ought to show that there is a sufficiency of the 
enumerated articles in the country, or that our 
manufacturers are competent ty supply them. On 
the contrary, it appeared to him that it was in- 
cumbent on the friends of the proposition to 
show that there would be a deficiency, or an ina- 
bility of our manufacturers to supply our wants, 
in case this provision should not be adopted. 

Mr. ČROWNINSHIELD vbserved that we could 
make in the United States almost all the articles 
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enumerated in the amendment, and that conse- 
quently it might, if adopted, injure our manufac- 
tures in a degree not contemplated. We certain- 
ly manufactured a great quantity of gunpowder 
and muskets. The duty on gunpowder was con- 
siderable, and the effect of its removal might be 
extremely prejudicial. With regard to saltpetre 
and sulphur, he did not know that he would ob- 
ject to suspending the duties imposed upon them, 
‘as they were the great raw materials most want- 
ed, and as no duty had been exacted on them un- 
til about two years ago, and then on a construction 
of law. He hoped, however, his colleague would 
not press the subject at this time, as the House 
were not prepared for. the discussion it might in- 
volve, and as it might materially affect the reve- 
nue. Though he would say that mere consider- 
ations of revenue would not of themselves in- 
duce him to vote against the proposed provision. 
-Hle did not think the general state of the country 
required it, © 
“Mr. Quincy was glad to hear from gentlemen 
that the situation of the country was such as did 
not require the step he had proposed. His own 
impression had been that it was proper to take 
such a situation as if the country were on the eve 
‘of a war. 
Mr. Dawson observed that he was authorized 
to state that the Government was possessed of 
five hundred tons of saltpetre, and a large quan- 
tity of sulphur; and that he was well informed 
that there wasin the country a sufficient quantit 
for all the purposes for which it might be inte: 
‘Under these circumstances: he did not consider 
the amendment proper, and hoped that it would 
be either withdrawn or rejected. 
Mr. Jonn C: Smrra said he could not vote for 
the amendment under his present impressions. 
The sense of the House likewise seemed to be 
‘against it in its present shape. But the gentle- 
mau could obtain bis end by moving to instruct 
the Committee of Ways and Means to. inquire 
into its expediency. And should his amendment 
“be rejected’ he hoped he would pursue this course. 
If, on such investigation, the measure should be 
found advisable, he had no doubt of its adoption. 
Mr. Quincy said that, considering the impres- 
-sions of gentlemen, he would withdraw his mo- 
tion. ' . 
On motion of Mr. Crowninsutetp the words 
“sheet copper,” were enumerated in the first sec- 
tion. 
On motion of Mr. Dawson a new section was 
“added, declaring that the act shall “ commence 
and.be in force from and after the first day of 
January, 1806.” 
~ On this section some diversity of opinion was 
expressed. Ti 
“Mr. J. CLax wasin favor of the act going into 
immediate operation. Mr. CROWNINSHIELD was 
in favor of the-time stated in the section, and 
“Messrs: Macon and Soutsarp were in favor of 
-a shortextension of it.) Inanimadverting on this 
point, Mr. Macon pronounced it doubtful whether 
‘the principle of the bill were Constitutional. 
So amended, the committee rose and reported 
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the bill, whose consideration was postponed uniil | 


to-morrow. 
On motion of Mr. SourHarn, the petition of 
Stephen Sayre, and the report of the Secretary 


of State thereon, made the last session, were re- | 


ferred toa Committee of the Whole on Monday 
next. i 


Mr. J. RanDoLrs, from the Committee of Ways ; 
and Means reported on: the petition of Anthony | 
Benezet and others, concluding with a resolution | 
that the prayer of the petition is reasonable, and | 
ought to be granted.—Referred to the Committee | 


of the Whole on Thursday next. 


Turspay, December 10. 


Several other members, to wit : from Kentucky, | 
Joun Bovis; from New Jersey, Wittiam HELMS; | 


from Connecticut, TimoTHy Prrgin, junior; and 


from New York, Paitip Van CORTLANDT; ap- | 
peared, produced their credentials, were qualified, | 


and took their seats in the House. 


The Speaxer laid before the House a letter | 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting } 


a report and estimates of the revenue and receipts 
of the 


United States, for the years 1801, 1802, 1803, } | 


1804, and for three quarters of the year 1805, pre- } 
pared in obedience to the act entitled “An act to es- 


tablish the Treasury Department ;” which were 


read, and referred to the Committee of Ways and 


Means; 


A petition of the Legislative Council of the 


Territory of Orleans was presented to the House 
and read, praying that all the lands of the United 
States lying within the limits of the city of New 


( 


emenn 


$ 


Orleans, and such other lands as the wisdom of. 


Congress may deem adequate, may be appropriated 


for the establishment and support~of~colleges, | 
schools, and ‘other seminaries of learning, in the 


said Territory.—Referred to Mr. Georcs W 
CAMPBELL, Mr. Jones, Mr. Bryan, Mr. Joun 
WairesiLt, and Mr. Wapsworts; and that the 
said committee have leave to report thereon by 
bill, or otherwise. 


| 


A message was received from the President of | 
the United States, supplementary to his Message ; 


of the 6th instant, enclosing sundry documents in 
addition tg those laid before the House, viz: 


1. Relative to the detention of the public buildings | 


at New Orleans. 


2. Relative to the conduct of Spain in Louisiana, in. : 


the establishment of posts, &c. 
3. Relative to the obstruction of the commerce on the 
Mobile. ‘ 


Which were ordered to be printed, and referred ; 


to the same committee to whom the papers pre- | | 


viously received were referred. 

Mr. J. Cuay presented a petition from ‘sundry 
manufacturers of hats in Philadelphia, remonstra- 
ting against the mode pursued by the Superintend- 
ent of theIndian Department of vending furs, and 
requesting that the same may be regulated by law, 


and that the sale be by public auction —Referred 


to the Committee of Commerce and Manufactures. 
Mr. Stoan laid the following resolution on the 
table: à l 
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Resolved, That a tax or duty of ten dollars per head 
be imposed on all slaves hereafter imported into the 
United States. wae 
Ordered, That the report of the Commissioners 
under the act, entitled “An act for the relief of 
the refugees from the British provinces of Canada 
and Nova Scotia,” which was made (o this House 
on the thirteenth of February last, be referred to 
Mr. Tuomas, Mr. Wison, and: Mr. CHANDLER, 
with leave to report thereon by bill, or otherwise. 


EXPORTATION OF ARMS, &c. 


The House took into consideration the amend- 
ments of the Committee of the Whole to the bill 
prohibiting, for a limited time, the exportation of 
arms and ammunition from the United States; in 
all of which they concurred. 

Mr. Cook moved to substitute “five hundred | 
dollars” in the room of “one hundred 3? the sum 
for exporting prohibited ‘articles beyond which is 
followed by the forfeiture of the vessel—under 
the impression that theprovision was too rigorous. 

This amendment was supported by Mr. Crow- 
NINSHIELD, and opposed by Mr. Dawson, and lost 
—77 members concurring in the report of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

On the motion of Mr. Ouin, “cannon balls and 
mortars” were added to the list of prohibited ar- 
ticles. 

On motion of Mr. Dawson, an amendment was 
introduced, applying the penalties of the bill to 
the exportation of the prohibited articles by land. 

On motion of Mr. NicHotson the provisions of 
the bill were extended to the Territories of the 
United States. 

Mr. Grece said he understood the bill under 
consideration ‘was only a report in part. He had 
no disposition to cppose its passage. He only rose 
to express his hope that when the committee 
made a further report, they would lay before the 
House the information necessary to. enable them 
to act intelligently. It had, from the commence- 
ment of the Government, been the practice of the 
House to call on the Secretary of War to state 
the amount of military stores on hand, accompa- 
nied by his oninion of the further supplies deemed 
necessary. No such thing had yet been done this 
session. The House neither knew the quantity 
of military stores on hand, or could calculate the 
effects of the bill. They did not know what was 
the quantity of sulphur and saltpetre on hand, or 
whether there was a sufficiency of those import- 
ant raw materials, in case we should be embroiled 
in a war— : f 
_, The Sprarer here interrupted Mr. Greae by 
observing. that there was no motion before the 
House. 

After a few remarks from Mr. Nicnouson and 
Mr. Gregg, on the details of the bill, it was order- 
ed, on the motion of the former, to be re-commit- 
ted to the committee who introduced it, for 
amendment, _ i 


Wepnespay, December 11. f 
Resolved, That.the Committee of Commerce 
and Manufactures be instructed to inquire into the 


expediency of extending the limits of the distriét 
of Washington, in North Carolina, so as to include 
Shell Castle Island, and report their opinion by 
bill or otherwise. i 

Another member to wit: Danist C. Veg» 
PLANCK, from New York, appeared, produced his 
credentials, and took his seat in the House. 

Mr. Dawson reported various amendments to 
the bill “prohibiting, for a limited time; the ex- 
portation of arms and ammunition from the Uni- 
ted States,” which the House took immediately 
into consideration, and concurred in, with an 
amendment, striking out “pig iron,” from the 
prohibited articles. 

The biil thus amended, remains the same in 
substance as it passed the Committee of the 
Whole. It was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading to-morrow. 

Mr. Bipwe.t said that; in the late war betweén 
the United States and Tripoli, distinguished ser- 
vices had been rendered by Mr. Eaton, which had 
contributed to the peace lately made with that 
Power. Intimation of this fact was not only de- 
rived from its public notoriety, but likewise from 
the President of the United States. He thought 
these services worthy the notice of Congress. He 
therefore submitted the following resolution: 


Resolved, by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress. as- 
sembled, That the President of the United States be 
requested to present a sword, in the name of Corigress, 
to William Eaton, Esq., as a testimony of the high 
sense entertained of his gallantry and. good conduct in 
leading a small band of our countrymen, and others, 
through the desert of Lybia, on an expedition against 
Tripoli, in conjunction with the ex-Bashaw of that Re- 
gency ; defeating the Tripolitan army at Derne, with 
the assistance of a small part of the naval force of the 
United States, and contributing thereby to a successful 
termination of the war, and the restoration of our cap- 
tive fellow-citizens to liberty and their country. 

Referred, on the motion of Mr. Varnum, toa 
Committee of the Whole to-morrow. i 

On motion of Mr. SLoan the House took up 
his motion relative to the imposition of a tax of 
ten dollars on every slave imported into the Uni- 
ted States. , : 

Mr. D. R. Wituiams hoped the consideration 
of the resolution would be postponed. The law, 
he said, which had excited such irritation was at 
present before the Legislature of South Carolina, 
and would, in all probability, be repealed. If re- 
pealed. any resolution of this House would be use- 
less. He therefore moved its postponement until 
Monday fortnight. 

Mr. Loan said, he had no objection to the 


postponement, which was carried without a di- 
vision. 


FRENCH SPOLIATIONS. 


Mr. J. RANDOLPH observed that, at the first 
session of the eighth Congress, there had been.an 
appropriation of $3,750,000 for the purpose of pay- 
ing American claims for spoliations committed 
by the people of France, which had been.assumed 
in the convention ‘that transferred to the United 
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States the sovereignty of Louisiana; that bills, 
in satisfaction of these claims, were daily pre- 
igented for payment at the Treasury; but that, on 
thé 3lst of this month, the appropriation would 
cease, when.the sum. remaining unex pended would 
_ Be carried to the credit of the surplus fund. The 
Commitiee.of Ways and. Means had received a 
letter, representing the circumstances, from the 
‘Secretary. of the Treasury, which had induced 
them. to come toa resolution to ask leave to pre- 
senta billon the subject. 

Leave having been granted— 

“Mr. J. Ranpotpa made a report, consisting of 
a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, rep- 
resenting the facts stated by him, and a bill, “sup- 
plementary to the.act making. provision for the 
payment of claims of citizens of the United States 
on the Government of France, the payment of 
which has been assumed by the United States, by 
virtue of the convention of the 30th of April, 1803. 
between the United States and the French Re- 

ublic. - 

The bill provides that the balance of the $3.750,- 
000 remaining unexpended on the 3ist of Decem- 
ber next shali not be carried to the surplus fund. 
but shall continue applicable to the satisfaction 
of the claims until they shall be satisfied —Refer- 
red to the Committee of the Whole on Munday 
next. 


Tuurspay, December 12. 


Another member, to wit: Joun HAMILTON, 
from Pennsylvania, appeared, produced his cre- 
dentials, was qualified, and took his seat ia the 
House. R ` 

Bensamin Parke having also appeared as a 
Delegate from the Indiana Territory of the Uni- 
ted States, the said oath was administered to him 
by the Speaker, and he took his seat in the House 
accordingly, 

An engrossed bill prohibiting, for a limited 
time, the exportation of arms and ammunition 
from the United States, was read the third time, 
and passed. f 

Mr. Varnum, from the committee appointed on 
the second instant, to prepare and report such 
standing rules and orders of proceeding as are 
proper to be observed in- this House, made a report 
thereon; which was read, and committed to a 
Committee of the whole. House on Monday next. 

The Speaker laid before the House a letter, in 
the German language, addressed to him, aceom- 
panied with two printed books in the same lan- 
guage.—Relerred to Messrs. CONRAD, BEDINGER, 
and Sammons. 

On the mution of Mr. Newton, the House came 
to the following resulution: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Commerce and 
Manufactures be-instructed: to take into.consideration 
the case of the brig George, detained in the port of 
Norfolk, with one thousand two. hundred demijohns of 
brandy on board, and to report thereon by bill or other- 
‘Wise. ` g a 

Mr. Newron, previous to the adoption of this 
resolution, explained the peculiar circumstances 


£ 


of the case, arising from the recent British orders 
relative to the trade of neutrals. 

Mr. J. C. Sirs, from the Committee of Claims, 
instructed to inquire what further steps are prop- 
er to remunerare meritorious officers, &c., reported 
a bill in addition. to an act to make provision for 
persons disabled by known wounds received in 
the Revolutionary war; which was read twice, 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole. 

[This bill provices that the provisions of the 
act of the 3d of March, 1803, shall be construed 
to extend to all persons who received actual 
wounds in the Revolutionary war, whether as 
volunteers or militia, and that they.shall be placed 
on the pension list, though they may have resign- 
ed. or have been discharged, or have been in cap- 
tivity at the termination of the war; and to those 
who, having during the war received wounds, 
nave since become disabled thereby ; authorizes 
the allowance of increased pensions, in cases of 
such disability, by the Secretary of War, on the 
certificate of two physicians, provided that such 
augmentation does not exceed a full pension; and 
prescribes a full pension toa commissioned officer 
shail be half the amount of his monthly pay, toa 
non-commissioned officer or private five dollars 
per month.and that no pension shall exceed th 
half pay of a lieutenant colonel. 

On motion of Mr. Fisk, the House came toa 
resolution instructing the Committee of Claims 
tuinquire whether any further compensation ought 
to be allowed to any of the collectors of the direct 
tax for services by them performed, and whether 
any compensation ought to be made them for 


‘moneys actually paid, in the prosecution of the 


respective cuties of their office, beyond the sums 
allowed by law. 


PUBLIC ROADS. 


Mr. Jackson called the attention of the House 
to a subject before Congress at their last session, 
relative to the application of a certain part of the 
net proceeds of lands of the United States within 
Ohio, to the making roads, to revive which, he 
offered the following resolution : 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to prepare 
and bring in a bill making provision for the application 
of the money heretofore appropriated: to laying out and 
making certain public roads. 

Mr Varnum suggested the propriety of making 
the reference more general, and moved the sub- 
stitution of the words “ to inquire into the expe- 
diency of” in the room of those in italic. © 

Mr. Jackson could not accede to this amend- 


‘ment, as the plizhted faith of the nation. was 


pledged to the application he had stated. He 
would have no objection to enlarging the powers 


of the committee so as to enable them to inquire 


into the expediency of applying additional sums 

tu the same object. : 
Mr. Varnum’s amendment having prevailed— 

ayes 60, the resolution, thus amended, passed. 


GENERAL EATON. 
On the motion of Mr. BioweLL, the House re- 
solved itself into a Committee of the Whole on 
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the resolution offered yesterday relative to Wil- 
liam Eaton. 

The Chairman read the resolution as follows: 

«Be it enacted, by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America, in Congress 
assembled, That the President of the United States be 
requested to present a sword, in the name of Congress, 
to William Eaton, Esq., as a testimony of the high 
sense entertained of his gallantry and good conduct in 
jeading a small band of our countrymen and others 
through the desert of Lybia, on an expedition against 
Tripoli, in conjunction with the ex-Bashaw of that Re- 
gency ; defeating the Tripolitan army at Derne, with 
the assistance of a small part of the naval force of the 
United States, and contributing thereby to a successful 
termination of the war, and the restoration of our cap- 
tive fellow-citizens to liberty and their country.” 


Mr. BipweLu moved`to amend the resolution 
by. strikiug out the word “sword,” and by insert- 
ing in lieu thereof the words “a medal of gold, 
with proper devices.” 

Mr. J. Cuay wished the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts would let the word “sword” stand in 
the resolution. It was only on extraordinary 
occasions. he believed. that a medal was award- 
ed. He was very willing to vote for presenting 
a sword on this occasion; but, if a medal was in- 
> sisted upon. he should be compelled to vote against 
. the resolution., 

Mi. Excior requested that the resolution passed 
at the last session, relative to Commodore Preble, 
and the officers and marines under his command, 
might be read. 

The resolution was accordingly read, which or- 
dered a medal to be struck, and a sword to be 
_ given to each of the officers. 

’ Mr. E. said, that the objection of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. J. Cray) to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from. Massachu- 
setts, (Mr. Browext ) substituting a gold medal 
in the room of a sword. appeared to be founded on 
the idea that a medal would be a meed dispropor- 
tioned to the importance of the services, or the 
official rank of the gentleman who was the ob- 
ject of the resolution; in other words, that it 
‘would be too great a reward. I did not, said Mr. 
E. anticipate the objection frm any quarter of 
ibe House, and regret extremely that it has arisen. 
From the peculiar character with which the gen- 
tleman who is intended tobe honored by the res- 
olution, was invested by the Government, it be- 
eomes a point of no small delicacy, and even of 

some difficulty, to debate the question at all. 
We. are, indeed, told in the President’s Mes- 
sage, that the important services of our gallant 
eopntryman undoubtedly contributed to the im- 
pression which produced peace with Tripoli. It 
was. proper for the President to say this, and 
to say no more; but, in order to enable us to pay 
a proper tribute on our part to merit so conspicu- 
pus, it becomes necessary to avail ourselves of in- 
formation derived from unofficial sources. Fn 
everything which we can do upon this subject, 
‘We are anticipated by the lou i voice of fame, and 
this-consideration has induced me sometimes to 
‘doubt the propriety of doing anything whatever. 


Srian meae enaa ne aoe iieii n aeeie 


It has. however, always been deemed policy, and 
even duty in free governments. to distinguish by 
national honors those citizens who have perform- 
ed important national services, It is perfectly 
understood that our brave countryman command- 
ed, in conjunction with the ex Bashaw of ‘lripoli, 
a force sufficiently respectable to be consi. ered äs 
an army. and of course that the popular appella- 
tion of General Eaton had been conferred upon 
good grounds. In that strong point of view in 
which the subject will be seen by liberal ‘minds, 
inadequacy of foree and means, compared with 
the greatness of the object and the event, will 
give greater honor to the achieving of the en- 
terprise. If we act at all, we ought to bestow a 
mark of distinction suitable for a- general officer; 
or an officer of distinguished rank, to accept. 
Shall we refuse a medal, the appropriate reward 
of the brave Preble. and offer a sword, which was 
given to the subordinate naval officers, when the 
services of Preble, however meritorious, and great+ 
ly meritorious they were, failed of effecting the 
object which the world believes that Eaton bas 
accomplished? By the modern notions of mar- 
tial etiquette and honor, a sword is the appropri= 
ate token of distinction and reward for officers of 
subordinate rank. It is believed that a simple 
and concise vote of thanks, by the Representa- 
tives of a free people, is the noblest meed of ex- 
alted merit and patriotism. a ae : 

An army, composed in part of Americans, but 
chiefly of the descendants of the ancient Grecians, 
Egyptians, and Arabians; in other words, an ar- 
my collected from the four quarters of the globe, 
and led by an American commander to conquest 
and glory, isa phenomenon in military h story 
calculated to attract the attention of the world, 
not only by its novelty. but by its real influence 
and consequence. It ought to be considered, too, 
that this army, notwithstanding the singularity 
of its organization and character, and the small- 
ness of its numbers and its. means, acted in @ 
cause which might be thought to affect, at least 
in some remote degree, the general interest of 
mankind. Since the destruction of Cato, and his 
little senate at Utica. the banner of freedom had 
never waved in that desert and barbarous quarter 
of the globe; and he who carried it so nobly. in 
the language of the resolution, through the desert 
of Lybia, and placed it so triumphantly upon the 
African shore of the Mediterranean, deserves to 
he honorably distinguished by that country and 
that Government, to which the enterprise has 
added lustre. I repeat it, Mr. Chairman, we can 
do nothing in which we are not anticipated by 
fame. Fame has already devoted to the name 
which we are laboring to celebrate. the monumen- 
tum aere perenntus, the imperishable columa of 
glory, which is the just reward of patriots ouly, 
and which impartial history denies to the mere 
conquerors and robbers of mankind. 

Mr. SmiLie remarked, that itadded to the value 
of an honor conferred, to have it bestowed hy an 
unanimous vote. It was not, however, bis pur- 
pose to trouble the House with a speech. He 
should confine himself to making one or two re- 
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marks... Heconsidered it correct that honors con- | and was of opinion that the House should express 


ferred should be apportioned to merit. It was not 
$0 important whether the. man, on whom they 
Were bestowed, was the commander of an army, 
or. whether he filled an inferior station. What- 
ever his station might be, he who conducted him- 
self well in the service of his country, was enti- 
-tled-to her thanks. Mr. S. said he would next 
examine the advantages which the services of Mr. 
Eaton had gained to his country, and see whether 
they were equal to those which we had derived from 
the services of other great men. From his impres- 
sion, he thought they had been highly advantage- 
ous, and equally so with those rendered by Com- 
modore Preble, and his brave associates, whose 
conduct he “highly approved. He believed that 
the expedition of Mr. Eaton had greatly contrib- 
uted to a peace; and if this were so, he did not 
know a more essential service he could have ren- 
dered. For these reasons he was in favor of award- 
_ ing a. medal in preference to a sword. 

‘Mr. Quincy hoped the House would bestow a 
medal instead of a sword. He would say that, 
on such an occasion, a medal was more proper 
than a sword. When the resolution was offered, 
he hada solid objection to it, which had, in some 
measure, been removed by the proposed amend- 
ment, sword was not an appropriate reward 
for the service rendered on this occasion. It was 
a reward for valor, and mere valor. In this case 
he considered the valor displayed as a very small 
part of the distinction of Mr. Baton. He wished 
that the motion had been submitted toa select com- 
mittee, that not only the nature of the compliment, 
but likewise the form of the expression, might 
have been better adapted to what he conceived to 
be the character of the service rendered. He did 
not think the circumstances stated in the resolu- 
tion were those which were the most appropriate. 
He did. not consider the leading a small band 
through. the desert of Lybia, the defeating the Tri- 
politan army at Derne, the contributing to a peace, 
and the liberation of our countrymen, as charac- 
teristic of the services rendered. The peculiar 
character of those services was this: that Mr. 
Eaton, being a private citizen, and called upon 
by no official station or duty, had the greatness of 
mind to plan a scheme by which the dethrone- 
ment of an usurper, the restoration of the lawful 
heir, and the release of ou rcaptive countrymen, 
were to have beeneffected.. A conception of this 
kind belonged only to-great and superior minds; 
and what was sufficient to fill the minds of most 
men, the machinery for effecting this plan, was 
to him but of a secondary nature. He believed 
it would be fur the reputation of the United States 
to give some select and appropriate reward, such 
as a man like Eaton ought to receive, and such 
as it would.be to the honor of our country to 

ive. 
f ‘The question. was then taken on Mr. BinwELL’Ss 
amendment, which was carried by a considerable 
majority. _ : 
Mr. Jackson said, he entertained a high sense 
ofthe extraordinary merit of the officer who was 
the object.of the resolution under consideration, 


their highest sentiment of approbation. To do 
this, he thought the phraseology of the resolution © 
ought to be changed in conformity to the ideas of 

the gentleman from Massachusetts. He would, 


therefore, with this view, move that the Commit- @ 


tee should rise, with the intention of moving in 
the House the reference of the resolution to.a se- 
lect committee for such alteration. 

The question was taken on the rising of the 
Committee—yeas 52, nays 54, 

Mr. Quincy suggested the propriety of substi- 
tuting Barca in the rocm of Lybia, as the latter 
was an antiquated word, not to be found in mod- 
ern maps. 4 

Mr. Bipwe observed, that he was not tenacious 
of the particular form of the expression. If that 
suggested by his colleague was deemed most cor- 
rect, he had no objection to it. He would, how- 
ever, remark that the word Lybia was taken from 
an expression used by Mr. Eaton in one of his 
letters. It was certainly a word used in modern 
times, although it might not be in general use. 

As to the general question, Mr. B. hoped that, 
as some. gentlemen thought the resolution went 
too. far, while others thought it did not go far 
enough, and, as the general sentiment was, that 
something ought to be done by the House, it 
would be considered that a middle course between 
the two extremes was the fittest, and that there 
would be sufficient mgnanimity to give a unani- 
mous vote in favor of the resolution, For him- 
self he was willing to have it varied soas to make 
it conform to the general sense of the Committee, 
for the purpose of meottlag unanimity. 

Mr. Quincy said he was not particularly tena- 
cious of the form of expression used. He had 
only risen to state his knowledge as far as it-went, 
Lybia was a word in use among classical men, 
among poets, but not among men of business. 

The question was put on substituting Barca in 
the room of Lybia, and passed in the negative by 
a considerable majority. The resolution,as amend- 
ed, was then agreed to without a division. 

The Committee rose and reported it to the 
House, who immediately took it into consideration. 

The amendment for substituting “a gold medal 
with proper devices,” in the room of “a sword,” 
being under consideration, 

Mr..J.-Cuay said, as the Committee of the 
Whole had reported their agreement to the amend- 
ment, and as a desire had been expressed that 
there might be an unanimous vote on the occa- 
sion, he wished more information on the subject 
than he possessed before he could act. upon it. 
After having obtained this he might very proba- 
bly vote for the amendment. He, therefore, mov- 


ed a reference of the resolution to a select com- 


mittee, who might obtain the information requir- 
ed from the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. Jackson observed, that the names of other 
gentlemen, who were before the walls of Derne, 
had been announced in the newspapers, as having 
assisted in the achievements that were the object 
of the resolution under consideration. It was not 
improper to inquire whether they ought to be as- 
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sociated in the honors awarded- by Congress. To 
insure, therefore, unanimity, and bestow proper 
praise, he hoped the course pointed. out by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania would be pursued. 
The motion to refer the resolution to a select 
committee was carried—yeas 69; and Messrs. 
Biowett, J. Ciay, Taompson, of New Hamp- 
shire, Masrers, Gray, ARCHER, and Casey, were 
appointed a committee. 


Faripay, December 13. 


Two other members, to wit: from Delaware, 
James M. Broom, and from Kentucky, Joun 
Fow.er, appeared, produced their credentials, 
were qualified, and took. their seats in the House. 
Mr. Tuomas, from the committee appointed on 
the tenth instant, presented a bill supplementary 
to the act, entitled “An act regulating the grants 
of-land appropriated for the refugees from the 
British provinces of Canada and Nova Scotia ;” 
which was read twice and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the whole House on Monday next. 
¿The Spraxer laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a-report and estimates of appropriation necessary 
for the service of the year 1806; also, a statement 
ofthe receipts, and expenditures at the Treasury of 
the United States, for one year preceding the first 


day of October, 1805, which were read, and referred | 


-to the Committee of Ways and Means. n 
..On motion of Mr. Dawson, the Message of the 
President relative to the brigantine Henrick, to- 
gether with the report of the Committee of Claims 
thereon, made ata former session, were referred 
to the Committee of the Whole-on Wednesday 
next. i ; 

-: The House went into an` election for a Chap- 
lain in the room of Mr. GLenDpy. 

- Messrs. Chalmers, Laurie, and Rattoon, were 
nominated. 

.. The ballots having been taken, the Speaker 
declared Mr. Laves elected, he having 62 votes. 


THEODORICK ARMISTEAD. 


<Mr. Crowntnsuiexp, from the Committee of 
‘Commerce and Manufactures, to whom was yes- 
terday referred the petition relative to a vessel at 
Norfolk, reported a bill for the relief of Theodo- 
rick Armistead, which was referred to a Commit- 
tee of the Whole to-day. | l 
Phe bill authorizes the Collector at Norfolk to 
‘admit to entry 1200 demijohns. of brandy im- 
ported by T. Armistead, in the brig George, from 
the island of Teneriffe. >, 
‘The House went immediately into Committee 
ofthe Whole. >> . 
= Mr. Newron fally explained, the peculiar cir- 
cumstances of this case, and called for the read- 
ing of the ‘documents relative. to it; from which 
it appeared that some time since the owner of the 
__brig George hired her to go to Teneriffe, where 
‘he took a cargo for the Havana; hearing subse- 
quently of the late British orders, he’ thought it 
prudent to return to Norfolk, where he now lies; 
ut owing to ‘the revenue laws-of the United 


States he is prohibited from entering ‘brandy in’ 


quantities as small as those contained inthe demi- 
jobns. 


He, therefore, asks’ permission’ ‘to land 
these articles on paying the usual duties, = °°" 

Mr. Macon (the Speaker) expressed: his ‘opin- 
ion of the incorrectness of the course pursued on 
this occasion, on which the Committee of Gom- 
merce and Manufactures, contrary. to the-ustal 
practice of the House, had reported a ‘bill witt- 
out assigning their reasons: in “an ‘accompanying 
report. He wished that such a report might be 
made, and that it might: stand as a precedent, in 
case other applications should be made, to show 
the peculiar grounds on which the House acted. 
It was further his wish that there had been a bill 
embracing the general principle involved in this 
case, in preference to one making a special pro- 
vision. That adetailed report might be made, 
he moved that the Committee should rise, in order 
to make way for a motion to recommit the bill 
to the Committee of Commerce and Manufactures. 

Mr. Newron opposed this motion. ` He repre- 
sented the case as extremely hard; that the facts 
were all before the House and were indisputable; 
that the vessel had been detained since October ; 
that nothing was asked but what was perfectly 
fair; that the necessity of making the request. 
arose from, orders recently issued by a King who, 
though he could do no wrong to his own subjects, 
practised great injuries on American citizens, 
With regard to the general principle, a diversity 
of opinion, he said, existed in the Committee of 
Commerce and Manufactures, and to wait:.uatil 
this should be decided might involve great and 
injurious. delay., As to one suggestion of the 
honorable Speaker, it would be easily obviated 
by the documents then in the possession of the 
House, remaining on file, which would clearly 
discriminate this case from all others which 
might hereafter come before them. ` p 
Mr. J. Cray allowed that this was a hard case, 
but doubted much whether it was sound policy in 
the Government to recognise a high insurance, 
which was demanded in -this instance on the ex- 
portation of the brandies, as sufficient ground for 
allowing them to be landed, in contravention of a 
principle of the revenue system. He remarked 
that this ease did not arise from any. fault of the 
American Government, but from the aggressions 
committed: on our rights. by a. Government who 
made their own interests the rule of their con- 
duct towards other nations. He concluded. by 
concurring with the Speaker in the. course re- 
commended by him. 

Mr. Crowninsnlecp. hoped the Committee 
would not rise. The prayer of the petitioner was 
very reasonable. All he asked was to land his 
goods on paying the legal duties on them. He 
passed over the ground taken by Mr. Newton, and 
added that if the owner of.the goods were- driven, 
by a denial of the indulgence he asked, to export 
his goods, they might be seized under the plan- 
dering order of His Britannic Majesty, and both 
goods and duties be lost. : 

Mr. Č. said that in the Committee of Com- 
merce and Manufactures he had been in favor of 
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reporting a bill for making a general provision ; | A 
į words in one of the rules: i 


‘but that-having been overruled in this point, thè 


members of the committee not having made up 
their. minds on. its, propriety, it became. his duty | 


to: make a.special. report, in which. be heartily | 


concurred. He could not conceive why the entry 
of-brandy and, several otber-articles should be re- 
fused, unless imported.in vessels of a particular 
size, while-other articles of greater value in. pro- 
portivn.to.their balk were admitted- without re- 
strietion, oo 
» Qa the rising of the committee a.division took | 
place—y.eas 56, nays 47. : 
he Committee rose, reported that they had | 
made progress, and asked leave to- sit again. 
-Leave being denied, on the motion of Mr. J. 
Cray. the bill was recommitted to the Commit- 
tee of Commerce and Manufactures. 


Monpay, December 16. 


“Two other members, to wit: from South Car- 
olioa, O’Brien Smrra, and from New York, 
Georce Cuinton, junior, appeared, produced 
their credentials, were qualified and took their seats 
in the House. i 

Ordered, That the act passed by the Legisla- 
tureof the State of South Carolina, on the twenty- 
first of ‘December, one thousand eight hundred 
and four, entitled “An act to authorize the City 
Council of Charleston, with the consent of Con- 
gress, to: impose and levy a duty on the tonnage 
of ships and vessels, for the purpose therein men- | 
tioned,” presented to this House on the eighth of 
February last, with the documents accompanying 
the same, be referred to Mr. Manion, Mr. Tracy. 
Mr. Sire, of Virginia, Mr. Broom, and Mr.- 
Cook; to examine and report their opinion there- 
upen to the House. 
ien motion, it was 
_ Resolved, That a committee be appointed to 
inquire-into the expediency of so far amending 
the act,entitled “An act to provide for mitigating 
or remitting the forfeitures, penalties, and disabil- 
ities, accrued'in certain cases therein mentioned,” | 
as to extend the powers vested in ‘the ‘District 
Judges of the United States to the Judges of the 
Judicial Courts: of’ the several States; and that 
the said committee: be authorized to report there- 
où by bill, or otherwise, 

Ordered, That Mr. Saruty, Mr. Pirkin, Mr. 
Barn. Mr. Morrow of Virginia, and Mr. Fow- 
LER, be appointed a committee pursuant to the 
said resolation, : 

Mr. Crowninsatexp, from, the Committee of 
Commerce and Mapufaevares, to whom was re- 
committed, on the thirteenth instant, the bill for 
the relief-of Theodorick Armistead, made a re- 
port thereon; Whereupon, 

--Ordered, That the said report, together with 
the.-bill, be committed to a Committee of the 
Wiole to-morrow. Portuei 

RULES OF THE HOUSE. 


_ On motion -of Mr. Varnum, the House went 
inte'a Committee of the Whole on the Standing | 


Rules of the. Huuse. 


- Mr. Anson moved to strike out the fullowing 


` u Jtshall be the duty of the Committee of Accounts 
to audit the accounts of the members for their. travel 
to and from the seat of Government, and their attend- 
ance in the House.” = as 

This amendment was supported by Messrs. 
ALSTON and Dawson, under the impression that 
this new mode of settling the accounts of ‘the 
members would be extremely inconvenient, if not 


| impracticable. s 


It was opposed by Messrs. J. CLay, FINDLEY; 
VaRrnUM, ELMER, and Buwwe.t, who stated that, 
under the former practice of the House, which 


| devolved the duty on the Speaker and Sergeant- 


at-Arms, errors had been committed; that these 
would in future be best avoided by a standing 


| committee; that this would relieve the Speaker 


and Sergeant-at-Arms from a burden at the close 
of the session, when other presing business ne- 
cessarily engaged their attention, and would guard 
the reputations of members from insinuations to 
their discredit. f 
During the discussion, the Speaker, withou 
expressing any opinion on the prospect of the 
amendment, made a minute statement of the prac- 
tice which had-heretofore prevailed on this point, 
in which he observed that but one instance with- 
in his knowledge had occurred since he had filled 
the Chair, of a member who had. received a 
greater compensation for his. attendance than he 
was entitled to ;.and that this circumstance must 
have arisen from accident, as it involved his re- 
ceiving-pay for one, day more than the length of 
the session—an error which was. immediately 
after the hurry of business detected. . He further 
stated, that with respect to the mileage account, 


.that was entirely made out in conformity to the 


representation of the members. ’ 
Mr. ALsron’s amendment was disagreed to— 
yeas 33. . A 
Mr. J. Cray moved to strike out the-words in 
italic in the following rule: aes E 
“ When.a question is under debate, no:motion shall 
be received, unless for the previous question, to post- 
pone it indefinitely, to postpone it to a day certain; to 
lie on the table, to: commit ‘it, to amend it, or to ad- 
journ.” ae ee 
Mr. Nicwotson supported and Mr. Varnum 
opposed this motion, which was disagreed to— 
yeas 44, nays 51. j i Fags 
Mr. Sminie moved an amendment, prescribing 
that if the previous question shall be decided in 
the negative, “the consideration of the main 
question shall not be resumed during the same 
session.” PE AS 
Messrs. Suitte, FinbLeyv, and J. Cray, spoke in- 


| favor of, and Messrs. Vannum.and QuINcy against, 


the amendment, which was disagreed to—ayes 32. 
On the motion of Mr. Nicnorson, the follow- 
ing new rule was adopted—yeas 32: 
“ When.a question is postponed indefinitely, the dame 
shall not be acted upon during the. session.” : 
Mr. Smtuie.moved to strike out the words io 


i italic in the tollowing rule: “ Oa a previous ques- 
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tion, no member shall speak more than once with-| cision should be made on this principle, by which 
out leave,” and insert. in lieu thereof “ there shall | provision would be opened for all similar cases, 
be no debate.”” by taking off the existing restriction on theiwis 
~ Messrs. Smizie and Nicnouson advocated.and portation of spirits which precluded their admis- 
Messrs. BioweLL, G. W. Camepect, and Var- | sion in smaller vessels than of ninet gallons. ` 

NUM, opposed this motion, which was disagreed The friends of the bill declared the ease tobe 
to—yeas 35. ; _, {ap extremely hard one, and explained the-peculiar 
Mr. Finptey suggested the propriety of insti- | circumstances aitending it as we have already 
tuting a permanent committee, to be-charged | stated them on a former day. They represented 
with whatever respects the lands of the United | that delay in this case would be equal to-a ‘denial 
States, and moved a rule for the appointment of | of justice, and would, by the accruing expenses 
a stan ‘ing committee of seven memibers, to be | of demurrage, which fell on the petitioner, ‘eat up 
styled “A Committee respecting the Lands of | the value of his brandies; that the general ‘pros 
the United States;” which motion was agreed | vision alluded to would probably excite much 
to--yeas 59,.nays 31. i diversity of sentiment, and niight, after considera- 

The Committee then rose, and asked leave to | ble delay, be rejected. : 
sit again, which the House granted. In the course of the debate Mr. CROWNINSHIELD 

alluding to the recent British orders, spoke of 
them “as novel and strange principles acted on 
by their courts;” and Mr. Newton represented 
them as “piratical orders issued by the Kiug and 
Council of Great Britain;” remarking that he 
could call them by no other name. 

After adupting ‘an amendment for securing. the 
payment of the duties, offered by Mr. J.. Cray, 
the Committee agreed to the bill—nays 275 rose 
and reported it to the House, who ordered it to-be 
engrossed for a third reading to-morrow. 


RULES OF THE HOUSE. 

The House again went into Committee ofthe - 
Whole on the standing rules of the House. j 

After making a slight amendment in one of the 
rules, the Committee rose and reported their agreé- 
ment to the rules, with certain amendments, 

The House immediately took up the report. `. 

On the amendment offered by Mr. Finppy y 
relative to the appointment of a standing com- 
mittee resp-ctung the lands of the United States, 
a debate of some length ensued, in which. the 
amendment. was supported by Messrs, GREGG; 
Nıcnorson, and Smiuie; and opposed. by “Mr, 
Bepincer. cede, 

Mr. Bepinger suggested.his fears, lest-a.stand- 
ing committee, vested with the entire business 
connected with the public lands, should gain such 
an ascendency over the sentiments and decisions 
of the House, by the confidence reposed'in them, 
as to impair the salutary vigilance ‘with which it 
became. every member to attend to so interesting 
a subject. 

On the other hand it was. contended that the 
business of the House would, on this point, be 
grea'ly facilitated by the institution of a standing 
committee, whose decisions would be uniform, 
who would from a long experience become more 
enlightened than a select committee, and who 
would be enabled to despatch the business confide 
to them with. greater celerity. ae 

The amendment was agreed. to—yeas 87, 

The remaining amendments proposed by the 
Committee of the Whole. were agreed to. 

Mr. Earty renewed the amendment, offered 
yesterday by Mr. Smiuig; to preclude all debaten 
the previous question ;-Whica, after a few remarks 
from Messrs. Earuy,; Smig, and Varnom, was 


Tuespay, December 17. 
- Two other members, to wit: from Virginia, 
Marraew Cray, and from Kentucky, Marraew 
Watton. appeared, produced their credentials, and 
took their seats in the House. 
Mr. Tenney made a report in the name of the 
Committee of Revisal and Unfinished Business, 
Mr. Greaca withdrew a motion, made by him 
a few days since, relative to the disposition of 
public lands recently acquired. from the Indians, 
under the impression that the subject would of 
course go to the standing land committee. 
On the motion of Mr. Grece a standing Com- 
mittee on Publie Lands were appointed. 
Mr. Stanton moved the following resolution : 
Resolved, That the Committee of Revisal and Un- 
finished Business be instructed to inquire into the ex- 
pediency of suspending, for a limited time, so much of 
an act regulating foreign coins, and for other: purposes, 
as is contained in the second section thereof, with au- 
thority to. report by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. Atston observing that this subject was 
under the consideration of the Committee of Re- 
visal‘and Unfinished Business, who would proba- 
bly soon make a report upon it, the resolution was 
disagreed to—yeas 29, ; ; 

` Mr. J.C. Smrra, from the Com mittee of Claims, 
made a report on the petitiun-of-the crew of the 
läte frigate Philadelphia, unfavorable to the peti 
tioners, which was referred toa Committee o the 
Whole to-morrow. ee cee a 
THEODORICK ARMISTEAD. 
, Lhe House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the ‘Whole on the bill for the relief of Theodorick 
Armistead; on which a debate of about one hour’s 
duration ensued. i 
_ The bli was supported by Messrs, Crownin- 
SHIELD, Smiuiez, Newron, Ausron, and Mc- 
Creery; aud opposed by Messrs. J. C. Smira 
ånd Macon . _ 
_ The opposition was sustained on the alleged 
invariable practice of the House: to establish gene- 
val principles, instead of providing for special 
eases. Asa general principle, which would em- |. 
brace this case, Was. pending before the Commit- 
tee of Commerce and Manufactures, it was con- 
tended to be the most proper te-wait until a de= 
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Secondly.— Of Decorum and Debate. 


‘When any member is about to speak in debate, or 
deliver any matter to the House, he shall rise from:his 
seat, and respectfully address himself to Mr. Speaker. 

If any member, in speaking or otherwise, transgress 
the rules of the House, the Speaker shall, or any mems 
ber may, call to order ; in which case, the member so 
called to order.shall immediately sit down, unless: per». 
mitted to explain, and the House shall, if appealed:to, 
decide on the case, but without debate. If there be no. , 
appeal, the decision of the Chair, shall be submitted: to. 
If the decision be in favor of the member called to order, 
he shall be at liberty to proceed ; if otherwise, and the 
case require it, he shall be liable to the censure of the 
House. Oe 

‘When two or more members happen to rise at once, 
the Speaker shall name the member who is first to 
speak. ; al 

No member shall speak more than twice on the same 


agreed to—yeas. 69; when the House concurred 
jn.the wholereportas amended. It wasas follows: 


Rules and- Orders for conducting business in the House 
. of Representatives of the United States. 
First-—Touching the duty of the Speaker. 

“We shall take the chair, every day, precisely at the 

hour to which the House shall have adjourned on the 

preceding day; shall immediately call the members to 
“order; and, on the appearance of a quorum, shall cause 
“the Journal of the preceding day to be read. : 

.He-shall preserve decorum and order, in preference 

to: other-members, rising from his seat for that purpose, 

and shall decide questions of order, subject to an ap- 

peal to the House by any two members. f 

He shall rise to. put a question, but may state it 
sitting. 

Questions shall be distinctly put in‘ this form, to wit 
“As many as are of opinion that (as the question may 
pe) aay Are ees A AE rA saan a question, without leave of the House, nor more than 
fe the Speaker doubts, or a division be called for, the one until every member choosing to speak shall- have 
House shall divide; those in the affirmative of the ques- spoxen. aba a) aac n a 
tion’ shail first rise from their seats, and aherwirds Whilst the Speaker is putting a ve gnon, OF ad- 
those in the negative. Ifthe Speaker still doubts, or a dressing the House, none shall walk out o 2 OF across the 
count be required, the Speaker shall name two mem- House ; nor,in such case, OF whena member 18 sp! eaking, 
bers, one from each side, to tell the members in the af- shall entertain private discourse 3 nor, whilst a member 
firmative, which being reported, he shall then name is speaking, shall pass between him and the Chair 
two: others; one from each side, to ‘tell those in thé No member shall vote on any question, ın the event 
negative; which being also reported, he shall rise, and of which he is immediately and particularly interested ; 
state the decision to the House. or, m. any case, where he was not present when the 

All committees shall be appointed by the Speaker, | Weston was pūt : ares 
unless otherwise specially Akected by the House, in |, Upon a division and count of the House ou any ques- 
which case they shall be appointed by ballot; and if, | "0P no member without the bar's a Soene Kena 
upon such ballot, the number required shall not be Every member who shall -he in the House T ora 
elected by a majority of the votes given, the House | question 1s put, shall give his vote, unless the House, 
shall proceed to a second ballot, in which `a plurality-of for special reasons, shall excuse him. 3 it karbe 
votes shall prevail; and, in case a greater number than When a motion is-made-and seconded, it : he $ 
is required to compose or complete the committee shall stated by the Speaker; or; being in writing, it's allbo 
have’an equal number of votes, the House shall pro- handed to the Chair, and read aloud by the Clerk be- 
ceed to a further ballot or ballots. 


fore debated. ae pi 
In all other cases of ballot, than for committees, a Every motion shall be reduced to writing, if the 
majority of the votes given shall be necessary to an 


Speaker or any. member desire it. | 
election ; and when there shall not be such majority on | , After a motion is stated by the Speaker, or. re 
the first ballot, the ballot shall-be repeated until a ma- | the Clerk, it shall be deemed to be in the possessio 
ibt i e House, but may be withdrawn at any, ‘ 
jority be obtained. the H but be withdrawn at any time befo 

In all cases of ballot by the House, the Speaker shall 
vote; in other cases he shall not vote, unless the House 


decision or amendment. ; ; i 

When a question is under debate, no motion shall 
be equally divided, or: unless his vote, if given to the 
minority; will make the division equal, and in case. of 


received, unless for the previous question, to postpone 
it indefinitely, to postpone it to a day certain, to lie opt 
such equal division, the question shall be lost. 
In all cases where other than members of the House 


the table, to commit it, to amend it, or to adjourn 
A motion to adjourn shall be always in orde: 

may be eligible to any office, by the election of the 

House, there shall be a previous nomination. 


shall be decided without debate. ¢ ; ; 
The previous question shall be in this form: “Shall 
All acts, addresses, and joint resolutions, shall be 
signed by the Speaker; and all writs, warrants, or sub- 


the main question be now put?” It shall only be-ad- 
mitted when demanded by five members; and, until it : 
wenas, issued by order of the, House, shall be under | is decided, shall preclude all amendment and further- 
his hand and’seal, attested by the Clerk. ce 
In‘case of any disturbance or disorderly conduct in 


debate of the main question. ` EN 
On a previous question there shall be no debate. 
the galleries or lobhy, the Speaker (or Chairman of the} | When a question is postponed indefinitely, the'same 
Committee of the whole House) shall have power to | shall not be acted upon again during the session. : 
order the same to be‘cleared. Any member may call for the division of a ques! 

No person shall be admitted within the lobby or | where the sense will admit of it. 7 
lower gallery but members of the Senate, officers of the | A motion for commitment, until it is decided, £ 
General Government, foreign ministers, and such as | preclude al amendment of the main question. 177i. 
at CrS by the Speaker, or some other member Motionsand reports may be committed at the pleasure 
of-the House. ou 
., Stenographers shall be admitted, andthe Speaker 


of the House. ; oes 
_ No new motion or proposition shall be admitted under 
shall assign. such places to them on the floor as shall 
not-interfere with the convenience of the House. 


y 
of 


color of amendment, as a substitute for the. motio ‘or 
proposition under debate. : ae 
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When a motion has been once made and carried in 
the affirmative or negative, it shall be in order for any 
member of the majority to move for the reconsideration 
thereof. i 

When the reading of a paper is called for, and the 
same is objected to by any member, it shall be deter- 
mined by a vote of the House. - : 4 

` The unfinished business. in which the House was en- 
gaged at the last preceding adjournment, shall have 
the preference in the orders of the day ; and:no motion 
on any other business shall be received, without. special 
leave of the House, until the former is disposed of. 

“If a question depending be lost by adjournment of 
the House, and revived on the succeeding day, no mem- 
ber, who shall have spoken twice on the preceding day, 
shall-be permitted again to speak. without leave. 

Every order, resolution, or vote, to which the concur- 
rence of the Senate shall be necessary, shall be read 
to the House, and laid on the table, on a day preceding 
that in which the. same shall be moved, unless the House 
shall otherwise expressly. allow. 

. Petitions, memorials, and other papers, addressed to 
the House, shall be presented by the Speaker, or by.a 
member in his place; a brief statement of the contents 
thereof shall verbally be made by the introducer, and 
shall not be debated or decided on the day of their being 
first read, unless where the House shall direct other- 
wise; but shall lie on the table, to be taken up in the 
order they were read. 

. Any fifteen members (including the Speaker, if there 
be one,) shall be authorized to compel the attendance 
of absent members. ~ 

Upon calls of the House, or in taking the yeas and 
nays on any question, the names of. the members shall 
be called alphabetically. 

Any member may excuse himself from serving on any 
‘committee at the time of his appointment, if he is then 
a member of two other committees. 

“No member shall absent himself from the service of 
the House, unless he have leave, or be sick and unable 
to attend. 

Upon a call of the House, the names of the members 
shall be called. over by the Clerk, and the absentees 
noted; after which the names of the absentees: shall 
again’ be called over, the doors shali then be shut, and 
those for whom no excuse, or insufficient’ excuses are 
made, may, by order of the House, be taken into cus- 
tody as they appear, or may be sent for and taken into 
custody, wherever to'be found, by special messengers, 
to be appointed for that purpose. 

- When a member shall be discharged from custody, 


whether such discharge’shall be with, or without paying 
fees; and, in like manner, whether a delinquent mem- 
ober; taken into custody by a special messenger, shall, or 

Shall not, be liable to defray the expenses of such special 
. Messenger. 

“TA Sergeant-at-Arms shall be appointed to hold his 
office during the pleasure of the House, whose duty it 
shall be to attend the House during its sitting; to ex- 
ecute the commands of the House, from time to time ; 
together with all such process issued by authority there- 
of, as shall be directed to him by the Speaker. i 

The fees of the Sergeant-at-Arms shall be, for every 
arrest, the sum of two dollars; for each day’s custody 
and releasement, one dollar; and for travelling expenses 
of himself, or a special messenger, going and returning, 
‘one ‘tenth of a dollar per mile. 

"Beven stading committees shall be appointed at the 
commencement’ of each session, viz’: ZS 


9th Con.—~10 


and admitted to his seat, the House shall determine | P 


_ A Committee of Elections, a Committee of Claims, 
a Committee of Commerce and Manufactures, a Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, a Committee on the Public 
Lands—to consist of seven members each. 

A Committee of Revisal and Unfinished Business, and 
a Committee of Accounts.—to consist. of three mem- 
bers each. . ‘i 

It shall be the duty of the Committee of Elections to 
examine and report upon the certificates of-election, or 
other credentials, of the members returned to serve im 
this House, and to take into their consideration all. such. 
petitions, and other matters touching elections and re- 
turns, as shall, or may be, presented, or come in ques- 
tion, and be referred to them by the House. 

It shall be the duty of the said Committee of Claims 
to take into consideration all such pétitions and matters 
or things touching claims and demands on the United 
States, as shall be presented, or shall or may come in 
question, and be referred to them by the House, and to 
report their opinion thereupon, together with such pro- 
positions for relief therein, as to them shall seem ex- 
pedient. . 

It shall be the duty of the said Committee of Com- 
merce and Manufactures to take into consideration all 
such petitions and matters or things touching the com- 
merce and manufactures of the United States, as shall 
be presented, or shall or may come in question, and be 
referred to them by the House, and to report, from time 
to time, their opinion thereon. 

It shall be the duty of the said Committee of Ways 
and Means to take into consideration all such reports of 
the Treasury Department, and all such propositions rel- 
ative to the revenue, as may be referred to them by the 
House ; to inquire into the state of the public debt; of 
the revenue and of the expenditures; and to report, 
from time to time, their opinion thereon; to examine 
into the state of the several public departments, and par- 
ticularly into the laws making appropriations of moneys, 
and to report whether the moneys have been disbursed, 
conformably with. such law; and also to report, from 
time to time, such provisions and arrangements as may 
be necessary to add to the economy of the departments, 
and the accountability of their officers. . 

It shall: be the duty of the said Committee on the 
Public Lands to take into consideration all such: peti- 
tions, and matters or things, respecting the lands of the 
United States, as shall be presented, or shall or may come 
in question, and be referred to them by the House; and 
to report their opinion thereupon, together with ‘such 
propositions for relief therein, as to them-shall seem ex- 
edient. 

it shall be the duty of the said Committee of Revi- 
sal and Unfinished Business to examine and report 
what laws have expired, or are near expiring, and re- 
quire to be revived, or further continued; also, to ex- 
amine and report, from the Journal.of the last session, 
all such matters as. were then depending and undeter- 
mined. ` ` 
~ It shall be the duty of the said Committee of Ac- 
counts to superintend and control the expenditure of 
the contingent fund of the House of Representatives, 
and to audit and settle all accounts which may be 
charged thereon; and, also, to audit the accounts of 
the members for their travel to and from the seat of 
Government, and their attendance in the House. 

_No committee shail sit during the sitting of the 
House, without special leave. : 

The Clerk of the House shall take an oath for the 
true and faithful discharge of the duties of his office to 
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the ‘best of his knowledge and: abilities, and shall be 
deemed to continue in-office until another be appointed. 

‘It-shall be the duty of the Clerk of the House, at 
the end of each session, to:send a printed copy of the 
Journals thereof to the. Executive, and to each branch 
of ‘the Legislature of-every State.’ — : 

‘Whenever confidential communications are received 
from the ‘President of the United States, the: House 
Shall:-be:cleared-of all persons,:except the members.and 
the ‘Clerk, and:so-continue-during the réading of such 
communications; and: (unless otherwise ‘directed by the 
House) duritig ‘all: debates and: proceedings: to þe. had 
thereon. And when the Speaker,-or anyother mem- 
ber, shall inform the ‘House that he „has communica- 
tiens to. make, which he’ conceives ought to be kept 
secret, the House:shall, in like manner, be cleared till 
the-communication be made; the. House shall then de- 
termine whether ‘the matter. communicated requires 
secrecy or not, and take order accordingly.. 
~All questions. relating. to the priority of business to 
be:acted.on,:shall.be. decided without debate. _ 

Thirdly— Of Bills. 

` Every bill shall be introduced by motion for leave, or 
by an order of the House, on the report of a commit- 
tee; and, in ‘either case, a committee: to prepare the 
game shall be appointed. In cases of a general nature, 
one day’s notice, at least, shall be given of the motion 
to ‘bring in a bill; and every such motion may be com- 
mitted. : 

‘very bill shall receive three several readings in the 
House previous to its passage; and all bills shall be 
despatched. in order as they were introduced, unless 


where the House shall direct otherwise; but no bill | 


shall be twice read on the same day, without special 
order of the House. > 
"The first reading of. a bill shall be for information, 

and, if opposition be: made to it, the question shall be, 
“Shall this bill be rejected?” If no opposition be made, 
orif the question to reject ‘be negatived, the bill shall 
goto its second reading- without a question: 

“sUpon ‘the second reading of a-bill, the Speaker shall 
atate'it:as:ready for commitment or engrossment; and 
if committed, then a question shall be, whether‘ to-a 
select.or-standing committee, or.to a Committee: ofthe 
whole House ;:if ‘to a Committee of the whole House, 
the House shall:-determine.on what day. .But, if the 
‘hill: be. ordered.to: be. engrossed, the. House shall. ap- 
point-the day. when it shall be read the third time. 

After commitment.and report thereof to the House, 

or-at.any time before:its passage, a bill may be recom- 
mitted. Ee 

. All bills ordered’ to'be engrossed shall be executed 
“in. a fair round hand. 

. When. a bill. shall pass, it shall be certified by the 
Clerk, noting the day: of its. passage at the foot thereof. 


-i Fourthly-~—Of Committees of the Whole House. 

It shall be a standing order of the day, throughout 
the session, for the House to resolve itself into a Com- 
Mnittee of the whole House on the state of the Union. 

‘In forming a Committee of the whole House, the, 
Speaker shall leave his chair, and a chairman, to pre- 
side in committee, shall be appointed by the Speaker. 

“Upon bills committed to a Committee of the whole 
House, the: bill shall be first read throughout by the 
Clerk, and then again read and debated by clauses, 

caving the preamble to'be last considered; the body 
of the. bill ‘shall not be defaced or interlined; but.all 
amendments, noting the page and line, shall be duly 


entered by the Clerk on a separate paper, as the same 
shall be agreed to by the committee, and so reported to 
the House. After report, the bill-shall again be sub- 
ject to be debated, and: amended by clauses, before a 
question to engross it be taken. - 

All amendments made to'a report, committed to a 
Committee of the whole House, shall be noted and re- 
ported as in ‘the case of bills. : i 

All questions, whether. in committee.or in:the House, 
shall be propounded in the.order in which:they were 
moved; except that, in filling -up blanks, the largest 
sum, and longest time, shall be ‘first put. 

No motion or proposition for a tax, or-charge upon 
the people, shall be discussed the day on which it is 
made or offered, and every. such proposition shall re- 
ceive its first discussion in a Committee of the whole 
House. 

No sum, or quantum of tax, or duty, voted by a 
Committee of the whole House, shall be increased in 
the House, until the motion or proposition for such in- 
crease shall be first discussed and voted in-a Commit- 
tee of the whole House:; .and so in respect to the time 
of its continuance. 

All-proceedings, touching appropriations of money, 
shall be first discussed in a Committee of the whole 
House. f ; 

‘The rules of proceeding in ‘the House shall be ob- 
served in a Committee of the whole House, so far as 
they may be applicable, except the rule limiting the 
times of speaking; but no member shall speak twice- 
to any question until every member, choosing to speak, 
shall have spoken. P 

No standing rule or order of the House, shall be re- 
scinded without one day’s notice. being: given of the 
%notion therefor. ` 


‘Joint Rules and Orders of the two Houses. 


In every case of an amendment of a bill agreed to in 
one House, and dissented to in the other, if either 
House shall request a conference and ‘appoint a com- 
mittee for that purpose, and the other House. shall also 
appoint a committee to confer, such committees shall, 
at a convenient, hour, tò be agreed on by their chair- 
main, meet in the Conference chamber, and state to 
each other, verbally or in writing,.as either shall choose, 
the reasons of their respective Houses for and. against 
the amendment, and confer freely thereon. | 

When a message shall be sent from the Senate to 
the House of Representatives, it shall: be announced 
at the door of the House. by the Doorkeeper, and shall 
be respectfully communicated ‘to: the Chair by the per- 
son by whom it may be sent. . ne 

The same ceremony shall be observed when a mes- 


‘sage shall be sent from the House of Representatives 


to the Senate. : ee os 
Messages shall be sent by such persons. as- a sense of 

propriety in each House may determine to be proper. 
While: bills are ori their passage. between the two 

Houses, they shall be on paper, and under the signa- 


‘ture.of the Secretary or Clerk of each House, respect- 


ively.. f: 

After a bill shall have passed both Houses, it-shall 
be duly enrolled on parchment-by the Clerk of. the 
House of Representatives, or the. Secretary. of the Sene 
ate, as the bill may have originated in the one or the 
other House, before it shall be -presented to the Presi- 
dent of the United States. > os watt ales 

When bills are enrolled, they shall be examined by 
a joint committee of one from the Senate, and. two 


from the House of Representatives, appointed. as 
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standing committee for that purpose, who shall care- 
fully compare the enrolment with the engrossed bills, 
as passed in the two Houses, and correcting any errors 
that may be discovered in the enrolled bills, make their 
teport forthwith to the respective Houses. i 

` After examination and report, each bill shall be 
signed in the respective Houses, first by the Speaker of 
the House of Representatives, then by the President of 
the Senate. i 

After a bill shall have been thus signed in each 
House, it shall be presented by the said committee to 
the President of the United States for his approbation, 
jt being first endorsed on the back of the roll, certify- 
ing in which House the same originated; which en- 
dorsement shall be signed by the Secretary or Clerk (as 
the casé may be) of the House in which the same did 
originate, and shall be entered on the Journal of each 
House.. The said committee shall report the day of 
presentation to the President, which time shall also be 
carefully entered on the Journal of each House. 

All orders, resolutions, and votes, which are to be 
presented to,the President of the United States for his 
approbation, shall also, in the same manner, be previ- 
ously enrolled, examined, and signed, and shall be pre- 
sented in the same manner and by the same committee 
as provided in case of bills. 

‘When the Senate and House of Representatives 
shall judge it proper to make a joint address to the Pres- 
ident, it shall be presented to him in his audience cham- 
ber by the President of the Senate, in the presence of 
the Speaker and both Houses. 


ees 
Wepnespay, December 18. 


An engrossed bill-for the relief of Theodorick 
Armistead was read the third time, and. passed. 
: Mr. Finney, from the Committee of Elections, 
to whom. was referred, on the ninth instant, the 
petition of Thomas Spalding,..of the State of 
Georgia, complaining'of an undue election and 
return of Cowles Mead, one.of the members. re- 
turned to serveiin this House for the said State 
of Georgia, made.a report thereupon ; which was 
read, and’ ordered to be committed to-a-Commit- 
tee of:the whole House on Monday next. 
On motion, it was 
: Ordered, That the report of.a:select committee, 
wade the 17th of February; 1804, on a letter of 
William H. Harrison, President of a Convention 
held at Vincennes, in the Indiana-Territory, de- 
elaring the-eonsent of the people of the said Ter- 
ritory to a suspension of the sixth.article of com- 
pact between the United States and the said 
éople; also, on.a-memorial.and petition of the 
inhabitants of the-said Territory ; be referred to 
Mr.Garnert, Mr. Morrow of Ohio, Mr. PARKE, 
Mr. Hamitton, Mr. Smita of South Carolina, 
Mi.;Watron, and Mr..Van CORTLANDT. 
A petition of the Lezislative Council and House 
of Representatives of the Indiana Territory was: 


presented>to the House and read, praying that } 


the introduction of:.slaves into the said Territory 
may be permitted by-Congress ; that the right of 
suffrage therein may be enlarged; that the salt 
licks and springs in the said Territory may be 
ceded to them on:certain conditions; that.a cer- 


tain description of claimants to land, in:the said | 
‘Territory, may be permitted to make entry thereof: 


in the mode therein stated; that.no. division‘of 
the said Territory may take place; and that the 
citizens thereof may be permitted to forma State 
government as soon as their population will per= 
mit the measure. ; Boe 
. Also,a petition of sundry purchasers of land 
settled, and intending to settle, on that :part of the 
Indiana Territory west of Ohio, and east:of.:the 
boundary line running from the mouth of Ken» 
tucky river. praying that the-said tract of country 
may be added to and made part of the'State of 

10. A ponas 

Ordered, That the said petitions be severally 
referred to. the committee last appointed; that 
they do examine the matter thereof, and report 
the same, with their opinion thereupon, to the 
House. ; 5 

Mr. Varnum, from the committee appointed on 
the sixth instant, presented a bill establishing 
rules and articles for the government of the ar= 
mies of the United States; which was read twice 
and committed to a Committee of the Whole on 
Friday next. i pee 

Mr. Tenney, from the Committee of Revisal 
and Unfinished Business, made a further -report; 
which was read, and ordered to lie on the table.. 

Mr. Tenney, from the same committee, pre- 
sented a bill to revive and continue in force an 
act, entitled “An act to suspend, in part, an act 
entitled ‘An act- regulating foreign coins, an 
for other purposes; which was read~ twice, and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole to- 
morrow. - Ai 

A petition of certain actual settlers on lands 
lately sold by Congress, as pre-emption lands, 
lying between the Miamies, in the State of. Ohio, 
was presented to the House and read, preying 3 
remission of interest, and:an extension of the 
terms of payment for their lands.~Referred.to 
the-Committeé on Public Lands. E 

On motion of Mr: SOUTHARD, : 

Resolved; That a committee be appointed to inquire 
whether any and:if any, what'alterations are necessary 
in the act respecting the compensation to grand and 
other jurors summoned to serve in the Courts of the 
United States. i à es 

Mr. Sourarp prefaced this motion by stating 
that he had been informed that jurors in the -dif- 
ferent Courtsof the United States received various 
compensations. 

On motion of Mr. Tuomas the House resolved 
itself into a Committee of the Whole on the bill 
“supplementary to the act entitled an act :regula- 
ting the grants of land appropriated for the refu- 
gees from the British Provinces of Canada and 
Nova. Scotia.” 

_ This bill-directs the following locations of land 


„and patents tò be granted: ; 


“To Charlotte Hazen, widow. of Moses Hazen, six- 
teen hundred acres; Elijah Ayre, senior, one thousand 
acres; Elijah Ayre, jun., three hundred and twenty 
acres; and Anthony Burk, two hundred and fifty acres.” 

Mr. Tuomas explained the grounds on which 
this bill is predicated, in virtue of inexecuted fe- 
solutions of the old-Congress; when the Commit- 
tee rose‘and reported it without amendment; in 
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which report the House immediately concurred, 
and ordered the bill to a third reading to-morrow. 

Mr.-Morrow presented a petition, of a very in- 
‘teresting nature, from Francis Messonier,a native 


of’ France; stating that from numerous experi-. 


iments made‘by: him, in the vicinity of Cincinnati, 
in the State of Ohio, he believes: he will be able 
to‘cultivate the vine with complete success; that 
the:experiments made have issued in results equal 


to his most sanguine expectations ; that he believes“ 


he ‘will be able to supply wines of a quality equal 
to ‘those of. France competent to the demand of 
the State at one fourth of the price of imported 
wines; that the fever and-ague, so prevalent on 
the western waters, is, in his opinion, greatly ow- 
ing to the inability of the people, from the exor- 
bitant price of wine, to consume it in connexion 
with the bark; that he is convinced that the bot- 
toms of Ohio are as favorable to the cultivation of 
the grape as the -hills of France; and soliciting 
either the grant, or the sale on an extended credit 
of section 29, in township No. 3, range 9, on Mad 
river, à situation which he considers singularly 
favorable to a vineyard. 

Referred to the Committee of Commerce and 
Manufactures, 


REVOLUTIONARY PENSIONERS. 


On motion of Mr. Joan C. Smiru the House 
resolved itself into a Committee of the Whole, on 
the bill “in addition to an act to make provision 
for persons that have been disabled by known 
‘wounds, received in the actual service of the Uni- 
ted States, during the Revolutionary war. 

“The Committee having passed through the bill, 
reported it without:amendment. 

: Ths House immediately took up the report; 
and on the question to engross the bill for a third 
reading, 

Mr. Ausron asked for information with regard 
to a new principle which appeared to him to'be 
contained in the first section. He observed that 
it was unknown to him whether the United States 
had ever placed volunteers or militia on their 
pension list If this had not heretofore been done, 
and it should be done at this late period, he did 
not know where the business would end. It would 
he nowise difficult for any person to bring for- 
ward sotne kind of evidence of a disability received 
in the Revolutionary war, by showing that he 
had performed some service or other. With re- 
gard to. those.at present on the pension list of the 

tates it would be extremely difficult for them to 
produce the evidence required. by this law; and 
the States might after the passage of. this bill 
sweep from their list pensioners of the description 
contemplated in the. bill. Unless a proper expla- 
nation of these circumstances were made, Mr. A. 
said he could not vote-for the bill. 

Mr. Greca moved to strike out the words rela- 
tive to the making ‘provision for persons disabled 
inthe militia, or ‘acting under the authority ofa 

articular State.. He said that he thought ita 
forced construction of. the act of 1803 to extend 
its. provision -to those persons employed: in the 
militia-service. or -who acted under particular 


States. He read the provisions of that act, and 
observed that they did not contain a word respect- 
ing the militia, or those who acted- under the 
order of States. He could not see the propriety 
of placing on the pension list those who acted 
under the authority of the States. There might 
be some bodies who had heen ordered out by par- 
ticular States, who so far from being recognised 
by the General Government, had been called out 
in contravention of their orders. It would, Mr. 
G. thought, be very extraordinary to place such 
men on the pension list of the United States. He 
believed that all proper objects who had been 
drawn out under State orders, were on State pen~ 
sion lists. If these men were set afloat by this 
act, they might at this late day, owing to the dif- 
ficulty of collecting proper evidence, be left with- 
out remedy. i 

Mr. Joun C. Smirn said that the bill under 
consideration was precisely similar to one which 
had, at the last session, been agreed to in the House, 
and had been ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; but which had not been conclusively 
acted upon. He observed that he had never been 
very tenacious of the principle on which gentle- 
men had animadverted; though he believed that 
the wounds received by the description of persons 
referred to had been as serious to then and as im- 
portant to their country, as those received by sol- 
diers in the actual service of the United States. 
It had been remarked that some of the States had 
made provision for this description of persons. 
Whether this was, or was not the case, he did not 
know. But if gentlemen would advert-to-the-act 
of 1796, they would find a provision made for 
commissioned and non-commissioned officers and 
privates of the militia who had been in the ser- 
vice of the United States since the Revolutionary 
war. The principle in this bill was the same 
with that in the bill passed in 1796.. In that in- 
stance the militia had been called out for the gene- 
ral service under the authority of particular States. 
Congress then thought proper to provide for such 
aease. Mr. S. did not know anything which made 
it less proper to provide for similar cases which 
had occurred during the Revolutionary war. It 
was true that the provision would be. applicable 
to but a few individuals, but this could not affect 


their claims to the justice of their country. : How . 


far this provision might: operate unequally, espe- 
cially on States who had already made provision 
for their militia, he did not know.. He was not 
acquainted with the facts alluded to. He was 
perfectly willing that the bill should lie, until:cor- 
rect information should be obtained. 

Mr. Marion hoped the words would not. be 
struck out. He perceived no real difference be- 
tween the claims of the militia and of those in 


‘| regular service. It was true that some States had 


made provision for their militia. But every State 
in the Union ought to bear the burden of the war 
equally; it ought not to fall exclusively on those 
States which had been invaded, and whose mili- 
tia had consequently been the most exposed. . Al- 


though such States had made a provision, it was- 


more consonant to equity and justice that the 
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Union should bear the burden. Gentlemen should 
recollect that the section only provided for those 
who had been engaged in the general service. 

_ .. The question was then taken on Mr. Grece’s 
motion, and lost—ayes 16. 
It was. then ordered, without a division, that 
the bill be engrossed for a third reading to-morrow. 


Ss Tuurspay, December 19. 


. An engrossed bill supplementary to the act, 
entitled “An act regulating the grants of land 
appropriated for the refugees. from the British 
Provinces of Canada and Nova Scotia,” was read 
the third time, and passed. 

An engrossed bill in addition to “An act to 
make provision for persons that have-been disa- 
bled by known wounds received in the actual 
service of the United States, during the Revolu- 
tionary war,’ was read the third time, and passed. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill suppementary to the “Act 
“making provision for the payment of claims of 

eitizens of the United States on the Government 

of France, the payment of which has been as- 
‘sumed by the United States, by virtue of the con- 
vention of the 30th of April, 1803, between the 
United States and the French Republic ;” and, af- 
ter some. time spent therein, the bill was reported 
without.amendment and ordered to be engrossed, 
-and read the third time to-morrow. 

The Speaker laid before the House a letter 
from. William Henry Harrison, Governor of the 
. Indiana: Territory, enclosing a resolution of the 
House of Representatives of the said Territory, 
stating their. objections to a division thereof 
into two Territories; which were read, and or- 
» dered to he referred to Mr. Garnert, Mr. Mor- 
“pow of Ohio, Mr. Parke, Mr. Hamintron, Mr. 
Smrra of South Carolina, Mr. Wavron, and 
Mr: Van CORTLANDT. : 
< The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the. Whole on the report of the Committee of 
‘Commerce and Manufactures, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of Edward Toppan, George 
Jenkins, and William Currier, of Newburyport, in 
the State of Massachusetts. The Committee rose 
‘and reported a resolution thereupon, which -was 
twice read, and agreed to by the House as follows: 
« Resolved, That the petition of Edward Toppan and 
others is reasonable, and ought to be granted. 
Ordered, That a bill, or bills, be brought in, 
‘pursuant to the said resolution; and that the 
‘Committee of Commerce and Manufactures do 
`: prepare and bring in the same. 

“Qn motion of Mr. G. W. CAMPBELL, 
Resolved, That a committee be appointed to 
inquire whether any, and, if any, what alterations 


trade and intercourse with the Indian tribes, and 
preserve peace on. the frontiers ; and that the 
ommittee have leave to report. thereon by bill, 
r otherwise. 

Ordered, That Mr. George W. CamPBELL, Mr. 
Coox, Mr. Govossoroven, Mr. Wickes, and Mr. 


are necessary to be made to the act to regulate f 


Jackson, be appointed a committee, pursuant ‘to 
the said resolution. 
-- On motion of Mr. CooK; 
Resolved, That the Committee of Commerce 
and Manufactures be instructed to consider. the 
several acts relative to the bounties on salted fish, 
taken in vessels of different sizes, and to consider 
and report what alterations, if any, be necessary 
to equalise such bounties; and that the said com- 
mittee report by bill, or otherwise. 
On motion of Mr. Stanton, A 
Resolved, That the Committee of Ways ‘and 
Means be directed to inquire whether any, and, 
if any, what, alterations are necessary to be made 
in the several acts fixing the salaries and emolu- 
ments of the collectors of duties on imports and 
tonnage; and that the committee be authorized to 
report by bill, or otherwise. 


FOREIGN COINS. l 

The House went into Committee of the. Whole 
on-the bill to revive and continue in force an act, 
entitled “An act to suspend, in part, the act, enti- 
tled ‘An act regulating foreign coins, and for other 
purposes.” The bill was read as follows : - 

Be it enacted, &¢., That the act, entitled “An act to 
suspend, in part, the act, entitled ‘An act regulating 
foreign coins, and for other purposes,” appfoved on the 
thirtieth day. of April, one thousand eight hundred and 


` 


two, shall be and the same is hereby revived and con- 


tinued in force for the term of 
ing hereof. f 

Mr. Tenney moved the following substitute, 
after the enacting words: ; 

“That so much of the act, entitled “An act regula- 
ting foreign coins,” and for.other purposes, as is con~ 
tained in the second section thereof, be and the same is 
hereby. further suspended, during the term of years 
from the end of the present session of Congress.” 

Mr. Varnum wished that .the section referred 
to, which prohibits any foreign coin, excepting 
Spanish milled dollars, or parts thereof, from be- 
ing a legal tender, might, instead of being.sus- 
pended, be repealed. That provision, he said, had 
been introduced under the idea that the coin of 
the United States would be sufficient for the de- 
mand, which had been found to be erroneous. 

Mr. J. Cuay differed so widely from the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts that he entertained 
strong doubts of the policy even of suspending 
the provision. There were very few foreign coins 
in circulation besides Spanish milled dollars and 
British guineas. If the suspension were, there- 
fore, confined to these, it would be, so far as re- 
spected the public convenience, equivalent toa 
repeal. Every one knew that there had been, for 
some years past,a large quantity of bad money 
in circulation. By the proposed repeal, this de- 
scription of money would be again brought back. 

Mr. Macon (Speaker) said, that, if the idea of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania were. adopted, 
it would be necessary to go further than he had 
suggested. In addition to the coins mentioned by 


years from the pass- 


| him, it would be proper to extend it to Portuguese 


guineas, which were extensively circulated. But 
he considered the proposition of the gentleman 
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from: Masssachusetts the best. When we can do 
without foreign coins, we may. declare that they 
shall not bea legal tender. Since last May, when 
the. provision.contemplated to be renewed, ceased, 
there had been nocomplaints. The necessities of 
the country required the use of French coins. 


‘With. regard to our own coin, in many parts of 


the Union it was as difficult to find a gold, asa 
flying eagle. Into his part of the country, Mr. M. 
said, it never found its way. f 

Mr. Varnum moved to amend thé amendment 
of Mr. Tenney, by striking out the words: “fur- 
ther suspended during the term of — years from 


the end of the present session of Congress,” and | 


inserting in lieu thereof the word “ repealed.” 

Mr. J. Cray hoped the amendment would not 
take place. If there were any real inconvenience, 
it would be entirely obviated by the proposed sus- 
pension. He acknowledged that when he was 
up before, the Portuguese gold had escaped his at- 
tention—but it was so clipped and mutilated as 
scarcely to be considered as coin, and the fact was, 
that it was chiefly confined to the banks. If the 
repealing provision should be confined to the gold 
coins, he should have no great objection to it; but 
there was no, necessity of introducing into the 
circula on any other silver coin than that now 
authorized. Some of the foreign coins were so 
roughly executed as not to furnish a proper pro- 
tection against counterfeits. The great security 
attending coins, as well as bank notes, was the 
excellence of the workmanship. 

Mr. Jackson was in favor of the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
(Mr. Tea All economical writers agreed 
that the wealth -of nations was intimately con- 
nected with the quantity of the circulating pre- 
cious metals. For this reason, he thought it im- 
politic to restrict the circulation of foreign coins 
in the United States. It was, likewise, improper 
to.legislate frequently on the subject. It had been 
found that the mint could not furnish a sufficient 
supply. of coin for our purposes, especially while 
such vast quantities went out of the country. -All 
objections made to a repeal were obviated by the 
consideration that the existing law provides, that 
foreign coins shall pass by weight. Mr, J. conclu- 
ded by saying, that it was his opinion, that it was 
for the interest of the country that money should 
circulate more extensively than itever had done. 

Mr. Varnum said, that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania grounded his objection on the idea 
that foreign coins were more easily counterfeited 
than those of the United States. Heshould, how- 
ever, recollect that those who resided in the coun- 
try did not possess that kind of knowledge which 
belonged to those acquainted. with bank transac- 
tions. They saw but little money, and always in 
small quantities, and were as likely to take false 
čoin of the United States as foreign coin. The 
réal situation of the United States, as to money, 
was this: In some-parts of the country there was 
no specie whatever. there was nothing but paper. 
In the Eastern parts of the Union this was peculi- 
arly so. owing to the great number of banks which 
circulated the greater part of their notes at a con- 


ordered the bill to a third reading to-morrow. 


ling out, in the fourth line of the paragraph, the - 


siderable distance. Thisscarcity of specie arose, 
in a great measure. from foreign coins not being 
allowed to bea legal tender. He thoughtit would 
be highly beneficial to the United States to admit 
all foreign coins to bea legal tender, under the 
existing limitations of law. The question was 
then taken. on Mr. V.’s amendment, which was 
agreed to—ayes 79. 

Mr. Tenney’s amendment, thus amended, was 
agreed to, when the Committee rose. _ The House 
immediately took up, concurred in their report,and 


—— ee 


Fripay, December 20. 


An engrossed bill supplementary to the “Act 
making provision for the payment of claims of 
citizens of the United States on the Government 
of France, the payment of which has been assumed 
by. the- United States, by virtue of the conven- 
tion of the 30th of April 1803, between the United 
States and the French Republic,” was read the 
third time, and passed. 

An engrossed bill to revive and continue in force 
an act, entitled “An act to suspend, in part, the 
act, entitled ‘An act regulating foreign coins, and 
for other purposes,” was read the third time. 

Resolved, That the said bill do pass, and that 
the title be, “An act.to repeal so much of the act, 
entitled ‘An act regulating foreign coins, and for 
other purposes, as is contained in the second sec- 
tion thereof.” 

Mr. ČROWNINSHIELD;, from the Committee. of 
Commerce and Manufactures, presented a bill 
for the relief of Edward Toppan, George Jenkins, 
and William Currier; which was read twice, and 
committed toa.Committee of the Whole on Mon- 
day next. 

Mr. CRowNINSHIELD, from the same committee, 
presented a bill to. extend the time for taking the 
oath and giving bond, in cases of drawback, and 
for other purposes; which was read twice, and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole on 
Thursday. next. : 


Mr. Finpuey méved to add a new rule to the 
standing rules and orders of the House, in the 
words following, to wit: 

“That the first named member of any committee, 
appointed by the Speaker, or the House, shall be the 
Chairman; and in case of his absence, or being ex- 
cused by the House, the next named member, and so 
on, as the case shall happen, unless the committee, by 
a majority of their number, elect a Chairman. It shall 
be the duty. of any committee to meet, on the call of 
any two of their members, if the Chairman be absent,. 
or decline to appoint such meeting.” . 

The House proceeded to consider the said mo- 
tion at the Clerk’s table; and the same being 
twice read, was agreed to by the House. 

. Ona motion made and seconded, 

Resolved, That so much of the rules and orders 
of this House, under the fourth head “of Com- 
mittees of the whole House,” as is contained in. 
the third paragraph thereof, be amended, by:strik- 
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word “title? and inserting, in lieu thereof, the 
word “preamble.” i 

A petition of George Rogers Clark was pre 
sented to the House and read, praying that Con- 
gress will confirm to him a grant of lands, made 
by the chiefs and head ` men ‘of the Piankeshaw 
nation of Indians, on the 16th day of July, 1779. 

Ordered, That the said petition be referred to 
the Committee on Pablic Lands. 


Monpay, December 23. 


"A Message was received from the President of 
the United States, transmitting a report from the 
Governor and presiding Judge of the Territory 
of Michigan, relative to the state of that Terri- 
tory; which were read, and ordered to be refer- 
red to Messrs. Jackson, Morrow of Ohio, Smi- 
tis, Exits, and Moore of South Carolina. 

Mr. CROWNINSHIELD, from the Committee of 
Commerce and Manufactures, presented a bill to 
provide for light-houses in Long Island Sound; 
and to-declare Roxbury, in the State of Massa- 
ehusetts, to be a port of delivery; which was read 
twice, and committed toa Committee of the Whole 

-on Wednesday next. 

Mr. Greca, fromthe Committee on the Public 
Lands, to whom was ‘referred, on: the twentieth 
instant, the petition of George Rogers Clark, made 
a report thereon; which was read, and considered: 
Whereupon, 

"Resolved, That the prayer of the petition of 
George Rogers Clark ought not to be granted. 

A memorial of the Philadelphia Chamber of 
Commerce, signed by Thomas Fitzsimons, their 
President, was presented. to the House and read, 

raying the consent of Congress to an. act of the 
egislature of the State of Pennsylvania, passed 
the 15th of March last,. entitled “An act to em- 
power the Board of Wardens.for the port of Phil- 
adelphia, to collect a certain duty on tonnage, for 
the purposes therein mentioned,” the better to ena- 
ble the mernorialists to sink additional piers inthe 
river Delaware, for the security and protection of 
vessels employed in the commerce of the port of 
Philadelphia.. Referred to the Committee of Com- 
merce and Manufactures. 

A memoriat-of the Mayor, Aldermen, and Com- 
fiionalty, of the city of New York, was presented 
to the House and read, praying that prompt and 
efficient measures may be taken by Congress for 
putting their city and port into an adequate state 
of defence.— Referred 
+ A memorial was presented from Samuel Blodg- 
et, representing that subscriptions for a University 
in- Washington have already been ‘made to the 
number of eighteen thousand, and a sum received 
amounting to $30,000, and requesting Congress to 
designate the site with the lots or lands that may 
be intended therefor, and to grant such other pat- 
Tonage as. they may think proper.—Referred to a 
committee of five members. l ‘ i 

Mr. Dawson, from ihe committee appointed on 
that part of the President’s. Message which relates 

to. aggressions committed by the vessels-of foreign 
nations, &c., made a report, in part, submitting 


two letters received from the Secretary of the 
ney and three resolutions, in substance .as-fol- 
OWS: fos ; : 
1. That asum not exceeding $150,000 be appropri- 
ated to cause our ports and harbors to be protected.: - 
2. That a sum not-exceeding $250,000 be appropri+ 
ated, to cause to be built.a number of gunboats, ‘net 


exceeding fifty, for the protection of our ports: and 


harbors. ; 

3. That a sum not exceeding $860,000 be appropri 
ated to enable the President of the United. States:to 
cause to be built six line-of-battle ships. ; 

On motion of Mr. Dawson, these resolutions 
were referred to a Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. > a 

Mr. Dawson observed that, in the year 1797, 
Congress passed an act relative to certain balances 
due by several of the States to the United States, 
by which those States were enabled to discharge 
the balances by expending a part thereof in the 
defence of their ports and harbors. He under- 
stood that'one State had made an appropriation 
to this object; but it was not known what was the. 
issue of the appropriation, or what had been done 
by other States. That the subject might be elu» 
cidated, he offered the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the President of the United’ States 
be requested to inform this House, whether any. and: 
what measures have been taken: by the States indebted: 
to the United States to discharge the balances due;. un» 
der the provisions of the act of the 23d’ of June, 179%; 
entitled’an act for the further defence of the ports and 
harbors of the United States. : 

The House immediately took up the resolution, 
and‘agreed’ to it;‘and the Speaker appointed a 
committee of two members to present it to the: 
President. i E 

CONTESTED ELECTION. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the whole House on the report of the Committee: 
of Elections, respecting the contested election of 
Cowes Mean. one of the members returned to 
serve in this House, from the State of Georgia. 

The following is the report of the Committee 
of Elections in this case: 

The Committee of Elections, to whom was referred 
the petition of Thomas Spalding, claiming a seat in this 
House, as a Representative of the State of Georgia, in 
the place of Cowles Mead, who has been returned, and 
has taken a seat in the House, having had the same 
under consideration, and heard the petitioner and sit- 
ting member thereon, report: 

That, by a standing law of the State of Georgia, the 
election of persons to represent that State in this House, 
was required to be holden on the first Monday of Oc- 
tober, 1804, in the respective counties throughout the 
State; that three or more county magistrates were rer 
quired to preside at the election, in each of the coun- 
ties, to. return the names of the candidates, and. the. 
number and names of the voters, with an accurate state 
of the poll, and to transmit their said returns, by ex- 
press, to the Governor of the State, within twenty days. 
after closing the poll at said election; that the Govern- 
or was required, within five days after the expiration of 


‘the said twenty days, to count up.the votes from the 
- several counties, or such of them as. might have made 
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yeturns for each person, and immediately thereafter. to } could, as he was assured, by sending to Georgia, obtain 
issue his- proclamation, declaring the persons having proof, that the election in the county of Tatnal was 
the highest number of votes, to be elected to represent irregularly held, so that the whole return of that county 
the said State in the House of Representatives of the | ought, for that cause, to be rejected; but, finding by 
United States, and to grant a certificate thereof, under | calculation that, if the votes of that county, of which 
the great seal of. the State, to each of them; that, by | twenty-four were for ‘himself and forty for the petition». 
an. official certificate from the Secretary of said State, | er, were set aside, it would not affect the result of the 
it-appears that the-votes. from the counties of Tatnal, | election, he waived that objection, and rested his claim 
Liberty, and Camden, were not retarned to the Gov- | upon the principle that the votes of all the three last. 
ernor. within ‘the said term of twenty. days after the | mentioned counties are void by the law of Georgia, not - 
election, nor within the said further term of five days | having been returned to the Governor within the time 
thereafter; and that, of the votes given at the said elec- | prescribed by said law. i 7 

tion, and returned to the Governor within the said term There is no suggestion of any fraud or intentional 
of twenty days: unfairness in the election; and the committee add, with 
Cowles Mead had - - - - - - 4,438 į pleasure, that the conduct of both the gentlemen, claim- 
And Thomas Spalding had - - - - 4,269 | ing the contested seat, appears to have- been candid 
“ae ——— | and honorable. 

Upon the foregoing state of facts, as the Constitution 
has made this -House the judge of the elections and re- 
turhs, as well as the qualifications of its members; as 
the returns from the State authorities, therefore, are 
only prima facie evidence of an election, but not con~ 
clusive upon this House; as there is, in the present 
case, satisfactory proof, that the votes of the three coun- 
ties in question, although the returns thereof were not 
transmitted to the Governor in season to. be considered 
by him, were originally good, lawful, and Constitutional 
votes, having been given by qualified voters on the day, 
at the places, and in the manner prescribed by law; 
and as neither the voters who gave them, nor the can+ 
; ; : $ didates in whose favor they were given, have done or 
received by the Governor, being transmitted by the ; ney given, nav A, 
presiding Magistrates of said counties reapockvalt omitted anything on their part E R respect- 
that both of the said certificates from the Secretary are | ‘Ve Tights, the committee are of opinion that those votes 
in due form of law ; that the said returns of votes from |OUght to be allowed, and therefore recommend the fol- 
the three last mentioned counties, are conformable to | wing resolution : ee 
law in every respect, except that they were not trans-| Resolved, That Cowles Mead, returned to this House, 
mitted to the Governor within the limited time of twen- | as a member thereof, from the State of Georgia, is not 
ty days after the election ; that, of the votes so returned | entitled ton seat; and that Thomas Spalding is entitled 
from the said three counties, after the expiration of said | to a seat in this House, as a Representative of the State 
twenty days, Cowles Mead had 27, and Thomas Spald- | of Georgia. 
ing had 235; which, added to their respective num- On motion of Mr. Finney, ; f 
bers of votes, returned to the Governor within the term Resolved, That; in the case of the contested election 
of twenty days, and counted by him as aforesaid— in the State of Georgia, the memorialist and sitting 
Gives to Cowles Mead, in the whole - - 4,465 | member shall, if they desire it, be heard by counsel at 
And to Thomas Spalding, in the whole - - 4,504 | the bar of the House. ; i : 
——| Mr. Mesan waived the exercise of this right, and 
Mr. J. Cray intimated a desire of Mr. SPALDING 
to the same effect; when the Committee of the 
Whole took up the report of the Committee of 
Tho petitioner offered depositions to prove that the | Elections in this case; on which a debate ensued, 


cause of the failure in the transmission of the returns | which occupied nearly the residue of the sit- 
from the three last counties to the Governor, within ting. wei 


the twenty days after the election, was a hurricane Mr. 
which rendered the roads impassable; but, as the sit- | circumstances on which the report was groutided; 
ting eee was not notified to be present at the tak- He was followed by Mr. Mean, who, without 
ie hs ee a niles were of opinion going into a wide detail of facts, or discussion of 
‘The petitioner then proposed to procure other evi- P nno P a 2 ee, of aie ae 
dence of the same fact; and the sitting member pro- each Pa TAR Patoa w Aha ee 
posed to procure evidence to the contrary, that the thought, invalidated the conclusion of the rer: 
Toads were passable ; but the committee being of opin- port, : ; 
ion that it was not material to the question before the Mr. J. Cray made a short speech in favor of the 
House, whether the said failure was caused by the act | TEport. : sue eee 
of God, as alleged by the petitioner, or by the fault of| Mr. Harty went at considerable length. int 
the returning officers, or the defect of the law, in not | the principle implicated in the report, with the 
providing a penalty upon officers for neglecting their | View of showing that it was unsound, and that it 
official duty of transmitting the returns, did not receive | did not belong to the House, without violating the 
any evidence on that point, Constitutional powers of the States, to set aside 
The sitting member stated to the committee that he | returns made in conformity to their laws. 


Giving the said Mead a majority of - 169 


= That the Governor, in pursuance of the law aforesaid, 
counted up the votes so returned to him within twenty 
days, and thereupon issued his proclamation, declaring 
that the said Cowles Mead was elected, and granted 
him a certificate thereof. 

-By another certificate from the Secretary of said 
State, it appears that, after the Governor had issued his 

roclamation as aforesaid, that is, on the 27th day of 

ovember, 1804, the returns of the votes given at the 
said election, agreeably to the law aforesaid, in and by 
the. countries of Tatnal, Liberty, and Camden, were 


tt e a e e 


Leaving the said Thomas Spalding a ma- 
jority of - ~ - - z s 39 


Finpuey explained, concisely, some ofthe 
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Mr: BipweLL, in an argumentative and logieal 
specch, defended the principle contained in the 
report, and contended that the Constitutional 
power of investigating the returns, made by State 
officers, resided in the House, who might, accord- 
ing to evidence adduced, affirm or set them:aside. 

Mr. SLoaN and Mr. Erus spoke against, and 
Mr. J. Cay, in favor of the report. 

After a few replicatory remarks from Mr. Bro- 
weELL and Mr. Meap, Mr. Ke tty said: he still en- 
tertained some doubts on the subject, represented 
that other engagements had precluded his paying 
that attention to the subject which it merited, and 
moved that the Committee should rise, report 
progress, and ask leave to sit again. 

This motion being carried—ayes 61; and the 
House being resumed, 

Mr. MERIWETHER expressed a hope that leave 
for the Committee to sit again would be refused, 
in order that the report might be recommitted to 
the Committee of Elections, and the sitting mem- 
ber be enabled to make explanations on’ points 
respecting which there appeared to have been 
some misconception before the Committee. 

Mr. J. Cray and Mr. ELMER were against, and 
Mr. Grice in favor of a reference to the Com- 
mittee of Elections. - 

The question being put, leave was given to the 
Committee of the Whole to sit again—ayes 70. 
© Mr. Browett, from the committee to whom had 
been referred the resolution respecting William 
Eaton, Esquire, offered a report, recommend- 
ing the adoption of the said resolution, with the 
amendment, together with another amendment, 
striking out the word “before,” and inserting in 
lieu thereof, the words “at the city of Derne.” 
' Report referred to a Committee of the Whole 
on Wednesday. 3 


TUESDAY, December 24. 


< Another member to wit: Rocer NeLson, from 
Maryland, appeared, produced his credentials, was 
qualified, and took his seat in the House. 
-A petition of sundry settlers and purchasers of 
the lands of the United States Northwest of the 
Ohio river, was presented to the House and read, 
praying that further time may be allowed them 
to make payment of the first instalment, due on 
the first of January next, for the lands by them 
respectively purchased. 
Ordered, That the said petition be referred to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 
A petition of Amelie Eugenie de Beaumar- 
ehais, heir and representative of Caron de Beau- 
marchais, deceased, by J. A. Chevallie, her attor- 
ney, was presented to the House and read, praying 
to be relieved against a settlement made by the 
Comptroller of the Treasury, in which large and 
unjust deductions have been made from a debt 
due by the United States to the estate of the 
said decedent, Caron de Beaumarchais.—Referred 
to the Committee of Claims. f 
DRAWBACK ON DEBENTURES. 


“Mr. CROWNINSHIELD, from the Committee of 
Commerce and Manufactures, to whom was re- 
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ferred on the sixteenth instant, the petition of Isaac 
Clason, made the following report: 

The petitioner, in the month of August last, imported 
from Havana into the port of New York, one thousand 
four hundred and twenty boxes of sugar; the duties 
upon the importation amounted to $15,619 24. On 
the 31st of the same month, the petitioner having de= 
termined to export the said sugar to Amsterdam, in the 
ship Ambition, gave due notice of such intention, and 
made a regular entry of the said sugar for exportation 5 
a permit to load the said sugar was issued at the cus- 
tom-house on the 2d of September, and the sugar was 
actually laded on board the said ship, under the inspec- 
tion of the proper officer, and the return thereof made 
to the collector, the ship receiving her clearance to pro- 
ceed to sea on the ninth day of September, and actu- 
ally sailed on the twenty-second day of the same month. 
At the moment of the clearance being granted to the 
ship, the yellow fever made its appearance in New York, 
and a great number of the citizens left the city in the 
course of a week from that time; and the petitioner, 
justly alarmed at the danger to which he was exposed, 
and partaking of the general consternation, fled among 
the rest. A general interruption and suspension of 
business in the city took place for several weeks, and 
the custom-house itself was removed to a place of safety. 
On the 30th of September, the petitioner applied to 
the custom-house to receive the debentures for the draw- 
back of the duties on the exportation of the said sugar, 
and offered to give bond, and take the oath required-by 
law in the cases.of goods exported for the benefit of 
drawback; but the-collector refused to receive the oath 
or bond, or to grant the debentures, alleging that the 
ten days limited by law had expired, after the clearance 
of the ship, and that, in consequence thereof, the draw- 
back reverted to the United States. 

Repeated and pressing applications, of a similar na- 
ture, have becn made to Congress, and the number may 
be expected to increase. Inall of them which have, at 
various times been before the Committee, no intention 
of fraud hes appeared. Some persons have uninten- 
tionally overstayed the time, one, two, or three days. 
Others have been prevented, by dangerous sickness, 
from attending at the custom-house. In the case now 
under ‘consideration, the yellow fever afflicted the city 
of New York. The inhabitants fled before its dreadful 
ravages. ‘he petitioner partook of the general con- 
sternation, and left the city the next day after the clear- 
ance of theship. Itdid notoccur to him that he would, 
thereby, lose the benefit of drawback on the sugar in 
question ; and, if it had occurred to him, it is not prob- 
able that he could then have obtained the debentures by 
application at the custom-house. It was a time of general 
alarm and agitation, and every citizen was only eager to 
save himself and family. The security of property was 
but a secondary consideration. 

The Committee are of opinion the provisions of the 
law, as it stands at present, are too severe. If the article 
on which the benefit of drawback is claimed, is really 
exported out of the limits of the United States, it is 
all that ought to be required. The merchants are so- 
licitous to obtain the debenture certificates; they be- 
come transferable property, being negotiable paper, like 

romissory notes, and are ‘receivable at the custom- 
ouse in lieu of the inward duties. No man would 
willingly overstay the time limited by law, in which he 
could apply for his debentures ; it is for his interest to 
apply early, yet it may sometimes happen that he will 
omit, and overstay the time; but, surely, the United 
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States do not wish to enrich their treasury in this man- 
ner. Our revenue is derived from the foreign articles 
consumed in the country, and not from exports. Under 
all the circumstances in which this subject can be placed, 
the Committee are of opinion that a general, and not a 
articular bill should be passed, calculated to relieve all 
the applicants, where no intention of fraud shall appear, 
and to. provide for the extension of the time in taking 
the oath, and giving bond, in cases of goods intended. to 
be exported for benefit. of drawback. The committee, 
therefore, submit the following resolution : 

Resolved, That the petition of Isaac Clason is rea- 
sonable and ought to be granted. 

The report was read, and ordered to be: com- 
mitted to the Committee of the Whole House, to 
whom was committed on the twentieth instant, 
ihe bill to extend the time fortaking the oath, and 
giving bond in cases of drawback, and for other 
purposes. 


GEORGIA CONTESTED ELECTION. 


The House then again resolved itself into a 
Committee of the Whole, on the report of the 
Committee of Blections, on the contested clection 
of CowLes Mean; when a debate followed of 
between two and three hours length. 

In. the course of the discussion, the facts. as 
stated in the report were either considered as per- 
fectly correct, or as partaking so little of error as 
not to invalidate the conclusions drawn from 
them. Some small diversity of opinion existed 
between the Committee of Blections. and the sit- 
ting member, which was, however, reconciled on 
explanation. 

ne debate began in Committee of the Whole, 
and was afterwards prosecuted in the House. 
Messrs. J. Cray, Finpuey, Binweti, G. W. 
CAMPBELL, and Eimer advocated; and Messrs. 
Mean, Earty, Stoan, Eris, N. WILLIAMS, 
Broom, and Quincy, opposed the report. 

The opponents of the report represented it as 
embracing a great Constitutional principle, rela- 
tive to State sovereignty and the powers of the 
House. This question arose out of the judicial 
powers vested by the Constitution in each branch 
of the Legislature, as to judging of the election 
of its members, In the first article, fifth section 
of the Constitution, it is declared, that “each 
House shall be the judge of the elections, returns, 
and qualifications of its own members.” This 
section embraces three distinct objects, on which 
the judicial powers of each House might be ex- 
ercised ; the qualification of persons returned as 
members, (heir election as members, and the re- 
turns of the person selected. With regard to the 
point of qualification, that could have no bearing 
on the present question. As to the election of 
persons returned to serve as members, the Con- 
stitution has given to the several States the power 
to regulate the time, place, and manner, subject 
to the interposition of the laws of Congress. As 
to. the returns of members, there is. no limitation 
to. the power of Congress to judge of them. 
What power, then, is given by this.section 2? A 
judicial power alone, Itis worthy of. remark that 
an election anda return are entirely distinet acts ; 


where one ceases the other begins, and vice versa, 
Where, then, is to be found the power in Con- 
gress of prescribing the time, place, and manner 
of making returns? That such a power existed 
somewhere could not be denied. as without it an 
election would be nugatory. Will it be contend- 
ed that this power is vested in the General Gov- 
ernment, when it is not recognised by a single 
word of the Constitution ? It is.clear, then, that 
as the Constitution is perfectly.silent as to bee 
stowing such a power in the General Govern- 
ment, it does not belong to that Government; 
neither was it necessary to carry into effect any 
power specifically given to the General Govern- 
ment. If, then, the power does not belong to 
Congress, and it must reside somewhere, it fol- 
lows from the theory of our Government that it 
must belong to the States, and that. the only pow- 
er in this House on the subject is to judge of the 
returns; not to decide the time, place, and man- 
ner in which they shall be made, much less to 
dispense with the regulations which the States 
may make relative to them. Bat it may perhaps 
be asked, how the judicial power of this House 
can be exercised without uniting with it the pow- 
er contended for on this occasion? To this in- 
quiry the answer is easy. The right to judge, 
and the rule of decision are distinct things, and 
while the right to judge may be in one body, the 
prescription of the rule may be in another. The 
rule in such cases as these must be a State regu- 
lation, when it relates to points on which the 
States have exclusive legislation. If this case 
relates to a business in which Georgia has the èx- 
clusive right to legislate, there can be no other 
rule than her legislation. In order to illustrate 
this case, suppose gocd votes should be offered 
after the expiration of the time within which the 
election was directed to be held by State laws, 
will it be contended that this House would have a 
right to direct them to be received ? Or that the 


‘Constitutional rights of the House would be im- 


paired by being obliged to respect the regulations 
of a State as to the time, place, and manner of 
holding elections? Just so as to returns. The 
Constitutional right of the House to judge of 
them is not impaired because a rule of judging is 
prescribed by another authority. Nothing is morë 
common than this; it is, indeed, a leading fea- 
ture in all the political institutions of the United 
States. The power to judge being vested in one 
body, and the prescription of the rule in another. 
All of our political writers have considered this 
as one of the most important features in our in- 
stitutions. If we can dispense in this instance 
with the time fixed for receiving returns, we may 
dispense with State regulations in other cases. lf 
we can dispense with one rule, we can dispensé 
with all; and while the States are constitutional 
ly fixing rules, we may bedispensing with them— 
a conclusion at which common sense revolts. 
“With regard to the prevalence of the will ex- 
pressed by a majority of the good votes given, it 
was observed, that that could be only ascertained 
by some legal provision, and that the only way of 
guarding it from abuse was to. preserve the laws 
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of the State inviolate; and that although in some 
few instances a rigid adherence ‘to them might be 
productive of some hardship, yet in its general 
effects it would be productive of much greater 
good; and, it was added, that that species of rea- 
soning was as novel as unsound, which went to 
protect the rights of the citizens of a State by 
prostrating the laws made to secure them. 

To show that the law of Georgia, limiting the 
time within which votes should be received, was 
obligatory upon the House, an elaborate argu- 
ment was gone into to prove, by a minute dissec- 
tion of the Constitution, that inasmuch as all 
powers not expressly given to the General-Gov- 
ernment were reserved to the people of the States, 
and inasmuch as the only power specifically given 
rélated to the time, place, and manner of hold- 
ing: elections, and not to the time, place, and man- 
ner of making returns, no such power resided in 
Congress. - 

. From all this reasoning it was contended, that 


though the House had aright to judge of-the re-- 


turns of its members, that right must be exer- 
cised in obedience to the rules fixed by the State 
of Georgia, which constitutionally possessed the 
power of prescribing them, and that they must 
ye considered as conclusive, unless revoked or 
modified by Congress. oe 
‘The friends of the report remarked that the 
ower of the House on this subject was vested 
ie that part of the Constitution which declares 
that “each House shall be the judge of the elec- 
tions, returns, and qualifications of its own mem- 
bers ;” and that this power was distinct from that 
which gave ultimately to the Legislature, in case 
they saw fitto exercise it, the power of determi- 
ning the time, place, and manner of holding elec- 
tions... The words “judging of returns,” were 
comprehensive, untestricted, and iaclusive of. ev- 
éry step incidental to: making returns. The power 
could not be confined to the mere judging of the 
authenticity of the certificate of the returning 
officer,-as that. would be nugatory. It must like- 
wise include the manner in which the votes were 
- counted in districts;.the manner in which. they 
were transmitted ;. the place appointed for receiv- 
. ing them, and the ascertaining of their aggregate 
number. It had been truly said, that where the 
business of. election ceases, that of the returns be- 
gin; which, therefore, must be considered as em- 
bracing éverything after the votes were given. 
As soon as an clection terminates, the candidate 
is elected, the only thing remaining is to ascer- 
tain the result, and this is done by the returns 
made. What, then, is the right of this House to 
judge? According to gentlemen, they have not 
aright to judge of the certificate of the officers 
of Georgia; they have not aright to judge how 
the votes are transmitted; but of all this the 
© Governor is to: judge, under a law of Georgia. 
But such a law would be a mere nullity, as-it 
would be in direct opposition to the words of. the 
Gonstitution, which gives to this House the entire 
right of judging of the returnsof its members. The 
faet was that the law of Georgia could only be 
considered as constituting the Governor the or- 


gan of information to this House, which is. the 
only tribunal to which the returns can ultimately 
be made. So considering the subject, there was 
no. reason for the remark, that the principle con- 


tained in the report went to set aside the law of 


Georgia. Should the power of the House in this 
case be denied, it would prevent us from investi= 
gating any case, however characterized by fraud, 
and would prostrate at the feet of an Executive 
officer, the power so guardedly bestowed on each 
House. It is inquired whether we will set aside 
the law of Georgia by the decision we are about 
to make; but it does not follow that the adoption: 
of the report will have this effect. The law of 
Georgia says that the Governor shall count the 
votes received at a certain day; but it does not 
say that the House shall not count those received 
afterwards. We, in fact, then, carry into effeet 
the law of Georgia as far as it goes, and only in 
case of a failure, supply the deficiency. Could 
there be a doubt of the principle assumed in the 
report, it would be removed by a denial of it giv- 
ing the power to apy petty officer of the State, 
by suppressing the votes, to deprive the member, 
legally elected, of his seat. Would this be a just 
principle? Is it not our principle that a majority 
shall govern? And isit not strange to say that a 
State shall have the right of violating such -a, 
principle? Pte : ' 

With regard to a return, it might imply two 
things; the original certificate of the presiding 
officer in each election district, and the general: 
certificate of the whole election, the several parts: 
of which were held in different places. It was 
necessary that these several certificates should be 
examined by some general authority. Asa mat- 
ter, therefore, of necessity, some authority must: 
reside in the States to count up the whole num- 
ber of. votes, and to certify the persons elected. 
This power was vested in different ways in the: 
several States. Whoever exercised it could be 
only considered as the certifying officer, whose: 
certificate was not a decision, but simply.a re- 


‘turn, subject to the control of this House, which: 


is made by the Constitution the judge of it. The 
Constitution says the. House are to judge of the 
returns. Can these returns, therefore, be conclu» 
sive and binding upon the House? If so, the. 
power of judging is altogether nugatory. If we 
cannot go out of the returns, and judge of any- 
thing. not in them, we cannot be said to possess 
any power over them. But the words of the 
Constitution are precise; giving the unrestricted 
power to judge. The House then may receive 
other evidence to satisfy them than that found on 
the face of the returns, and on such evidence may 
either allow that which is not in them, or disal- 
low that which is... A case has been put of votes 
received in contravention of a State law, after 
the time fixed for receiving them, and it has been 
said that these votes ought not to be received, 
Why? Because the time of holding elections 
being expressly vested in the State Legislature, 
in the first instance, and Congress not having 
changed the prescribed time, the State regulation: 
must prevail. But let the ease be pursued fur- 
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ther. Suppose such votes are not only received, 
but included in returns made to.the Governor, he 
is not to. judge of the legality of the votes given, 
the State law only directs him to count up the 
votes returned; whether they ought or ought not 
to be. received he cannot judge. Of this the 
House is the judge. He cannot receive evidence 
out of the returns; he therefore counts up the 
votes, proclaims the person having the highest 
mumber, and the returns are forwarded to this 
-body. They are in due form; but votes appear 
to be admitted which, by the law of Georgia, 
ought not to have been admitted. Is the House 
concluded by this return? Are they not, on the 
contrary, empowered to go out of it, and receive 
evidence of the fact that such improper votes 
were admitted? Noone will deny it. Further: 
suppose the presiding officer to have refused votes 
offered in time; suppose he had refused all the 
votes given for a candidate in several counties, 
the Governor could not pay any attention to these 
votes, for his certificate must be founded exclu- 
siuely on. the votes returned to him. He would 
be: obliged, therefore, to certify as duly elected, 
the person having the highest number of. such 
votes, although it might be proved that the sup- 
pressed votes, if counted, would have given the 

ighest number to another candidate. Could not 
the House, in this case, go out of the returns of 
the Governor, and allow the votes fairly given to 
be counted ? Is the election to be affected by such 
omission or neglect? Clearly not. In the pres- 
ent case, the votes in question, according to the 
law of Georgia, were lawfully given, and ought 
to-have been returned. Had that law been ob- 
served they would have been returned. In one 
respect only was there a neglect of it. Can that, 
then, be said to be a violation of the law of Geor- 

ia, which consists in giving effect to its provis- 
ions where they have failed to be observed ? The 
great principle in judging of elections, ought to 
be, that the will of the people, fairly expressed, 
shall govern. And that construction of the Con- 
stitution and laws of the United States ought to 
prevail, which consists in giving effect to-good 
votes, rather than destroying them. This is the 
principle of the report. The adoption of a hos- 
tile pune would be to sacrifice the substance 
of election to its mere shadow. 

The suggestion that the principle of the re- 
port is calculated to alarm the jealousy of the 
States is ideal. The judging of the election of 
members is a joint authority, residing in the 
States in the first instance, and ultimately in this 
House. If the controlling power does not reside 
here, it resides no where—there is a blank in the 
Government. It-cannot reside in Georgia, for 
the power is not concurrent, and if not here, the 
States must inevitably submit to every irregular- 
ity that may be practised by subordinate agents. 
Jt has been said that the law of Georgia is in 
foree,-but it can have no force at the expense of 
the Constitutional power of the House. But was 


that law complied with? If so, the present con- | 


test would-not exist. - 


It was true that the great principle wasa sound 


one which separates Executive, Legislative, and 
Judicial power. This might be an argument for 
the institution of a special tribunal for the trial 
of contested elections, but it is an abundant an- 
swer to show that this has not been done; but 
that, on the contrary, the Constitution: of the 
General Government, as well as the constitutions 
of the several. States. have made the legislative 
bodies judges of the elections of their members. 

In the course of the discussion, various prece- 
dents were quoted from the Journals of the House, 
some of. which were considered as applicable to 
one side, and some as applicable to the other side 
of the question at issue; but, on a full examina- 
tion of them, they shed so faint a light on the 
subject that we have considered it unnecessary 
to notice them. oy 

The yeas and nays were then taken on the first 
member of the resolution submitted by the Com- 
mittee of Elections, viz: “ That CowLes MEAD; 
returned to this House as a member thereof for 
the State of Georgia, is not entitled to a seat.”— 
Yeas 68, nays 53—as follows: ; l 

Yras—Isaac Anderson, John ‘Archer, David Bard, 
Joseph Barker, Burwell Basset, George M. Bedinger, 
Silas Betton, Barnabas Bidwell, Phanuel Bishop, John 
Blake, jun., Thomas Blount, Robert Brown, Joseph 
Bryan, William Butler, George W. Campbell, John 
Chandler, Martin Chittenden, John: Claiborne, Joseph 
Clay, John Clopton, Frederick Conrad, Jacob: Crown 
inshield, Samuel W. Dana, John Dawson, James Elliot, 
Ebenezer Elmer, John W. Eppes, William Findley, 
James Fisk, John Fowler, James M. Garnett, Edwin 
Gray, Andrew Gregg, Silas Halsey, John Hamilton, 
James Holland, David Holmes, John G. Jackson, Wal-. 
ter Jones, Nehemiah Knight, Joseph Lewis, jun., Jos, 
siah Masters, Nicholas R. Moore, John Morrow, Gur- 
don S. Mumford, Thomas Newton, jun.; Gideon Olin, 
John Randolph, Thomas M. Randolph, John Rea. of 
Pennsylvania, Jacob Richards, Thomas Sammivns, 
Thomas Sandford, Martin G. Schuneman, Ebenezer 
Seaver, John Smilie, O’Brien Smith, Samuel Smith, 
Joseph Stanton, Thomas W. Thompson, Abram Trigg, 
Killian K. Van Rensselaer, John B. Varnum, Matthew 
Walton, Robert Whitehill, Marmaduke Williams, Al- 
exander Wilson, and Joseph Winston. 

Nays—Willis Alston, jun., James M. Broom, John: 
Boyle, Levi Casey, Matthew Clay; George Clinton, juns, 
Orchard Cook, Richard Cutts, Ezra Darby, John Dav- 
enport, jun., Elias Earle, Peter Early, Caleb Ellis, Wil- 
liam Ely, Peterson Goodwyn, Isaiah L. Green, Wil- 
liam Helms, David Hough, James Kelly, Thomas Ken- 
an, Michael Leib, Henry W. Livingston, Patrick Ma- 
gruder, Robert Marion, David Meriwether, Jeremiah 
Morrow, Jonathan O. Mosely, Jeremiah Nelson, Roger 
Nelson, Timothy Pitkin, jun., John’Pugh, Josiah Quin- 
cy, John Rhea of Tennessee, John Russel, Peter Sailly, 
James Sloan, John Cotton Smith, Henry Southard, 
Richard Stanford, Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel Taggart, 
Benjamin, Tallmadge, Samuel Tenney, David Thomas, 
Uri Tracy, Philip Van Cortlandt, Daniel C. Verplanck, 
Peleg Wadsworth, John Whitehill, Eliphalet Wickes, 
David R. Williams, Nathan Williams, and Thomas 
Wynns. 

‘The question was then put that the House do 
agree with the Committee of the whole House to 
the second and last member of the said resolution, 
in the words following, to wit: z 
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“And that Thomas Spalding is entitled to a seat in 
this House, as a Representative of the State of Georgia :” 

And resolved in the affirmative—yeas 66, nays 
52, as follows: : . 

Yuas—lIsaac Anderson, John Archer, David Bard, 
Joseph Barker, Burwell Basset, George M. Bedinger, 
Barnabas Bidwell, Phanuel Bishop, John Blake, jun., 
Thomas Blount, Robert Brown, Joseph Bryan, Wil- 
liam Butler, George W. Campbell, John Chandler, 
Martin Chittenden, John Claiborne, Joseph Clay, John 
Clopton, Frederick Conrad, Jacob Crowninshield, John 
Dawson, James Elliot, Ebenezer Elmer, John W. Ep- 

es, William Findley, James Fisk, John Fowler, James 

. Garnett, Edwin Gray, Andrew Gregg, Silas Halsey, 
John Hamilton, James Holland, David Holmes, John 
G. Jackson, Walter Jones, Nehemiah Knight, John 
Lambert, Joseph Lewis, jun., Josiah Masters, Nicholas 
R. Moore, John Morrow, Gurdon S. Mumford, Thomas 
Newton, jun, Gideon Olin, John Randolph, Thomas 
M. Randolph, John Rea of Pennsylvania, Jacob Rich- 
ards, ‘Thomas: Sammons, Thomas Sandford, Martin G. 
Schuneman, Ebenezer Seaver, John Smilie, O’Brien 
Smith, Samuel Smith, Joseph Stanton, Abram Trigg, 
Killian K. Van Rensselaer, Joseph B. Varnum, Mat- 
thew Walton, Robert Whitehill, Marmaduke Williams, 
Alexander Wilson, and Joseph Winston. 

Nays— Willis Alston, jun., James M. Broom, John 
Boyle, Levi Casey, Matthew Clay, George Clinton, jun., 
Orchard Cook, Richard Cutts, Ezra Darby, John Dav- 
enport, jun., Elias Earle, Peter Early, Caleb Ellis, Wil- 
liam Ely, Peterson Goodwyn, Isaiah L. Green, Wil- 
liam Helms, James Kelly, Thomas Kenan, Michael 
Leib, Henry W. Livingston, Patrick Magruder, Robert 
Marion, David Meriwether, Jeremiah Morrow, Jona- 
than O. Mosely, Jeremiah Nelson, Roger Nelson; Tim- 
othy Pitkin, jun., John Pugh, Josiah Quincy, John 
Rhea of Tennessee, John Russel, Peter Sailly, James 
Sloan, John Cotton Smith, Henry Southard, Richard 
Stanford, Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel Taggart, Benja- 
min, Tallmadge, Samuel Tenney, David Thomas, Uri 
Tracy, Philip Van Cortlandt, Daniel C.. Verplanck, 
Peleg Wadsworth, John Whitehill, Eliphalet Wickes, 
David R Williams, Nathan Williams, and Thomas 
Wynns. ` f 

Whereupon, the said THomas Spatpine took 
his seat-in the House, as a Representative for the 
State of Georgia; the oath to support the Consti» 
tution of the United States being first administer- 
ed‘to him by Mr. Speaker, according to law. 


Taurspay, December 26. . 


* The House resolved ‘itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill for the relief of Edward 
Toppan, George Jenkins, and William Currier. 
>The bill. was reported: without amendment and 
ordered to be engrossed, and read the third time 
to-morrow. 

Mr. Finpuey, from the Committee of Elections, 
to whom:.it was’ referred to examine the certifi- 

_ cates and other credentials of the members return- 
ed to serve in this House, made a report, in part, 
thereupon; which was read and ordered to lie on 
the table.” : 

‘The Committee of the Whole House to whom 
was committed, on. the’ seventeenth’ instant, the 
report of the Committee of Claims on a petition 
of the crew of the late United States’ frigate Phil- 


adelphia, were discharged from the consideration 
thereof; and the petitioners had leave jo with- 
draw their petition. 


GENERAL EATON. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole, on the report of the select. committee 
to whom had been recommitted the. resolution 
respecting William Eaton, Esq. ` 

The original resolution is in the following 
words: a ee wd? 

Resolved, by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in. Congress as- 
sembled, That the President of the United States be 
requested to present a sword, in the name of Congress, 
to William Eaton, Esquire, as a testimony of the high 
sense entertained of his gallantry and good conduct in 
leading a small band of our countrymen, and others, 
through the desert of Lybia, on an expedition against 
Tripoli, in conjunction with the ex-Bashaw of that 
Regency; defeating the Tripolitan army, at Derne, 
with the assistance of a small. part of the Naval force 
of the United States, and contributing thereby to'a 
successful termination of the war, and the restoration 
of our: captive fellow-citizens to liberty and their 
country. : 

The select committee recommended amending 
it by substituting “a gold medal with suitable de- 
vices,” in lieu of “sword.” and striking out the 
word “at,” and inserting in its room, “ taking the 
city of.” 

On agreeing to the first amendment: Sii 

Mr. J..Cuay said he was far from wishing to 
derogate. from the merits of Mr. Eaton. On the 
contrary, no man was more ready to bestow ‘the 
reward his gallant and good conduct. merited. 
But, when he consulted the Journals of Congress, 
and found that only three medals had been con- 
ferred during the whole period of the Revolution- 
ary war, in which our liberties and independence 
had been achieved, and ‘considered the occasions 
on which they had been given, he could not con- 
sider the present case as entitled to the same ex- 
pression of national gratitude. He could not, for 
instance, consider the taking of Derne as equal in 
importance to the capture of Cornwallis. In the 
more recent case of Captain Decatur, Congress 
had only given a sword, though that officer had 
carried, captured, and burnt the frigate Philadel- 
phia, and was afterward the first man who took a 
gunboat from the enemy; which exploits were 
accompanied by exertions such as have scarcely 
been precedented in similar circumstances. For 
all this, Congress conferred a sword only. Mr. 
C: said, he believed that there had, in this instance, 
been as much gallantry and good conduct: dis- 
played as in the case now before the Committee. 
He, therefore, thought, the reward bestowed in the 
one case would be adequate to the other. For 
these reasons, he should be obliged to vote against 
the amendment. 

Mr. J. RANDOLPH rose to express his coincidence 
of opinion with the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 


| That rewards should be proportioned, not only to 


the exertions of those claiming them, but 10° the 
dignity and importance of the achievement which 
drew them forth, was not less true than that merit 
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should be encouraged wherever it might-appear. 
I believe, sir, said Mr. R., that the gentleman who 
is the object of this resolution would infinitely 
prefer—I have not the pleasure of his acquaint- 
ance—I judge of his ‘feelings by my owa—[ am 
persuaded that he would set a far greater value 
upon any testimony, however small, of the unan- 
imous approbation of this House, than on the 
highest token of applause which a bare majority 
could give him. For this reason, I regret that the 
mover of the resolution has changed a course in 
which all seemed disposed to follow him, for one 
which'so many were likely to disapprove. It has 
heen stated that but threeor four medals had been 
struck during the Revolutionary war; one, I 
believe, for Saratoga, another for the capitulation 
of ‘York; a third, perhaps, upon that occasion. 


more august, when the Commander-in-Chief of 


our Armies came to resign into the hands of the 
civil authority that.military power with which he 
had been intrusted for the salvation.of his coun- 
try. ‘have always understood that medals were 
struzk, not so much in compliment to an individ- 
ual, asto commemorate some great national event, 
and we are now called upon to commemorate the 
great national event—of what, sir? A skirmish 
between a few of our countrymen and a handful 
of undisciplined, half-armed barbarians. As this 
question is rather a subject of taste and feeling 
than of argument, I shall not trouble the Com- 
mittee upon it, further than to suggest that there 
is.a true and false sublime in politics as well as in 
poetry, and that, by attempting to soar. too high, 
we.shall only plunge into bathos. 

Mr. Bioweit.—I agree, generally, in the prin- 
ciple assumed by the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia and the gentleman from Virginia, with regard 
to the apportionment of rewards to the degree of 
merit, and the importance of the act performed. 
When the subject now under consideration first 
occupied our attention, it appeared to me that a 
sword was the proper symbol by which to express 
the national gratitude; but, on. more mature re- 
flection, I have formed a contrary conclusion, 
The.presentation of a sword would appear to be 
more appropriate to services merely military, 
while a medal is more characteristic of services 
of a mixed nature, performed with some great ob- 
ject in view. The achievement, which is the 
object. of the present-resolution, is not merely mil- 
itary, but partly military and -partly diplomatic. 
A.sword would not, in rank, be adequate to the 
enterprise or equal to the.service performed. This 
service was, in a great measure, voluntary. An 
expedition was undertaken, in connexion with the 
ex-Bashaw of Tripoli, and with the tacit consent 
of our Government. Mr: Eaton commanded the 
army of the ex-Bashaw. For these reasons, it 
appears to me, that a. medal.is more appropriate 
‘as emblematic] of the gratitude of the country, 
than a sword would be. In point of examples 
that.may have been set, I shall not.go back to the 
Revolution, to inquire into the distinctions which 
may have been then made in rewarding different 
degreesof merit. On a late occasion, we have 
seen.a: medal bestowed on Commodore -Preble. 


of expressing my approbation of the amendmeit 


opinion that it ought not to be adopted, I think it 
shall give. 


ment of feeling, having, at the same time a regard | 


aaa 
With the gentlemen who have preceded me, I 
agree that unanimity would add highly to the 
gratification of the gentleman who is the object 
of this resolution, and it would be certainly high- 
ly gratifying to me as friendly to.it, Lam, there- 
fore, sorry that an unanimous vote is not likely: té. 
obtain.. I merely rose to state the reasons whic 
induced me to vary the motion from its original 
shape. a 
At the request of Mr. Stanton, the resolution, 
conferring a gold-medal on Captain Truxtun was 
read: ' ; ‘ i 
When the question was taken on striking out 
“sword,” and inserting a “medal of gold with 
suitable devices,” and passed in the affirmative— 
ayes 56, nays 54. . , 
The Committee rose, and reported their agree- 
ment to the report of the select committee, which 
the House immediately took into consideration. | 
On the question to concur with the Committe 
of the Whole, in the amendment, d 
Mr. J. Cuay rose to expressa hope that the.gen- | 
tlemen:in the majority would agree to conferring $ 
a sword instead of a medal. He declared himself | 


as anxious as any gentleman could be, to bestow 


in this case a proper tribute of respect; but he 
could not, in conscience or- duty, agree to award- | 
ing a medal, and he felt himself under the neces- 


sity of calling for the yeas and nays. 


Mr. Jackson.—Inasmuch as I took the liberty 


now under consideration, when this subject was | 
previously before the House, and am now of the © 


proper briefly to assign my reasons for the vote I 4 


Ona former occasion, I was governed bya sentis 
to precedents, without taking into view the case 4 
of Captain Decatur. Without derogating from 
the merits.of others, I consider -his merits to be 
as great as those of any other man. I am. of 
opinion if others of not greater merit have receiv- 
ed higher testimonials of respect; if we. have 
made a distinction between men -of equal merit; 
and assigned to subordinate merit the. same re- 
ward as to those who. have achieved. the liberty. 
of their country, it is time to stop, It is extremely 
delicate to compare the merits of particular men, 
where all have deserved -well of their country, and 
deserve its-respect and gratitude.’ As:the highest 
meed: is due to those who have rendered the great- 
est services to:their country, we ought not to:as- 
sociate such. cases with those of a lower grade, 
because, we thereby impair the testimony of grat- 
itude and. respect so justly due to those who 
achieved our liberty and independence. : 
Mr. Varnum.—l agree that every-expression of ` 
national gratitude ought to be in proportion tothe 
services rendered ; bur I do-not agree thatit.ought 
to-be in proportion ‘to the rank of those who per- 
formed them. This circumstance ought to make © 
no difference in:the return of gratitude; or Af it © 
did make a difference, it ought. to dignify rather 
than derogate from the degree of merit: There © 
should. beno difference, whether the object of-our 
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gratitude were the highest general or the lowest 
sentinel, We all know that Mr. Eaton was in 
the United States three years sinee; that he then 
formed the project of embarking the ex-Bashaw 
in our service ; and, by a junetion of a land force 
with our naval armament, to insure peace. This 
project was thought by many chimerical, yet he 
was permitted to attempt it, I willask if a greater 
enterprise has been undertaken by any general 
whatever than that executed by Eaton? Look 
at the whole of the‘transaction, from his enterin 
Egypt to bis going on board the frigate. Loo 
at the enterprise he planned! I do not say it 
ought to have been: warmly entered into by the 
Government; but, if the arrangements he had 
made had been supported by two or three thou- 
sand men, I have-not a doubt but they would have 
taken Tripoli; perhaps a less:number would have 
been sufficient. . The President says: “ The band 

“under Eaton, and their successful enterprise on 
‘the city of Derne, contributed, doubtless, to the 
‘impression, which produced. peace.” Look at 
the'situation in which we still should have been 
had it not been for this: enterprise! There is 
nothing to justify the idea that it would:have been 
in:the power of our navy to reduce our-enemy. to 
terms, unless by the co-operation of some force 
on land. I believe that the force. under Eaton 
had a greater effect: than the-whole. fleet in pro- 
ducing peace. Yet, if. we gave Preble a medal, 
for which I most cheerfully voted, by whom 
peace was not effected, shall-we refuse the same 
reward to Eaton, who accomplished the object ? 
Fo not believe, since our existence as an inde- 
pendent nation, there has been’ a comparable en- 
‘Yerprise. For these reasons, I trust, the amend- 
_ Ment will prevail. 

„Mr. Eumer.—I am not very friendly to things 
of this kind ; I believe we may be too lavish in 
bestowing them. But, if, on this occasion, there 
is to be anything further -than an expression of 
the high sense we entertain of the services ren- 
dered, a medal and not a.sword is the proper tes- 
jmonial. Of this gentlemen will.be convinced 
by attending to the conduct of our nation, as well 
as that of other nations. A sword is given for 
the display of bravery, to inferior officers; or 
there is sometimes given a brevet- commission. 
We recollect that, on the storming of Stony 
Point, General Wayne received a. sword, and 
those who headed the forlorn hope were reward- 
ed with a brevet commission. ` To deserve the na- 
tional thanks, it is necessary to combine success 
with bravery. ` A medal is expressive not merely 
of bravery, but of bravery, fortitude, and wisdom ; 
to merit it, there should be a combination of all 
three. The mere taking of Derne, therefore, would 
not alone entitle Eaton to great praise; ‘but, if 
everything connected with the plan and:the suc- 
cess which crowned it, be taken into considera- 

tion, and anything other than.thanks are bestowed, 
At ought to. be amedal: H “sword” stood in the 
- resolution. I should-be against it, as an improper 
expression of the public sentiment, ne 


Anation, apprehending he had :been misunder- 


rJ. Ranpoupu offered a few words in ex- 


stood by the gentleman frem Massachusetts,:(Mr. 
Varnum.) Jt was far- from his intention ‘to say 
that rewards should be apportioned amongst men 
according to rank. ‘With that gentleman, He 
would be as ready to acknowledge merit-in the 
private sentinel as in the field marshal. It was 
In the dignity of the action, its importance’ and 
value to the community, that he should look, not 
to the commission of him who performed'it.. Acts 
of heroism should never pass unheeded, but every 
day did not produce a Cocles, or a Mutius, It was 
to preserve some proportion between the reward 
and the nature and value of the service that he 
opposed the resolution in its present shape. He 
wished the House to be more frugal of the treas- 
ure of public applause; it was more precious than 
that which all seemed ready enough toguard: In 
such cases it wasalways safest to err on the’ side 


fof economy. Already it seemed thata sword, 


presented in the name of the nation, was held tuo 
cheap a recompense for ordinary professional sèr- 
vice. Where was this to-end 2 The utmost pen- 
ury of approbation would not so injure the-tone of 
public seatiment as this lavish prodigality. By. 
being too niggard of praise, enterprise might be 
repressed, and, in many instances, merit stifled in 
the germ} but, too great a profusion’ of honors 
would almost convert them into a disgrace. would 
beget an overweening vanity fatal to real great- 
ness. Every man who obtained a trifling advan- 
tage over the enemy would conceive himself a 
Moreau or a Nelson. By setting up this transac- 
tion as the ne plus ultra of military achievement, 
as the pillars of Hercules, beyond which none 
may pretend to pass, we did more to check the 
spirit of adventurous enterprise than if we took 
no notice of it ‘at all; But, say gentlemen, the 
person who is the object of this resolution acted 
in a twofold capacity, civil and military, anda 
sword is-exclusively appropriated:to reward mili- 
tary services. But, withoutintending a ludicrous 
allusion, if the gentleman had aeted in as many 
capacities as Lady Bountiful’s butler, it would 
not alter his opinion as to thenature and value of 
the service. If, indeed, there was such a politi- 
eal repulsion as the gentleman from New Jersey 
seemed to suppose, between a medal anda sword, 
like chemical ‘bodies, having no affinity to éach 
other, we should have to give both on this occa- 
sion, and have to add a vote of thanks as a basis 
in which- they might unite.. Who could doubt 
that acts of as great personal prowess had been 
performed: on obscure occasions, as in the most 
important. engagements, and yet the one enna 
tion of service was generally overlooked, while 
the other was liberally rewarded. 

The case of Captain Truxtun had been cited; 
he remembered perfectly to have voted against 
it. Of Captain Preble’s- case, he had vo distinct 
recollection; he had no hesitation, however, in 
saying that the exploit of. Truxtun was a more 
proper subject for a medal than the present, and 
that, without entering into any invidious compar- 
ison of the conduct and valor of the respective 
parties, it might be considered in the light of a 


‘remarkable national event, the first victory of an 
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infant navy over an European force, and that 
force, too, said to be superior to our own. Every 
Roman history, down to, the Compend of Gold- 
smith, had recorded their first success against the 
Carthaginian fleet. We- might go on lavishing 
honors until those who wore the insignia of na- 
tional gratitude. would become the multitude, and 
those who were without them the select few. He 
deprecated this waste of treasure, which was val- 
uable only in proportion as it was sparingly used. 
He hoped.it. would be more carefully husbanded, 
for he feared, unless we retrenched in this article 
of expense, that, while we boasted. an overflow- 
ing Treasury, we should become bankrupt in 
reputation. ae 

. Mr, Varnum.—Gentlemen seem.to be of opin- 
ion that a medal is the highest testimonial of na- 
tional gratitude. I think differently. The high- 
est distinction that can be bestowed, is the thanks 
of ‘the nation ; the next a medal; and the last a 
sword. Gentlemen will find that this is the 
course pursued as well by this as by other nations. 

.Mr. KerLy next rose. He said I view the af- 
fair in.a very different light. I consider it of great 
magnitude and national importance. I consider 
the report of the committee as containing nothing 
but what is due to the merits of the gentleman 
who is the object of it. We know that the Re- 

ency of Tripoli was at war with the United 
States, and that it was considered necessary to fit 
out an armament to compel that Power to act to- 
ward us more consistently with. the principles of 
justice. In the course of the operations that fol- 
lowed, it was the misfortune of one of our national 
vessels to fall into the hands of the enemy, and of 
her crew to be taken into captivity. Our captive 
citizens were in a distressed and perilous situa- 
tion, exposed to all the hazards of any attempt 
that might be made. An operation on the town 
of-Tripoli was conducted in a gallant. manner by 
Commodore Preble. On that occasion he not only 
received the thanks of his country, which gentle- 
men aré pleased to call the highest reward in its 
power to: bestow, but likewise a medal ; nor:were 
the services he rendered on that occasion too 
highly applauded; for his conduct: was brave and 
gallant, and yet he did not effect. the purpose for 
which the enterprise was formed. Eaton had 
displayed talents seldom united in one man. He 
had not only conceived a plan, but had conducted 
it with a degree of propriety and gallantry seldom 
to be met with, and which the President has re- 
cognised as conducing to the conclusion of peace. 
Such services were not, therefore, of an ordinary 


or trifling nature, but of a high grade and char- | 


acter, I take the enterprise of Eaton to be a great 
national event. The United States were engaged 
in a war attended with great expense, and many 
of our citizens were in captivity, suffering great 
hardships. -Eaton formed, conducted, and carried 
a plan into effect for the restoration of peace,and 
the. release of our captive countrymen. If this 
is not a national event of some consideration, 
which merits the gratitude of the nation, I know 
not what is. 
obtaining of peace, so long the desire of the Gov- 


It amounts to nothing less than the. 


ernment. For these reasons, I have no hesitation 
in voting for the amendment, and I only regret 
that there is a division of sentiment in the House, 
The question was then taken by yeas and nays 
on the amendment; which was‘ agreed to—yeas 
58, nays 53, as follows: f H 
¥xuss—Willis Alston, junior, Isaac Anderson, Silas 
Betton, Barnabas Bidwell, Phanuel Bishop, John Blake, 
jan, James M. Broom, John Chandler, Martin Chit- 
tenden, John Claiborne, Frederick Conrad, Jacob 
Crowninshield, Richard: Cutts, Samuel W. Dana, John 
Davenport, junior, Peter Early, James Elliot, Caleb. 4 
Ellis, Ebenezer Elmer, William Ely, James Fisk, Ed- 
win Gray, Andrew Gregg, Isaiah L. Green, John Ham- 


jilton, David Hough, James Kelly, Thomas Kenan, 4 


Nehemiah Knight, Joseph Lewis, junior, Henry W. 
Livingston, Patrick Magruder, Josiah Masters, Jona- 
than O. Mosely, Jeremiah Nelson, Timothy Pitkin, jr., 
Josiah Quincy, John Russell, Martin G. Schuneman, 
Ebenezer Seaver, John Smilie, John Cotton Smith, Jo- 
seph Stanton, Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel Taggart, 
Benjamin Tallmadge, Samuel Tenney, David Thomas, 
Thomas W. Thompson, Uri Tracy, Killian K. Van 
Rensselaer, Joseph B. Varnum, Daniel C. Verplanck, 
Peleg Wadsworth, Eliphalet Wickes, Marmaduke 
Williams, Nathan Williams, and Joseph Winston, 
Naxys—John Archer, Burwell Basset, George M. 
Bedinger, Thomas Blount, Robert Brown, Joseph 
Bryan, William Butler, George W. Campbell, Joseph 
Clay, Matthew Clay, George Clinton, jun., Ezra Darby, 
John.Dawson, Elias-Earle, John W. Eppes, William 
Findley, John Fowler, Silas Halsey, William Helms, 
David Holmes, John G. Jackson, Walter Jones, John 
Lambert, Michael Leib, Robert Marion, David Meri-~ 
wether, Jeremiah Morrow, John Morrow, Gurdon S. 
Mumford, Roger Nelson, Thomas Newton, jr., Joseph 
H. Nicholson, Gideon Olin, John Pugh, John Randolph; 
Thomas M. Randolph, John Rea of Pennsylvania, John 
Rhea of Tennessee, Jacob Richards, Peter Sailly, 
Thomas Sammons, Thomas Sandford, James Sloan, 
Samuel Smith, Henry Southard,. Thomas Spalding, 
Richard Stanford, Abram Trigg, Matthew Walton, } 
Robert Whitehill, David R. Williams, Alexander Wil- £ 


son; and Thomas Wynhs,. ros 


The other amendment reported by the Commit- 
tee of the whole House, to strike out, in the said 
resolution, between the words “army” and “Derne,” 
the word.“at,” and to insert, in. lieu thereof, the 
words “and taking the city of”? was upon the 
question put thereupon, agreed to by the House. 

Mr. STANTON moved further.to amend the res- 
olution by adding the following words: f 

“ By which heroic achievement he has shown himself 
capable of uniting information with talent, reflection 
with experierice, and stratagem with bravery.” : 

Thisamendment was disagreed to—yeas-1, nays 
101, the mover alone voting for it. 


Mr. Smite expressed his.regret that on a subject 
that so eminently called for unanimity, and on 
which there was no difference of opinion as to the 
meritorious services of Mr. Eaton, there should be 
such a diversity with regard to the proper tribute 
to be bestowed.  Considering-it highly desirable 
that the resolution, before it received a final vote, 
should be so modified as to unite the varying opin- 
ions in the. House, he-méved a‘recommitment of 


it to a select committee. 
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Proceedings. 


In this' motion thé House concurred—yeas 57, 
hays, 55, whet the resolution was recomtiitted to 
the same conimitteé to which it had beén previ- 
öüsly referred. sot i ; 


Faway,. December 27. jk 

Two other members, to wit: Seri Hastings 
and Witiiam STEDMAN; from Massachusetts, ap- 
peared, produced their credentials; were qualified, 
and took their.seats in the House. 7 
., An engrossed.bill for the relief of Edward Top- 
pan, George: Jenkins, and William Currier, was 
read the third time, dnd passed: 


the Whole on the: bill to provide for light-houses 
in Long Island Sound, and to declare Roxbury, 
in the: State of Massachusetts, to be a port of de- 
livery. ‘Phe bill was reported without amendment 
and ordered to be engrossed; and read the third 
time on Monday. next. : es O 

: Mr. Jonn Corton Smira, from the Committee 
of Claims, to whom was-referred, on the twelfth 
instant, a resolution to inquire whether any far- 
ther compensation ought to be allowed to any of 

. the collectors of the direct tax, made a report 
thereon y which was read; and committed to the 
Committee of the whole House to whom was 
committed; on the tenth instant, the report of the. 
Committee of Claims on the petitions of William 
Mattocks and of Haines. French. ee 
A Message was'received from the President of 
the Untied States, transmitting a report of the 
Surveyor of the Public: Buildings at the City of 
Washington, on the subject of the said buildings, 
and the application of the moneys appropriated: 
for them; which was read and. referréd to Mr. 
Netson, of Maryland, Mr. Jonzs, Mr. Maaruper, 
Mr. Lewrs;and Mr: Hastinas. 

. «Ordered, That the committee to whom.was re-. 
ferred, on the sixth instant; thé petition of the Di- 
rectors and Agents of the Ohio Company, be dis- 
charged from'the-furtlier consideration thereof ; 
atid that the said petition be referred tothe Com- 
mitiee on the Public Lands: : ‘ 
«The House ‘resolved itself into a Committee of 

. the Whole‘on thereport of the Committee of Ways 

and Means, to whom was referred; onthe sixth- 

- instant, the petition of Antliony Benezet, and 
others; and, ‘after-some timé spent therein; the 
‘Committee rose and reported progress. 

‘The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on’ the report of the Committee of 
Claims; to: whom: was referred, on the fourth inst. 
the petitions. of _Wallidm: Mattocks and Haines 
Frenchi; and, to which committee it: was also re- 
ferréd to inquire whether any further compensation 
ought-to be allowed to any-of the collectors-of the 
direct tax; and, after some time spent therein, the 
Committee rose and reported two resolutions there- 
upon; which were twice read; and, agreed to by 
the House, as follows : oe 
< Resolved, That the prayer of the 
tively, ought not to be granted.” «: 
-2 Resolved, That no farther compensation for services 
Performed, or expenses incurred, than what is already 

9th Con.—il . 


The House resolved itself into a: Committee of: 


petitions, respec- | 


provided by law, ought to be allowed to the ¢ 
of the direet tax, or any of them.” i 


i Monpay, December 30... i 

‘Another nember, to wit: CHRISTOPRER CLARK; 

from Virginia, appeared, produced his credentials; 
was qualified, and took his seat:in the House; 

Resolved, That the Committee of Commerce 
and Manufactures be instructed to inquire into the’ 
expediency of erecting the town of Darien, on the: 
Altamaha river, in the State of Georgia, inte & 
port of entry. a 

An engrossed bill to provide for Might-honges'in 
Long Istand Sound, and to declare Roxbury. in the 
State of Massachusetts, to be a port of' delivery, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A petition of sundry purchasers of public lands, 
in the State of Ohio, and in the Indiana Territory, 
was presented to the House and read, praying that 
farther and reasonable time may be allowed hem 
tomake payment forthe lands by them respectively 
purchased ; and that the interest due thereon may 
be ‘felinquished.Referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Méans. os ae 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed a bill; entitled “An. 
act to regulate the laying out and makigg a road 
from Cumberland, ia the State of Maryland; to the 
State of Ohio;” to which they desire the concur: 
rence of this House. The Senate have passed the 
bill, entitled “An act supplementary to ‘the act 
making provision for the payment of claims of cit- 
izens of the United States on the Government of 
France, the payment of which has beeh assumed 
by the United States, by virtue of the convention’ 
of the thirtieth of April, one thousand eight hua-’ 
dred and three, between the United States. and the 
French Republic,” with several amendments; to 
which they desire thé concurrence of this House. 

The House proceeded to consider the amends 
ments of the Senate to the bill last wientioned 3 
and the sime- being severally read‘at the Clerk’s: 


table, were agreed to ‘by the House. 


Ordered, That the committee appointed onthe 


‘twelfth instant, to whom it was referred “to cons 


sider and report on the expediency of making pro: 


‘vision by law for the application of the money 


heretofore appropriated to laying out. and making 
certain public roads,” be discharged therefrom. 
Mr. GREGG observed, that considerable dificul- 
ties had arisen in surveying the lands in Louis: 
iana, owibg to omissions in the law passed by 
the last Congress, and that the Committee on 
Public Lands had received a letter from the See- 
retary of the Treasury representing these ciream- 
stances and stating the necessity of legislative 
interposition. Mr. G- having read this: letter, 
asked in the name of thé committee and obtaiied 
leave to presént-a bill extending the powers of the 
Surveyor General to the- Territory of Louisiana, 
and for other purposes. ; : 
The bill was read and referred to a Committee 
of the Whole. f 
The bill from the Senate to regulate the laying 
out and making a road from Cumberland, on the 


HoF R: 


Potomac, to the river. Ohio, in the State of Ohio, 
was read and referred to a Committee, of the 
Wholeon Thursday. _ > 
[This bill authorizes the President of thẹ Uni- 
ted States to appoint three Commissioners to lay 
outa röad: from Cumberland on the ‘Potomac’ to 
the river Ohio, in the State of Ohio, to be four 
rods in width. 


The Commissioners are directed 
to make a report:to the President of their proceed- 
ings, 
piceable. ‘The President is authorized. to accept 
or reject the report in whole or part... If he shall 
accept it, he is then authorized to obtain the con- 
sent. of the States through which ‘the road may 
pass; and, having obtained such. consent, to make 
a turnpike. Fifty. thousand dollars are appro- 
priated, payable first out of the proceeds of the 
reservation from the sale.of lands in Ohio, and, 
secondly, out of the Treasury of the United 
States, the last sum to be chargeable to the. pre- 
ceding fund] ` . 

On motion of Mr. J. C. Smirx, the House went 
into a Committee of the Whole on the report of 
the Committee of Claims on the petition of Re- 
turn J. Meigs, in favor of allowing the Governor, 
Judges, and Secretary of the government of the 

Territory Northwest of the Ohio, compensation 
for serviges performed between the adoption of a 
constitu(fon by the State of Ohio and the meeting 
of the Legislature under that constitution. 

-A question arose whether those officers should 
be compensated by the United States or by the 
State of Ohio. 

On this question considerable debate arose: 
Messrs. J. C. SmitH, Morrow, BinwELL, SLOAN, 
Jackson, and. Dana; supportiog, and Messrs. J. 
Cuay, Sranrorp, Smits, and Ausron, opposing 
the:report. 

Mr. J. Cray moved that the Committee should 
rise and ask leave to sit again, that further time 
might be allowed to-consider the subject; which 
motion having been negatived—ayes 69, noes 59, 
Messrs. J. Cuay and Smite again spoke against 
agreeing to the report, when 

On motion of Mr, J. C. Smitu, the Committee 
rose and asked leave to sit again, which the House 
granted. 


fermenter 


TUESDAY, December 31. 


.. Another member, to wit: Matraew Lyon, from 
Kentucky, appeared, produced his credentials, 
was qualified,.and took his seat in the House. 

' The consideration of Mr. Sroan’s resolution 
to lay a tax on. slaves imported into the United 
States, was postponed till Monday next. 

. A Message was received from the President of 
the United States, giving the information re- 
quested by them relative to the discharge of State 
balances, and representing that New. York is the 
only. State that has discharged any. part of: the 
reported balances, and that she has in‘consequence 
been allowed a credit of $222,810 on the books of 
the Treasury.—Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole onthe state of the Union. . © =. 
“A petition. of the inhabitants of the City of 
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as well as the expense of making: the road |: 


‘fitting and preparing 


824 
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Washington, in the District of Columbia, was 


presented to the House and read, praying that a 
public road may be opened and made at the pub- 


lic expense, so as to connect the northern extrem- 
‘ity of Fourteenth street, in the said city, with the 


public road: leading by Rock Creek Church to 
Fredericktown.—Referred to Messrs. Netson, of 
Maryland, Stepman, and Bassett, to examine 
and report thereupon to the House. 4 
-Mr. ErLrot moved the following resolution s; 
Resolved, That it is expedient to provide; by law, for 
navy yards, belonging to 
the United States, on or near the shore of the Atlantic 
ocean, for the reception of the ships and vessels of war 
of the United States. .- nes 
Referred to the committee; appointed on: the 
fourth instant, on so much of the Message of the 
President of: the United States ‘as ‘relates to the 
aggressions committed on our coasts. by foreign’ 
armed vessels; tothe defence of .our ports and 
harbors; to the building of seventy-four gua 
ships; and-to. the prohibiting of the exportation 
of arms and ammunition. . pots 
A petition of sundry settlers.and purchasers of 
public lands northwest of the Ohio, and between 
the Miami rivers; was presented to the Houseand , 
read, praying the right of pre-emption to certain 
sections of and, in ‘the said State, which. they 
have respectively improved and settled.—Referred 
to the Committee on the Public-Lands. > : 
On motion. it was oo Bees 
Resolved, That.a. committee be appointed to in- 
quire whether any; and. what, further provision 
ought to be made, by law, respecting the security 
required of marshals appointed under the author- 
ity of the United States, for the faithful perform- 
ance of their official duties; and that they have’ 
leave to report by bill, or. otherwise..." j3 
Ordered, That Mr: :TaLLmaADGE, Mr. CUARE; 
and Mr. Lyon, be appointed a‘com mittee, pursi- 
ant to the said resolution. | = Pk ae UR 
The House. again resolved: itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole. on the report of the Com- 
mittee of Claims, to whom.was referred, on the 
sixteenth instant, the memorial of Return Jonathan 
Meigs, and, after some time spent  thereio,. the 
committee rose and reported-a-resolution thereap- 
on; which was:again twice-read, and agreed to. 
by the House. as follows: : BT ph ali sianidi 
` Resolved, That the proper accounting. officers 
be authorized to settle the accounts: of the Gov- 
ernor, Secretary, and Judges, of the late Territory 
of the United States Northwest of the river Ohio, 
for their services while acting in those capacities, 
respectively, at any time before the first ‘Tuesday 
of March, one thousand eight hundred and three, 
Ordered, That a-bill,-or bills, be brought in, 
pursuant to the said resolution; and. that the 
Committee of Claims do prepare and bring in the 
same.. anagih 


JOHN DORR. i l 


Mr. CROWNINSHIELD, from the Committee o 
Commerce and Manufactures. having considered 


| the petition of John Dorr, of Boston, in‘the. State 


of Massachusetts, referred onthe 5th instant, sub- 
mitted the following report: gue : 
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The petitioner states that, on the 6th of August last, 
he imported into. the district of Boston and Charles- 
town, in the ship Jenny, from Antwerp, four boxes of 
Dutch playing cards, the duties of which amounted to 
nine hundred and thirty-six dollars. Being ignorant 
of the existence of any law refusing the drawback on 
the exportation of playing cards, the. petitioner actu- 
ally shipped the cards for the East Indies, and applied 
to the custom-house to receive: the debenture certifi- 
cates, when he was, for. the. first ‘time, informed, that 
playing cards. were not entitled to the benefit. of’ draw- 
back. He pleads ignorance of the law, and has made 
application to Congress for relief. __ an) 3 


-The committee find that: playing cards are refused 
the drawback: on exportation, under: the provision of 
“the act for imposing more: specific duties on the im- 
‘portation of certain:articles,” &c., passed 27th March, 
1804, which act was officially received by the collector 
at Boston, on the 1st of May, and went into operation 
on the 1st :day of July -followings From certificates 
exhibited in this case, it appears it did not. occur to the 
collector, at the time of shipment, that playing cards 
were not entitled to the drawback, and.the petitioner, 
also, was unacquainted with the law.. The committee 
are of opinion, however, that the petitioner ought. to 
have known that-such a law was in force. It would 
then have been at- his own option to have reported the 
` cards for exportation; and in this case they might have 
been, reshipped in the same: bottom, without being 
landed, and no. duties whatever could have been de- 
manded upon them. . The same. law which prohibits 
the drawback on, playing cards, refuses the drawback 
on foreign fish and fish oil. - The-importers or export- 
rs of these articles might, with the same’ propriety, 
urge complaints against. the. law, and request a return 
of the duties in cases.of exportation. .. If the drawback 
on playing cards is. granted, it would be fair to return 
it.on all the foreign fish and, fish oil exported since the 
act went into operation. :. There appears to: have. been 
ample time for the law. to have been generally known; 
it,was nearly eighteen months from its passing to the’ 
time of the-exportation of the playing cards.. Although 
` the committee are convinced that the petitioner. was 
not informed of the existence of the law, and although 
they.are of the opinion. that: his: situation is:an unfor- 
inate one, yet, considering the. necessity there is of 
preserving uniformity in decisions -of ‘this sort, and 
‘taking’ into view, also, the danger that.would. arise. to 
the. revenue, in repealing. the law in this particular in- 
stance, without extending it to the other-articles named 
nthe same act, they are: satisfied that the relief prayed 
for. ought ‘not to be granted, and recommend that the 
petitioner have, leave to withdraw his petition. 


+The report was agreed: to,.and:the House ad- 


 Journed to Thursday next. ~ 


RE 


“Taurspay, January 2, 1806. 


“The Spzaker laid before the House a letter 
fromthe Secretary of State, transmitting a report 
onthe memorial of Peter Landais, referred to him 
by order of the House, on the 16th ultimo; which 
was read, and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole on Monday next. Aa 

Mr. Joan Cotrow Smita, from the Committee 
of Claims, presented. a bill for the relief of the 
Governor, Secretary, and Judges, of the late Ter- 

ritory of the United States. North west of the river 


E O aerate 


Ohio; which was read twice and committed toa 
Committee of the Whole to-morrow. : 
Mr. Sarxty, from the committee appointed on 


‘the 16th ultimo, presented a bill to extend juris- 


diction, in certain cases, to the, State judges and 
State courts; which was read twice and committed 
to.a Committee of the Whole on Tuesday next. 

Ordered, That the Committee on the: Public. 
Lands, to whom was referred, on the eighteenth 
ultimo, the petition of certain actual settlers on 
lands lately sold by Congressas pre-emption lands, 
lying between the Miamies, in the State of Ohio, 
be discharged from the consideration thereof; and 
that the said petition be referred.to the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means. . 


`y ARMY REGULATIONS. 


The House went into a Committee of the. 
Whole onthe bill for establishing rules and arti- 
cles for the goverament of the Armies of the Uni- 
ted States. . 

The bill was taken up by sections. 

On reaching the eighth article, which authorizes 
a court martial to puaish with death or otherwise 
any one “who, being present at any mutiny or 
Sedition, does not use his utmost endeavor to sup- 
press the same, or coming to the knowledge of 
any intended mutiny, does not, without delay, 
give information thereof to his comman@ing offi- 
cer,” Mr. G, W. CAMPBELL moved to strike out. 
the words “death or otherwise.” 

Messrs. Varknom and Newson opposed the mo- 
tion, which was disagreed to without a division. 

In a subsequent article, Mr. G. W. CAMPBELL 
moved to strike out that part, which authorizes: a 
court martial to punish with death any one. who 
offers violence to his officer. aay ere 

In support.of this amendment, Mr. CAMPBELL 
reprobated the idea of the lives of citizens being in 
the power of a court martial. He compared sol- 
diers. to.mere machines, from the severity of the 
military law;. he said almost every article in tbe 
bill was stained with blood he drew a parallel 
between them, and the civil penal laws ; and that: 
when men know how ‘small offences. subjected 
them-to death, they would ‘be deterred from or dis» 
gusted in sérving their country. i oe: 

Mr. Soursard and Mr. Cook followed with’ 
similar observations and ‘arguments, in favor of 
the amendment, ` 

This was strenuously opposed by Mr. R. Ner- 
son, Mr. Suitie, Mr. Macon, and Mr. TALLMADGE. 

These gentlemen represented the necessity of 
the bill standing as it had hitherto done in this re- 
spect. Theydrew.a picture of the Army without 
discipline, where every soldier might think him- 
self at his own disposal—of an army being ordered 
to attack the enemy, and an officer refusing, and 
drawing hissword onhiscommanding officer. The 
necessity of a code of laws for the military differ- 
ing from the eivil.law was demonstrated; and 
having, by the law as it stands, gone through. the 
Revolutionary war with success, and in peace 
found no ill consequence arising therefrom, they 
thought it neither prudent nor safe to adopt the j 
amendment. Bile, Bate gate ` ; A 
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desirable in the minds of the individual citizens. But 
such meats ought to be adopted by the Government 
as are best calculated to effect the object, with as little 
fatigue and expense to individuals as the nature of the 
cage will admit. It is conceived, that the fatigue and 
expense of military discipline is, ina very great degree, 
proportionate to the population of the different parts of 
the country: where ‘the duty is performed, or, in other 
words, it is proportionate to the distance each ‘individ- 
ual composing the different corps is: compelled to travel 
‘to réach his place*of patade.: Under the present or- 
ganization of the militia, this idea is fully verified—the 
difference in the expense ‘of militia meetings, in ‘those 
parts. of the country where the inhabitants are the 
most. dispersed; when compared with similar meets 
ings, in the more populous parts, is very apparent; and, 1 
besides, the nature of the case ‘compels-us. to believe, 
that. the same cause will producé:a similar disparity in 3 
military acquirement. : 
These, however, are evils which grow out of the nas 
ture of the case, and cannot.be remedied, but by the: 
increase of population, because the principles of the or- 
ganization are calculated. to render the formation of 
the different corps as compact as is consistent. with. 
proper-military arrangements. 


V Mr. Taxtaaper'said, that in the Revolutionary 
war, the disobedience’ of soldiers to their officers’ 
commands, had, at one time. gone to such a length 
as threatened a mutiny. The Adjutant General, 
Jeo, was. struck. by a soldier on ‘being ordered to 
du:his- duty. °'The:commander ordered him to be 
tried:-by.a general court. martial. He was found: 

ilty and sentenced to: be shot. The army ‘was 
rawn up, to attend. the execution; upon the spot 
appointed for: that: purpose General. Lee interceded 
ip-behalf- of the soldier; who-was, in:consequence 
patdoned. This, however, produced a good effect 
ibithe'army. Mr..'Tattmapae, brought forward 
other:inéstances: of danger, when soldiers were not 
subject to severelaws. Soldiers, he observed, were- 
a description of men that must be ruled with se- 
verity—and though officers were invested with 
this authority, they were ever careful in exerting 
it, So-far from it, that an officer had an esteem 
for-ihe soldiers he commands—while the soldier 
himself, acting up to the tenor of his duty, respected 
his officer’ 2 

Thequextion being now called for on Mr. Camp- 
BELL'S amendment, was lost. The affirmative 
only 20. 

. As the Committee progressed in reading ‘the 
pill,numerous amendments, principally verbal, 
were mage. 

- ‘Phe OWtamittee then rose, reported progress,and 

{i asked leave to sit again, which was granted. 


CLASSIFICATION OF THE MILITIA. 


Mt. Varnoum, from the committee to whom 
was referred so much of the Message of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, of the 3d of December, 
as relates to the organization and classification of 
the militia, and to the augmentation of the land 
forces, made the following report, in part: 

“In:relation to a classification and new organization 
ofthe militia, The most extensive view of this part 
of the subject which has occurred to the ‘committee is, 
a division of the militia into four classes, in the follow- 
ing manner, viz: those between eighteen ‘and twenty- 
one. years. of age to compose one class; those between 
twenty-one, and twenty-six to compose:a second class ; 
those between twenty-six and thirty-five. to compose a 
third class; and those between thirty-five and forty- 
five to compose. the fourth class; each class to be under 
a separate organization, and to be commanded by .sep- 
arate corps of officers. To this kind of organization, as 
it relates to the first clasa, we are met by a Conatitutional 
objection.” By tho, Constitution of the Unijted States, 
Congress ‘are empowered “to provide for organizing, 
arming, and disciplining the militia, reserving to the 
States, respectively, the appointment of the officers.” 

By some of the State constitutions it is provided, 
that the-captains and subalterns of the militia shall be 
chosen by such of the persons who compose the respéc- 
tive compatiies as are upwards of twenty-one years of 
age, so that’ there is no Constitutional provision by 
which such States can appoint officers to command a 
clase of the militia:com posed of minors. 

Knowledge. of: tactics, and an acquaintance with 
subordination and distipline, are acquirements of such: 
importance to our national defence, that the promotion 
of them among the militia ought to be a primary object 
with the Government, and, no doubt, is exceedingly- 


By the organization and classification of the militia, 
in the manner which has been named, the limits of 
each corps must be extended over four times the quan~ 
tity of territory it now occupies, and, consequently,, i 
would burden the citizens with a proportionate ad- 
ditional expense in the acquisition of a competent por- 
tion of military information, of operate as a propor- 
tionate preventive to such acquisition. The subject 
has been viewed in another: point of light—that is, to 
call on the two senior classes to exercise but once in a 
year, so as to proportion the quantum of exercise tothe 
extension of the corps. In this: case, all the evils at- 
tendant on the extension of the different corps over 
additional territory will attach to the’ junior classes 
which could attach to them in the other case, and the 
consequent hazard of a failure in diséipline will remain. 

Military knowledge, like that of every other science, 
without practice, is sbon forgotten, and, although it is 
not probable that the whole of the militia will beneed+ 
ed in the field ‘at any one time; yet, in case of invasion, 
it is very possible that all who are in the vicinity of the 
assailants may be necessary ; and; as it is uncertain at 
what point an énemy may make his attack, all'should 
be prepared to meet such an event. but, from a defi+ 
ciency in discipline, or the want‘ of a competent: know- 
ledge in tactics, in the two senior classes only, an imi- 
portant opportunity for a. speedy extermination of an 
enemy might be lost, and the lives of many ‘valuable. 
citizens putin jeopardy. It is, therefore, believed that 
this experiment is inadmissible. cr 

Another view of this subject has suggested a classifi- 
cation of the militia by ages, under the existing organi- 
zation; for the sole purpose of desighating those per- 
sons who are under twenty-six years of age as the only 
proper objects of militia duty. in the, field, except. in 
cases of great emergency, and in their particular vicin- 
age. From eighteen to tweuty-one years of age is a pe- 
riod of life in which the young men of the United States 
are employed in completing an education, in pursuit 
of mechanical information, or in acquiring a necessary 
acquaintance with some other branch of business, oc- 
cupation, or profession, on the improvement of which 
| they calculate to obtain a: subsistence. From twenty- 
one to twenty-six, they are improving their previous 
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acquirements in their various occupations and profes- 
sions, and thereby laying a foundation for a decent sup- 
port of themselves and families through life; this is a 
period, also, at which the young men of the United 
States generally engage in matrimony, and ‘become 
chargeable with families, all which renders their time 
as dear to them, from eighteen ‘to twenty-six years of 
age, as at any other period ‘of life. 

~ It would seem, therefore, that an arrangement which 
would compel this class of our citizens to bear the prin- 
cipal part of the burden of national defence, might just- 
ly be deemed a-departure from that principle of distri- 
butive justice which ought to be.a paramount charac- 
teristic of the Government of the United States. 

That young men would better endure the fatigues 
of along campaign than those more advanced in life, 
is not doubted; but whether, on a sudden emergency, 
they would be more useful in repulsing an enemy than 
an equal number of enrolled militia, on an average from 
eighteen to forty-five, is'a quéstion of doubt 3. if, how- 
ever, it should be considered that the advantage is in 
favor of the young men, it is confidently believed, that 
the advantage in that case to the public would be of a 
sufficient magnitude to justify the Government inim- 
posing on them such an unequal burden. + 

Ifthe proposed system should be adopted, the total 
derangement of the existing organization of the militia 
must be the consequence. It may be proper here 
again to remark that, by the Constitution of the United 
States is vested in the General Government the power. 
“to provide for organizing, arming, and disciplining the 
militia, and for governing such part of them as may be 
‘employed in the service of the United States ;” but. the 
same article of the Constitution is express in “ reserv- 
jng to the Statés, respectively, the appointment of the 
‘officers, and the authority of training the militia, ac- 
cording to the discipline prescribed by Congress.” By 
fhis: arrangement in the Constitution, the powers ne- 
cessary to produce an efficient militia are divided: be- 
tween the General Government and the. State gov- 
ernments. In pursuance ‘of the power vested in the 
General Government on this subject, Congress did, in 
the year 1792, pass an act to establish an uniform mi- 
litia throughout the United States, which act seems to 
embrace all the principles in the case delegated to Con- 
‘gress, Soon after the passage of that law by Congress, 
;& consideration of the. subject was assumed by the Le- 
gislatures of all the States, and laws have been passd 
by. all the States for carrying that system into effect, so 
‘that, by. the co-operation of the General Government 
and the State governments, the militia are now com- 

letely. organized and officered throughout the Union, 

t is now thirteen years since this system has been in 
Operation; the people practising under it have, in a 
great degree, become acquainted with it, and attached 
tö it; and, in many parts of the Union, military discip- 
line is rapidly progressing under it, and it cannot with 
Propriety be doubted, that the militia of the United 
States, under the existing organization, are amply com- 
petent to a defence against the intrusion of any invad- 
ing enemy. : To derange this system, then, and intro- 
duce one totally new and untried, one in which it is 
not certain that the State Legislatures will concur, and 


which is of doubtful aspect, asit relates to the appro- ` 


-bation of the. people, would, in the opinion of the com- 

mittee, at this important crisis of our national affairs, 
e putting too much at risk. They, therefore, recom- 

‘mend the following resolution : f 

~ Resolved; 

for the classification or new organization 01 the miiitia. 


‘That it is inexpedient to adopt-measures | 


Referred to a Committee of the Whole on 
Monday. eee 

COLLECTION OF. DUTIES. 

Mr. Satury, fromthe com mittee:appointed -tø 
inquire into the expediency of so far amending 
the act entitled “An act to provide for miti ating 
or remitting the ‘forfeitures, penalties, ghd‘ disa- 
bilities acerued in certain cases therein menton: 
ed,” as to extend the powers vested in the disttiet 
judges of the United States to the judges of the 
judicial courts of the several States, made ile fol- 
lowing report: : f f 


That, by the 30th section of a law of the. United 
States, to regulate the collection of duties on. imports 
and tonnage, it is made the duty of any person, having 
the charge and command. of any ships or vessels, to 
make a report, within twenty-four hours, of the. arrival 
of the said ship or vessel, and within forty-eight -honrg 
after such arrival to make another report in form of all 
the particulars required to be in a manifest, ‘é&e. + and 
that if the said master, or other person having the. care 
of any such ships and vessels, shall neglect or omié.ta 
make the said reports, or any of them, he shall, for each 
and every offence, forfeit and pay the sum of 81,000. 

And also, that, by the 50th section of the.said: law, 
masters of vessels unloading goods'without a permit 
shall forfeit $400. a ane 

That bythe 105th and 106th sections of tie said act, 
goods; wares, and merchandise may be imported in the 
districts on, the northern. and ‘northwestern ‘boundariés 
of the United States, in vessels and boats of any bur 
den, and. in-rafts and carriages of any kind and nature, 
subject to the like regulations, penalties, and forfeitures, 
as in other districts. 

Your: comwittee observe, that the intercourse “by 
water between the inhabitants on the frontier of the 
United States, particularly of the divttict of Champlain, 
and those of. Cañada, is, in many instances, effected in 
small boats or canoes, not exceeding three-quarters of a 
ton burden; that the intercourse with Canada is ‘not 
confined to the water communication; that at the place 
where the. line of forty-five degrees of north latitude 
separates the United States from the British territory, 
Lake Champlain is sixty miles distant from the river St. 
Lawrence; that, the land of that tract is, at several 
points, inhabited on both sides of the line. 

That, by the act under the. consideration. of 
committee, for mitigating or remitting. fines, forfeitures, 
and disabilities, any person that has incurred fine, pen» 
alty, or forfeiture, by force of any law of the United 
States, for the laying, levying, or collecting any duties 
or taxes, may prefer his petition to. the judge of the 
district, setting forth the circumstances of his case} 
and, upon an inquiry, itis made the duty of the said 
judge to cause the facts which shall appear to be stated 
and annexed to the petition, and to direct their trans- 
mission to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall 
thereupon have power to mitigate or remit such: fine 
and penalty, if, in his opinion, the same shall have been 
incurred without wilful negligence, or any intention of 
fraud; and to direct the prosecution, if any shall have 
been instituted, to be. discontinued, upon. such. terms 
and conditions as he may deem reasonable and just, 

. Your committee further observe, that. the revenue disg- 
tricts on. the northern frontier are at a distance of be- 
tween three. and four. hundred miles of the place. of 
residence of the district judges and of the district courte; 
that any petitioners from those districts would be forced 
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to travel from six to eight hundred miles with their evi- 
dences, in order to avail themselves of the benefits con- 
templated by the law; that the persons who are liable 
to infringe the laws of the United States, on account of 
their local situation, are generally poor, or in very mod- 
erate circumstances; that they-have not the ability to 
bear the-oxpenses -ofso long a journey. ras 

“That. the inhabitants of the northern part of Lake 

Champlain. are in the habit of transporting their pro- 
duce, such as pork, butter, and cheese, in canoes in 
the summer months, and in sleighs during the winter} 
that the distance from a direct route by land, to any of 
the custom-house offices, often exceeds twenty miles ; | 
that in many. instances those people will, through ne- 
glect, ignorance, or necessity, unload the trifling articles 
they have imported before a previous declaration to the 
custom-house is made ; in which case they are liable to 
pay a fine of $1,000 for not giving notice of their ar- 
rival into the district within twenty-four hours, and to 
pay another fine of $400 for unloading without a per- 
mit, - : 
That the inhabitant of the frontier may and will 
often be driven by want to step over the fictitious bar- 
rier, in order to obtain from his neighbor, across the 
line; a single bushel of corn, perhaps the price of his 
labor; that, by such an act, the poor man makes him- 
self liable to pay the disproportionate penalty of the 
law, and that the difficulty or impossibility of petition- 
ing for relief is a stimulus to the rapacity of a wicked 
informer ;“and thet, on the whole, your committee be- 
lieve that the law for mitigating and remitting penal- 
ties is, in its present form, nugatory. as it respects the 
frontier: districts, and that the inhabitants of those 
districts are totally deprived of the means of obtaining 
relief. 

“ Under these impressions, and agreeably to the opin- 
ion of the Secretary of the Treasury, expressed in his 
letter hereunto annexed, your committee are of opin- 
ion that the powers of the district judges, and of the 
district courts, ought to be extended to the judges and 
to the judicial courts of the several States, so far as it 
respecta the revenue districts of Champlain, Sackett’s 
Harbor, Oswego, Genesee, Niagara, Buffalo Creek, and 
Presque Isle; and they have prepared a bill for that 
purpose. ` 


laws, were the jurisdiction of the State courts, in those 
counties which include the above-mentioned. districts, 
extended to all seizures, penalties, and forfeitures, aris- 
ing under the revenue laws of the United States; and, 
the same powers, in relation to the remission or miti- 
gation of such penalties. and forfeitures, given to. the 
presiding judges of those State courts; which have.been, 
given to the judges of the district courts of. the United 
States. I have the honor to be, &c., i a 

oat ALBERT. GALLATIN. 

Hon. Parer Sarry, Chairman, ge. 


The report was referred to. the Committee of 
the Whole on. Tuesday next. ny g 


Fray, January 3. , 
A memorial of the House of Representatives of 
the Territory of Orleans was presented to. the 
House and read, praying a. revision, alteration, 
and amendment, of the act of the last session, en 
titled “An act for ascertaining and adjusting. the 
titles and claims to land within the Territory of 
Orleans, and District. of Louisiana ;” that-legal, 
provision may be made for securing them ‘in the. 
right of common, in certain lands contiguous to 
their settlements; that the holders of single con- 
cessions may be placed: upon the same footing 
with those to whom double concessions were 
granted by the Governments of France and Spain; 
and. that Congress will patronize and ‘endow pub 
lic schools for the education of youth in the said: 
Territory. ` Menage at tae 
Ordered, That the said memorial be referred 
to the committee appointed, on the tenth ultimo, 
on the petition of the Legislative Council of the 
Territory of Orleans; and that, Mr. ROBERT 
Wruirentuy be added to the said committee, in 


leave. BE Gane 
A petition of P. H. F. Bastrop, of the : Terri- 
tory of Orleans; was presented to the House and 
read, praying that he may be indemnified by a 
grant of lands or money, for the loss ofan exclusive 


said Territory, to trade with the Indian tribes for 
a term not yet expired; and which exclusive priv- 
ilege he is now deprived of in consequence of the 
said cession.—Referred to the committee “ap- 
pointed, on the nineteenth ultimo, on alterations 
necessary in the “ Act to regulate trade and inter- 
course with the Indian tribes.” E 


aeasuny DeEranTMENT, Dec: 26, 1805. 


Srn: Thad the honor to receive your letter of the 
19th instant, respecting the propricty of extending the 
powers vested in the district judges, in relation to the 
remission of forfeitures and penalties, to the judges of 
the judicial courts of the several States. 

As those forfeitures and penalties can only be incurred 
on the sea border, or on the northern frontier of the 
United States, it is only on that frontier that the dis- 
tance from the residence of the district judge, and from 
the place where district courts are held, renders it 
almost impracticable for the parties to avail themselves 
of the present mode of affording relief. 

The inconvenience has been remedied, so far as re- 
lated to the Territories, by act of last session. ‘There 
js a district judge in the State of Ohio, and one in that 
of Vermont. The only part of the frontier where there 
is just ground of complaint extends from Lake Cham- 

lain to the western boundary of Pennsylvania, includ- 
ing the revenue districts of Champlain, Sackett’s Har- 
bor, Oswego, Genesee, Niagara, Buffalo Creek, and 
Presque Isle. think that it would, on the whole, be 
in favor of the revenue, as well as of those persons who 


chairman of a committee of sundry electors of the 
first election district of Pennsylvania, composed 
of the city and county of Philadelphia, and the 
county of Delaware, was presented to the. House 
and read, complaining of an undue election and 
‘return of Michael Leib, one of the members re- 
turned from the said district to serve in this 
House, for the said State of Pennsylvania.—Re- 
ferred to the Committee of Elections. ae 
The House again went-into Committee of the 
Whole on the bill to establish: rules ‘and articles 
for the government of the atmies of the United 
States. ee, gee 
The Committee, having considered. the remain- 
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may. inadvertently. commit some. breach.of.the revenue, - 


the room of Mr. Joan WHITEHILL, absent. om . 


privilege, granted him before the cession ofthe . 


A memorial and petition of John Douglass, - 
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ing parts of the bill, section by section, reported 
the same with sundry amendments, which the 
House took into immediate consideration, approv- 
ing some and rejecting others; when the bill was 
ordered to a third reading on Thursday. 

Mr. J. Ranpo pn observed that he had a com- 
munication to make, which, according to the 
rules of the House, required the galleries to be 
cleared; which the Speaker, thereupon, directed 
to be done. 

The galleries continued closed till about three 
o'clock, when they were opened, and the House 
adjourned till Monday. 


Monpay, January 6. 


The Spraxer laid before the House a letter re- 
ceived by him from David Rumsey, representing 
that his son, though possessed of a protection, had 
been impressed by the British ; and that, notwith- 
standing his most strenuous exertions, he is una- 
ble to obtain his release. The letter is couched 
in unlettered, but pathetic terms, and concludes 
in the following manner: “I lost an estate by 
‘lending money to carry on the Revolutionary 
‘ war, and I suffered everything but death by be- 
‘ ing a prisoner among them (the British) in Can- 
‘ada. I lay fifteen months in close confinement, 
‘when I bore the rank of a full captain; and if 
‘ this is all the liberty I have gained, to be be- 
‘reaved of my children in that form, and they 
‘ made slaves, [ had rather be without it. I hope 
‘ that Congress will take some speedy methods to 
‘relieve our poor distressed children from under 
‘their wretched hands, whose tenderest mercy is 
t cruelty.”—Referred to the Secretary of State. 

Mr. CLinTon presented a memorial of the mer- 
chants of the city of New York, signed by their 
chairman and a numerous committee, by the 
unanimous order, and on behalf of a general 
meeting of the said merchants, stating that the 
commerce of the United States has been deeply 
aggrieved and injured, and the memorialists them- 
selves subjected to heavy and unforeseen losses, 
by the new assumed principle, adopted by the 
British tribunals of admiralty, “that neutrals may 
be restrained in time of war to their accustomed 
trade in time of peace ;” a principle destructive of 
the hitherto acknowledged rights of neutrals, and, 
especially, subversive of the whole export trade 
to the United States: and that, appealing to the 
universal and inviolable principle of the law of 
nations, “that the goods of a neutral, consisting of 
articles not contraband of war, in a neutral vessel 
employed in direct trade between neutral countries, 
and ports of a belligerent country, not invested or 
blockaded, are protected,” the memorialists con- 
fide in the wisdom and energy of the National 
Government to devise efficient means for main- 
taining and protecting the lawful commerce of 
the United States, and for placing the ports and 
harbors thereof in a state of defence and security. 
—Referred to the consideration of a Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. Varnum, from the committee on that part 
of the Presideni’s Message which relates to the 


organization of the militia, the augmentation ot 
the land forces. &c., made a further report in part, 
submitting a bill authorizing a detachment of the 
militia of the United States; which was referred 
to a Committee of the Whole to-morrow. ` 

The bill authorizes the President of the Uni- 
ted States to require the Executives of the re- 
spective States to hold their quota of one hundred 
thousand militia in readiness to march ata mo- 
ment’s warning ; authorizes the acceptance of vol- 
unteer corps as a part of the detachment, and ap- 
propriates dollars for the purposes of the 
act. 

ths NicHouson presented a memorial from the- 
Board of Trustees for the education of youth in 
the City of Washington, stating the measures. 
taken by the board in the establishment of aw 
academy, and the contemplated establishment of 
higher institutions; and requesting Congress to - 
aid their views by the donation of city lots, by 
authorizing a lottery, and by such other measures 
as they may see fit to take —Referred to a com- 
mittee of five members. 

Mr. J. Ranvoupu said that the Committee of 
Ways and Means had received a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, with various accom- 
panying documents, on abuses alleged to have . 
taken place in consequence of the evidences of 
the public debt being receivable in payment for 
lands; and on the vague provisions at present in 
force relative to the purchase of the public debt 
by the Commissioners of the Sinking Fund. Hav- 
ing made a brief explanation of these provisions, 
Mr. R. presented a bill to repeal the act to author- 
ize the receipt of evidences of the public debt in 
payment for the lands of the United States, and 
for other purposes relative to the public debt, 
which was referred to a Committee of the Whole 
on Thursday. i 

[This bill provides that the act to authorize tne 
receipt of evidences of the public debt in payment 
for the lands of the United States, passed March 
3, 1797, and so much of any other acts as author- 
izes the same, shall be repealed after the 31st of 
March next, and that the Commissioners of the 
Sinking Fund shall not be authorized to purchase 
the public debt at higher rates than sixty per eent. 
of the nominal value of the three per cents., or than 
the nominal value of its unredeemed amount for 
any other species, the eight percents. only except- 
ed, for which they may give, in addition thereto, at 
the rate of one half of per cent. on the nominal 
value, for each quarterly dividend, payable from 
the time of purchase to Jan. 1, 1809. At the close 
of the accompanying letter of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, he states his intention of submitting 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, a plan 
for converting the three per cents., the old six per 
cents., and the deferred stock, into a new stock, 
bearing an interest of six per cent.; by which 
means the whole public debt contemplated to be 
discharged at a certain period, may be extin- 
guished. | 


IMPRESSED SEAMEN. 


Mr. CRowninsuteLp observed that, at the last 
session, there had been a return made to the House 
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of the American seamen impressed by British 


vessels, which had not been acted upon. Since 
that period these impressments had increased in 
a most astonishing degree. It was a faet that 
from 2,500 to 3,000 of our best seamen were de- 
tained by the British, We want the services of 
this useful class of men. That the attention of 
the House may be drawn to the subject, in order 
that proper measures may be taken by the Gov- 
ernment, I have drawn up the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be directed to 
lay before this House, a return of the number of Amer- 
ican seamen who have been impressed or detained by 
the ships of war, or privateers of Great Britain, whose 
names have been reported to the Department of State 
gince the statement was made to the House at the last 
session of Congress, mentioning the names of the per- 
sons impressed, with the names of the ships and ves- 
sels by which they were impressed, and the time of the 
jm pressment, together with any facts and circumstances 
jn relation to the same which may have been reported 
to him; stating, also, the whole number of American 
seamen impressed, from the commencement of the 


present war in Europe, and including, in a separate | 


column, the number of passengers, if any, who may 
have been taken out of American vessels coming to 
the United States from Europe. 

Mr. Exuior said that, in seconding the motion 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts, he felt it a 
duty to express a hope that the resolution would 
not only be adopted with perfect unanimity, but 
that we should no longer stop at the precise 

oint of the adoption of a simple resolution, call- 
ing for information on this interesting subject. 
The information which was laid before the House 
at the last session, with that which has since been 
derived from the public papers, has produced a 
Joud expression of public indignation, which it is 
our duty to echo with energy. To prefer every 
consequence to insult and habitual wrong, is a 
sentiment of the Executive, which has been ad- 
mitted even by its opponents to be correct and 
honorable. Has the time arrived when it has 
become indispensably necessary to reduce this 
principle to practice? Do we suffer insult and 
habitual wrong? Our merchants call loudly for 
the redress of injuries. I hope we shall redress 
them. Let us extend to them the arm of national 
protection, but let us extend it also to another 
class of injured citizens; while we give it to the 
rich, let us not withhold it from the poor. The 
groans of our impressed fellow-citizens mingle 
with the murmurs of every gale from the ocean! 
The queen of that element ought no longer to be 
suffered to bespangle her diadem with the tears of 
American seamen, or to substitute her will and 
her interest for the laws of nature and of nations. 
Jt is to be hoped that, upon this subject, we shall 
take an attitude worthy of the nation; an attitude 
not to be abandoned but by obtaining complete 
justice. 

The resolution was then agreed to unani- 
mously. 

CONTESTED ELECTION. 

Mr. Finney, from the Committee of Elections, 

to whom was referred the petition of John Doug- 


lass. praying the House of Representatives of the 
United States to appoint a commission to set in 
Philadelphia, for the purpose of investigating the 
election of Micar Lets, returned as a member 
of this House from ihe State of Pennsylvania, 
that if the same be found illegal, a new election 
may be granted, reported, that having, according 
to order, had the same under consideration, they 
submit the following report: 

A petition against the election of any person returned 
as a member of the House of Representatives, ought 
to state the ground on which the election is contested, 
with such certainty as to give reasonable uotice thereof 
to the sitting member, and to enable the House to judge 
whether the same be verified by the proof, and if proved, 
whether it be sufficient to vacate tle seat; and the pe- 
titioner ought not to be admitted to give evidence of 
any fact not substantially alleged in his petition. 

In the present case, the petition contains no direct 
or specific charge of an illegality in the election. The 
only allegations are general and indirect; that is, by a 
history of the proceedings of certain meetings and 
committees of electors, and by reference to a subjoined 
report of one of those committees and the documents 
accompanying it, which documents appear to be seven 
ex parte depositions, not admissible in evidence, and 
not deemed proper to be considered as parts of the peti- 
tion, by being generally referred to therein. 

The committee are of opinion, that on such a peti- 
tion there can be no satisfactory trial of the merits of 
the election in question; and therefore recommend the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That the petitioner have leave to withdraw 
his petition and the papers accompanying the same. 

The House immediately took the resolution 
into consideration, and agreed to it without debate 
or division. 

On motion of Mr. J. Ranvoups the galleries 
were cleared about one o’clock. The doors con- 
tinued closed until a short time beyond the usual 
period of adjournment, when, on motion, the 
House adjourned. 


Turspay, January 7. 

The House spent the morning in the reception 
and reference of petitions. 

On the motion of Mr. J. Ranpotwpn, the gal- 
leries were cleared at about twelve o’clock, and 
continued closed until the House adjourned, about 
the usual hour. 


Wepnespay, January 8. 

Mr. Manton, from the committee appointed on 
the sixteenth ultimo, presented a bill declaring the 
consent of Congress to an act of the State of South 
Carolina, passed on the twenty-first day of De- 
cember,in the year of our Lord one thousand eight 
hundred and four, so far as the same relates to 
authorizing the City Council of Charleston, to im- 
pose and collect a duty on the tonnage of vessels 
from foreign ports; which was read twice and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole on Mon- 
day next l 

Mr. TALLMADGE, from the committee appointed 
on the thirty-first ultimo, presented a bill relating 
to bonds given by marshals; which was read twice 
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and committed to a Committee of the Whole on 
Monday next. s 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed the bill, entitled “An 
act to provide for light-houses in Long Island 
Sound, and to declare Roxbury, in the State of 
Massachusetts, to be a port of delivery,” with an 
amendment; to which they desire the concur- 
rence of this House. 

Mr. Bipwe tr, from the committee to whom 
was committed a resolution relative to William 
Eaton, submitted the f Howing resolution: 

Resolved, by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States in Congress assembled, That 
the thanks of Congress be, and hereby are, presented 
to William Eaton, and his brave associates, for their 
distinguished services, in the late expedition, planned 
and conducted by him against Tripoli, in the execu- 
tion of which they marched from Egypt, through the 
desert of Lybia, and with the co-operation of the ex- 
‘Bashaw, and the assistance of 4 small part of the naval 
force of the United States, defeated the Tripolitan 
army, took the city of Derne, and essentially contri- 
buted to the termination of the war, and the restora- 
tion of our captive fellow-citizens to liberty and their 
country. 

Referred to a Committee of the Whole House 
on Saturday. 


ARMING THE MILITIA. 


_ Mr. Varnom observed that it would be found, 
by the militia returns, that there was in some parts 
of the Union a considerable deficiency of fire-arms. 
That inquiry might be made into this subject, 
and proper arrangements be made for correcting 
the evil, he moved the following resolution: 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to consider 
whether any, and, if any, what measures are necessary 
tobe adopted to complete the arming of the militia of 
the United States. 

The House immediately took this resolution 
into consideration, and agreed to it, with a modi- 
fication, suggested by Mr. J. C. Smrru, referring 


it to the committee charged with that part of the 


Message of the President which relates to the 


militia. 


Mr. Varnum said, that the inquiry, directed to 
be made by this resolution, might be facilitated, 
he would move the following resolution: 

Resolved, 'That the Secretary of War be directed to 
Jay before this House a statement of the number of fire- 
arms fit for use, the property of the United States, de- 
signating the places where they are deposited. 

This resolution was immediately agreed to. 


ARMY REGULATIONS, 


The bill for establishing rules and articles for 
the government of the armies of the United States 
was read the third time. 

Several verbal amendments were suggested as 
proper to be made. 

Mr. G. W. Camppeni moved to recommit the 
bill to a select committee, with the view of modi- 
fying it so asto render more definite the powers 
of courts martial, and particularly that the power 
of inflicting the punishment of death should be 
more guardedly bestowed. 


This motion was supported by Mr. Fisx, and 
Opposed by Messrs. Conran, and Earty; and lost 
—yeas 44, nays 57. 

Mr. Suivi then moved a recommitment of the 
89th article to the Committee of the Whole House, 
for the purpose of making the verbal amendments 
previously suggested. 

This motion was carried—yeas 55, nays 47; 
and the article made the order for this day : When, 

At the request of Mr J. Rannourn, the galleries 
were cleared about two o’elock, and remained 
closed till near 4 o’clock, when the House ad- 
journed. 


Tuurspay, January 9. 


Mr. Greca, from the committee appointed on 
so much of the President’s Message as relates to 
a Naval Peace Establishment, having obtained 
leave, submitted a bill in addition to an act, en- 
titled an act supplementary to the act providing 
fora Naval Peace Establishment, and for other 
purposes; which was referred to a Committee of 
the Whole House on Tuesday. 


[This bill repeals the second and fourth sections 
of the act recited in the title, authorizes the Pre- 
sident to keep in actual service in time of peace 
so many of the frigates and other public armed 
vessels, as in his judgment the nature of the ser- 
vice may require, and to cause the residue to be 
laid up in ordinary, in convenient ports—directs 
the public armed vessels in actual service in time 
of peace to be officered and manned as the Presi- 
dent shall direct, provided that the officers shall 
not exceed thirteen captains, nine masters com- 
mandant, seventy-two lieutenants, and one hun- 
dred and fifty midshipmen, who are to receive no 
more than half their monthly pay while not under 
orders for actual service, and provided that the 
whole number of able seamen, ordinary seamen, 
and boys, shall not exceed nine hundred and twen- 
ty-five ; the President being at liberty to appoint 
for the vessels in actual service, as many surgeons, 
surgeons’ mates, sailingmasters, chaplains, pursers, 
boatswains, gunners, sailmakers, and carpenters, 
as may in his opinion be necessary. | 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the 89th article of the bill establish- 
ing rules and articles of war for the government 
of the armies of the United States. 

Having verbally amended thisarticle, the Com- 
mittee rose, and the House confirmed the amend- 
ment, and ordered the articie, so amended, to be 
engrossed for a third reading to day. 

The House took into consideration, and con- 
curred in the amendment proposed by the Senate 
to the bill providing light-nouses on Long Island 
Sound. The bill therefore, only requires the sig- 
nature of the President, to be a law. The amend- 
ment directs the Secretary of the Treasury to 
have the lights so constructed as to be distinguished 
from all other lights in the neighborhood. 

When, about twelve o'clock, on the motion of 
Mr. Tuomas, the galleries were cleared. They 
remained closed until four o’elock, when the House 
adjourned. 
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Faıpay, January 10. 

The eighty-ninth article of the first section of 

the bill for establishing rules and articles for the 

government of the armies of the United States was 
brought up, engrossed, and read the third time. 

Resolved, That the said bill do pass, and that 


elucidating documents. 

The Message was read, and referred to Mr, 
the title be, “An act for establishing rules and Josepu Cray, Mr. Jonn C. Se RoGER 
articles for the government of the armies of the NeLson, Mr. CROWNINSHIELD, Mr. GARNETT, Mr, 
United States.” Fısx, and Mr. DICKSON. | 

A memorial of the Legislature of the State of 

Georgia was presented to the House and read, 
stating that great oppression and injury has arisen 
to sundry citizens of the said State, in consequence 
of a claimofthe State Sinoni aroraa to certain 
2Pni : a lands lying within the boundary of Georgia; that 

erected at Jones? Point, the necessary buildings for ae rights of Georgia have been oe tac affected aad 


the accommodation of sick and disabled seamen, | 2 ioa thereby d A hat È Ca 
and that a general quarantine establishment may | 7" ated thereby, and praying that Vungress will 
be made at Jones’ Point, at the public expense; ! interpose and cause the thirty-fifth degree of north 


which was referred to the Committee of Commerce | ae ae AEN, aod the one raa 
and Manufactures. ety es ep y ma ‘ eferred to 


Mr. Tuomas presented certain ‘proceedings of Mr. SPALDING, Mr. Se Veen Camp- 
the House of Representatives of Pennsylvania, rel- Me R le AROMAS: ea r. STANFORD, and 
ative to the conveyance of the mails and the im- Mr. Erpes; to oe, and report their opinion 

osition of postage, which was referred to the thereupon to the House. : 

ost Office committee. About twelve o’clock the galleries were again 
cleared on motion of Mr. Jackson. The House 
did not rise till near five o’clock. 


Mr. Homes presented a memorial from the 
Common Council of Alexandria, praying that 
the provisions of the third section of the act of 
Congress relative to quarantines may be extended 
to the District of Columbia, that there may be 


At about 12 o’clock the galleries were cleared, 
and continued closed until past 3 o’clock. 


Turspay, January 14. 


, The House commenced their proceedings this 
The Speaker laid before the House a letter from | morning, at eleven o’clock, in airet sine, hav- 
the Secretary of War, exhibiting a statement of | ing yesterday adjourned while the doors continued 
the number of fire-arms, the property of the Uni- | closed, and while confidential business was de- 
ted States, fit for use, designating the places where | pending. 

they are deposited ; by which itappears, that, exclu- |© The House continued sitting until three o’clock, 


sive of the arms in the hands of the troops in the | when the doors were opened, and an adjournment 
service of the United States, there are deposited in | ensued. 


various places: 113,501 muskets with bayonets, 
3,666 rifles, 62 fusils, 1,938 pair of pistols, and 918 


Sarurpay, January 11. 


carbines, Wepnespay, January 15. 
This communication was referred to the com-| A Message was received from the President of 
mittee appointed on the arming of the militia. the United States, transmitting an account of ihe 


A short time after eleven o'clock, the galleries | grant of twenty thousand dollars, for the contin- 
were cleared. They continued closed until four | gent charges of Government, by an act making ap- 
o'clock, when the House adjourned. propriations for the support of Government, for 

. the year onethousand eight hundred and five. The 
Message was read, and referred to the Committee 
Mownpay, January 13. of Ways and Means. 

Several petitions of sundry inhabitants of the| A Message was received from the President of 
counties of Randolph and St. Clair, in the Indiana | the United States, communicating the report of 
Territory, were presented to the House and read, | the Director of the Mint, of the operations of that 
praying, for the reasons therein set forth, that the | institution, during the last year. The Message 
Surveyor General of the United States may be di- | was read, and, together with the report transmitted 
rected to run a line, commencing at a place called | therewith, ordered to lie on the table. 

Payssa. above Cahokia, and ending at river,| Ordered, That the Committee of the Whole 
below Kaskaskia, in such a manner as will include | House to whom was referred, on the second instant, 
all the settlements made between those two points; | the report of the Secretary of State on the peti- 
and that the land which shall be so included, may | tion of Peter Landais, be discharged from the con- 
be exempted from the mode of survey and terms | sideration thereof; and that the said report and 
of sale to which the other public lands of the Uni- | petition be referred to the Committee of Claims. 
ted States are subject—Referred to the Commit- | On the suggestion of Mr. Bipwe.t, who ob- 
tee on the Public Lands. served that he had a communication to make that 

A Message was received from the President of | required closed doors, the galleries were cleared 
the United States comprising a statement of the | about twelve o'clock, and remained closed till four, 
measures of the Executive relative to obtaining | when the House adjourned. 
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Tuurspay, January 16. 


Mr. J. Ranvowrn, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means. presented a bill making an additional 
appropriation to supply the deficiency in the ap- 

ropriation for the naval service, during the year 
one thousand eight hundred and five: which was 
read twice and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole to-morrow. 

The Speaker laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
his report on the petitions of the Inspectors of the 
Customs of the cities of New York, Baltimore, 
` ànd Philadelphia, referred to him on the fifth and 

twenty-third of December last, and on the eleventh 
jnstant.—Referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. 
o ..Mr. Finney, from the committee appointed on 
the tenth ultimo, presented a bill to incorporate 
the trustees of the Presbyterian Congregation of 


read twice and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House on Monday next. 
“On motion, it was 
~~ Resolved, That a committee be appointed to in- 
qtiire into the expediency of passing a law, declar- 
ing the assent of Congress to an act of the Gen- 
` eral Assembly of the State of North Carolina, 
passed on the twenty-second day of December one 
thousand eight hundred and three, entitled “ An 
+ act to authorize the State of Tennessee to perfect 
© titles to lands reserved to this State by the cession 
“act, and that the committee be authorized to re- 
‘port by bill, or otherwise. 
‘Ordered, That Mr. Ausron, Mr. G. W. Camer- 
BELL, Mr. Currrenven, Mr. Tria, and Mr. Lyon, 
be appointed a committee, pursuant to the said 
=. resolution. 
“+ A memorial of the merchants and traders of 
` thecity of Philadelphia, was presented to the House 
‘and read, stating the extreme embarrassments 
«which have arisen to the commerce of the United 
“States, in consequence of the new assumed prin- 
ciples by the belligerent Powers, respecting the 
“-tights-of neutrals, and the restrictions thereby im- 
posed ; that, under the pressure of these evils, and 
the piracies aud depredations committed, both in 
‘the European and West Indian seas, on their law- 
ful commerce, they look with confidence to the 
protecting arm of Government, and pray that effi- 
cient measures may be devised to maintain the 
rights and vindicate the honor of the United 
States—Referred to a Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 
«The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill to repeal the act to author- 
ize the receipt of evidences of the public debt, in 
payment for the lands of the United States, and 
for other purposes relative to the public debt; and 
after some time spent therein the Committee re- 
ported the bill without amendment. 


Fripay, January 17. 


Mr Greca, from the Committee on the Public 
‘Lands, to whom was referred, on the twenty-sev- 
enth ultimo, the memorial and petition of the Di- 


Georgetown, and for other purposes; which was | 


rectors and Agents of the Ohio Company. made 
a report thereon; which was read, and considered: 
Whereupon, 


Resolved, That the prayer of the memorialists, 


so far as respects their application for twenty mile- 
square lots, ought not to be granted, and that they 
have leave to withdraw their memorial. 


Mr. Tenney, from the Committee of Revisal 


and Unfinished Business, presented a bill further 
to continue in force the act, entitled “An act for 
establishing trading-houses with the Indian tribes? 
which was read twice and committed to the Com- 
mittee of Commerce and Manufactures. 


A memorial and petitions of sundry inhabitants 


of the counties of Randolph and St. Clair, in the 
Indiana Territory, were presented to the House 
and read, suggesting the expediency of a division 
of the Indiana Territory, and the erection into a 
separate Territorial government of a part there- 
of; of the formation of a Western State; of the 
adinission of slavery into the said Territory, either 
unconditional or under such restrictions as Con- 
gress may impose; and, also, praying redress 
against certain oppressive acts of the Executive 
authority of the said Territory —Referred to the 
committee appointed, on the nineteenth ultimo, on 
a letter from William Henry Harrison, Gover- 
nor of the Indiana Territory. 


Mr. Grece said that he had early in the session 


offered a resolution, which he thought had been 
at the time referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House. 


Finding that this was not the case. he 
rose to move that it should be so referred. This 
resolution, as follows, was taken into considera- 


tion — ayes 58. noes 2i—and referred to a Com- 


mittee of the Whole House on the first Monday 


in February. 


Resolved, That so much of an act entitled “ An act reg- 


ulating the grants of land, and providing for the disposal 
of the lands of the United States south of the State of 
Tennessee,” as appropriates any portion of said lands for 
the purpose of satisfying, quieting, or compensating any 
claims to the said lands, derived from any act, or pre- 
tended act of the State of Georgia, and neither recog- 


nised by the articles of agreement and cession between 
the United States and the State of Georgia, nor em- 
braced by the two first sections of the abovementioned 
act, be repealed. 


BRITISH AGGRESSIONS. 


Mr. J. Ranvowpu said he had a motion to make 
which required the galleries previously to be 
cleared. 

The galleries were accordingly cleared, and con- 
tinued so for about two hours; when the doors 
were opened, and a Message from the President 
of the United States was presented by Mr Coles. 

This Message, being partly of a public, and 
partly of a confidential nature, the galleries were 
cleared for a short time, while the latter part was 
read. ‘The doors being again opened, the Clerk 
read the former part of the Message, relative fo Bri- 
tish aggressions on neutral rights. The Message 
contains a copy of a letter transmitted by the Bec- 
retary of State to Mr. Monroe, dated April 1, 1805, 
on the impressment of American seamen; and the 
copy of a letter from the Secretary to Mr. Mon- 
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roe, dated April 12, 1805, on the doctrine lately 
set up by Britain. relative to neutral trade. Be- 
sides these papers, the Message enclosed memorials 
from the merchants of New York, of Newbury- 
port. of Philadelphia, and of Charleston, and from 
the United Insurance Company of New York, 
from the Newport Insurance Company, and from 
the Norfolk Marine Insurance Company. 

Mr. Tuomas moved the reference of the Mes- 
sage to a Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. NicnoLson observed that a subject inti- 
mately connected with that of the Message had 
been already referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means; and moved the reference of the Mes- 
sage to that committee. 

Mr. Tuomas replied, that the memorial from the 
merchants of the cities of New York and Phila- 
delphia on the same subject, had been referred toa 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The question of reference to a Committee of 
the Whole House was taken and passed in the neg- 
ative—ayes 29. 

Mr. Nicwouson then moved to refer the Message 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. Crownitnsuigcp said he could not conceive 
vipa reference should be made to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. It had no connexion, or a 
very remote connexion, with revenue. Surely, said 
Mr, C. we are not going to settle our difference on 
this point by pounds, shillings, and pence. He 
concluded by moving a reference to a select com- 
mittee. 

Mr. Dana observed that the Message embraced 
two distinct points, one relative to spoliations on 
our trade, which might go to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and the other, relative to the 
impressment of our seamen, which would most 
properly be referred to a select committee. 

Mr. Nicwotson varied his motion in the way 
gested by Mr. Dana. 

he House concurred in his motion to refer so 
much of the Message as relates to spoliations to 
the Committee of Ways and Means—ayes 59, 
noes 13. 

So much of the said Message as relates to the 
impressment of seamen was referred to a select 
committee of seven members. 

Mr. Greca, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, made a report on the memorial of the di- 
rectors and agents of the Ohio Company. The 
report states that since the date of the memorial 
legislative provision had been made. for all the ob- 
jects prayed for, except one. This is, thet a grant 
may be made in aid of schools, of a lot of land 
twenty miles square, in lieu of the existing appro- 
priation of land. The report concludes with a 
resolution that the prayer of the memorial, so far 
as relates 10 the application for a lot of land of 
twenty miles square, ought not to be granted. 

The House immediately considered the report, 
and coueurred in it without division. 


S 


Monpay, January 20. 
Mr. Ouin, one of the Representatives from the 
State of Vermont, presented to the House certain 


resolutions of the General Assembly of the said 
State, proposing an article of amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States, to prevent the 
importation of slaves, or people of color, from any 
of the West India islands, from the coast of Af- 
rica, or elsewhere, into the United States, or any 
part thereof; which were read and ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. Stan.ey moved the following resolution; 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to cause to be laid before the House 
a general return of all and singular the warlike stores, 
the property of the United States, within the same, 
comprehending ordnance for garrisons and floating bat- 
teries, of iron and brass, from a forty-two pounder to 
cannister, grape, &c., with carriages and implements, 
describing the condition of the same, whether fit or 
unfit for service, noting the place of deposit, and under 
whose direction; mortars, howitzers, beds, and travel- 
ling carriages, of different calibres, from nine to two 
pounders, with crinleers, boxes, tumbrels, ammunition- 
wagons with harness, noting where situated or deposit- 
ed; shot, shells, grape, and cannister, attached to the 
different calibres as above; ammunition and composi- 
tion of powder in magazines, arsenals, and gun-houses, 


Ordered, That the said resolution do lie on the 
table, 

On motion of Mr. Jackson, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Public 
Lands be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of providing, by law, for the legal adjudication of 
claims set up by persons in virtue of purchases, 
or transfers from purchasers, of lands of the Unir 
ted States, previous to the emanation of grants 
under their authority. y 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill for the relief of the Gov- 
ernor, Secretary and Judges, of the late Territory 
of the United States northwest of the river Ohio, 
The bill was reported without amendment, and 
ordered to be engrossed, and read the third time 
to-morrow. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill to extend the time for taking 
the oath and giving bond in cases of drawback, 
and for other purposes ; and, after some time spent 
therein, the Committee rose and reported the said 
bill, and obtained leave to sit again, and the bill 
was recommitted to the Committee of Commerce 
and Manufactures. 

An engrossed bill making an additional appro- 
priation to supply the deficiency in the appropria- 
tion for the naval service, during the year one 
thousand eight hundred and five, was read the 
third time and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Nicnorson, the House re- 
solved itself intoa Committee of the whole House 
on a bill making an additional appropriation to 
supply the deficiency in the appropriation for the 
naval service during the year 1805. 

The Cuairnman having read over the bill, Mr. 
Nicnouson moved to fill the blank with the sum 
of $350,000, remarking that this sum, added to 
that already appropriated, amounted to $600,000, 
which constituted the entire deficiency for the 
last year. 
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yeas 78. 

The Committee rose and reported their agree- 
ment to the bill with the above amendment, which 
the House immediately took into consideration, 
and agreed to, and ordered the bill to be engrossed 
for a third reading this day. 

On motion of Mr. Greca, the House went into 
a Committee of the Whole on a bill to extend the 
powers of the Surveyor General to the Territory 
of Louisiana, and for other purposes. 

Mr. Grece stated that the object of this bill was 
to place the people of Louisiana with regard to 
the public lands on the same footing with the 
people of the Territories of Indiana and Orleans, 
which object had not been attended to in the acts 
of Congress recently passed on the subject. 

Mr. Greca moved several amendments, which 
were agreed to, accommodating the verbal lan- 
guage of the bill to that made use of in the other 
land laws. 

On motion of Mr. Parke, a new section was 
introduced, allowing claimants of land either un- 
der the French or Spanish Governments, or de- 
rived from actual settlements, or from other sour- 
ces, until the first day of June, to give evidence of 
their claims and have the same recorded, and de- 
claring all other claims null and void forever, 

Mr. Greca moved so to amend the bill as to 
allow a salary of $400 to the principal surveyor, 
in consideration of his being obliged to, keep an 
office, and being thereby disabled from executing 
many. surveys himself, 

Motion lost—yeas 26. 

. Some other subordinateamend ments were made, 
when the Committee rose and reported their agree- 
ment to the bill, with sundry amendments. 

The House immediately considered the report, 
and concurred in all the amendments, except that 
for introducing a new section, offered by Mr. 
. PARKE, to which they disagreed, only ten mem 

bers. rising in favor of it. 

. Mr. Grece renewed his amendment for allow- 
ing a salary of $400 to the principal surveyor, 
which was disagreed to—yeas 42, nays 43. 

< Ordered, That the bill be engrossed for a third 
reading to-morrow. 


ELIZABETH PECKHAM. 


Mr. Crowninsniep, from the Committee of 
Commerce and Manufactures, having considered 
the petition of Elizabeth Peckham, of North 
Kingston, in the State of Rhode Island, widow 
of Benedict Peckham, referred to them by the 
House of Representatives, on the 11th of Decem- 
ber, submitted the following report: 

The petitioner states that her husband, Benedict 
Peckham, in the month of August, 1801, sailed from 
« Rhode Island on a voyage to. the West Indies, and im- 
“ported from thence, into Washington district, North 


¿e Carolina, about twenty-two hogsheads of rum, and 


there entered and landed the same, and gave bond 
‘with William Ross, as surety for the duties, amounting 
tọ six hundred and eighteen dollars and forty-four 
cents. That the markets not answering the expecta- 
tions of the said Peckham, he reshipped the said rum, 


about the 18th of February, 1802. That, soon after, 
a violent storm came on, and without doubt the vessel 
and every person on board were lost, as they have 
never been heard of since that time. That the said 
Ross was obliged to pay the duties on the rum, and 
commenced his action therefor, and attached a dwel- 
ling-house and four acres of land, situated in North 
Kingston, in Rhode Island, on which the petitioner re- 
sided with her children, and obtained judgment on his 
suit, and caused the house and land to be sold at auc- 
tion. The petitioner further states that the said Peck- 
ham died in debt to the amount of the remainder of 
his estate, and that she with her six children are turned 
out of their home in consequence of this decision. 

The petitioner prays that the amount of duty on the 
twenty-two hogsheads of rum may be refunded. 

The committee consider this as a hard case, and if 
their humanity alone was to be consulted on the oc- 
casion, they could not hesitate to recommend that the 
wished for relief should be granted ; but they cannot 
venture to recommend a deviation from the invariable 
practice of the House on all similar applications. The 
decisions have been founded on strict cominercial jus- 
tice. When articles are imported and bonded at the 
custom-house, the duties form a part of their value, 
and immediately become an insurable interest. In the 
case under consideration, the rum might have been in- 
sured, (although it is not stated that it was insured,) 
and the loss would have fallen on the underwriters. It 
is true it was not consumed in the country; this, how- 
ever, ought not to make any difference, if it is consid- 
ered that the article was going from port to port in the 
United States, with coasting documents, no bonds hav- 
ing been given to export it to a foreign country. If 
this claim is allowed, it would be equally fair to re- 
fund the duties on all goods which may receive dam- 
age after importation, and previous to their consump- 
tion, and even in cases of loss by fire, storms, and 
from every accident or injury whatever. 

Considering, therefore, the danger that would arise 
from innovating upon the revenue system of the Uni- 
ted States, in a principle of this magnitude, the com- 
mittee are induced to offer the following resolution : 

Resolved, That the petitioner have leave to with- 
draw her petition. 

The report was agreed to, 


IMPORTATION OF SLAVES. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on a motion of the tenth ultimo, “for 
imposing a tax or duty of ten dollars per head 
upon all slaves hereafter imported into any of the 
United States.” l 

Mr. SLoan said, he would not take up much of 
the time of the House in discussing a resolution, 
the object of which was so plain as rendered it 
scarcely possible to elucidate it. He would read 
that section of the Constitution which gave Con- 
gress the power of legislating on this subject, which 
was so clear as to require nothing to be said in 
addition to it. 

The ninth section of the first article is in these 
words: 

“The migration or importation of such persons as 
any of the States now existing shall think proper to 
admit, shall not-be prohibited by the Congress, prior to 
the year 1808; but a tax or duty may be imposed on 
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such importation, not exceeding ten dollars for each 
person.” 

I conceive, said Mr. Stoan, that, by this article, 
slaves are made an article of importation, in com- 
mon with other articles imported. Congress have 
the same power to lay a tax of ten dollars a head 
on them, as they have to lay an unlimited tax on 
every other imported article. I presume every 
member of this Committee has duly considered 
the subject, and has made up his mind on the ex- 
pediency of the resolution. For my own part I 
can see no. reason why this article of importation 
should remain without duty, while all others pay 
one. For these reasons I hope the Committee 
will agree to the resolution. 

The article of the Constitution, together with 
the resolution, having been read at the request of 
Mr. Dana, he called upon the mover of the reso- 
lution. to assiga his reasons for using the word 
slaves instead of the word persons, the term used 
in the Constitution. 

Mr. Cuarx hoped the Committee would not 
agree to the resolution. He was no advocate for 
a system of slavery; but he supposed the adoption 
of this resolution could only be considered as ex- 
pressing the opiniun of Congress, of the impropri- 
ety of importing slaves. As to the revenue to be 
raised, il was tov inconsiderable to be worthy 
of any attention. He was opposed to the reso- 
lution, because it appeared to him that it would 
be partial in its operation, inasmuch as there 
were only two States, South Carolina and Geor- 
gia, which did not prohibit the importation of 
slaves, at which it must consequently be con- 
sidered as levelled. The more he reflected oa 
the subject, the more he doubted the propriety 
of that species of legislation which bore exclusive- 
ly ona particular section of the United States, 
nor did it become the Government of the United 
States to interfere with the internal police of the 
States, which were, in this respect, sovereiga and 
independent. For these reasons, he trusted the 
resolution would not prevail. 

Mr. EarLy rose barely to correct the gentle- 
man from Virgisia, (Mr. CLarx ) in the remark 
he had made relative to the State of Georgia. 
There existed no law in that State permitting the 
importation of slaves; on the contrary, there was 
an article in their constitution prohibiting it. 

Mr, Marton said, this was to be considered as 
a question of revenue. With regard to the policy 
of importing slaves, that was left, until the year 
1808, exclusively tothe States. If this resolution 
was intended to express the disapprobation of the 
General Government of the legitimate act of a 
particular State, he should deem it proper. As 
well might Congress undertake to express its dis- 
approbation of the election of a Governor chosen 
in a particular State; his objection arose from 
the partiality and injustice of the resolution. If 
in operation it was as extensive as it appeared to 
be in words, or if he thought it would preventa 
single slave from being imported into the United 
States, it should receive his hearty support; but 
the very limitation of the tax by the Constitution 
to ten dollars, was intended to prevent Congress 


from laying a duty which should prevent the 
importation; it could not, therefore, prevent the 
importation of a single slave. it followed that 
revenue cuuld be the only object. Whether, for 
this alone. we should lay a tax that would fall 
exclusively on one State, was worthy-of consid- 
eration. That State already bore her full propor- 
tion of the public burdens, and even more than 
ber proportion. In point of numbers, she con- 
tained about one sixteenth part of the Union, 
and therefore, on the basis of numbers, ought 
not to be called on to pay a quota of more 
than six per centum on the whole amount of 
taxes. Her quota, on the principle on which 
direct taxes were imposed, ought not to be more 
than four per centum and four hundredths. On 
examination, it will be found that the duties 
paid in South Carolina on imported articles, 
amount to between one thirteenth, and one-four- 
teenth part of the whole duties paid into the Trea- 
sury, which is between seven and eight per cent. 
of the whole. When it is considered that no 
goods are imported into South Carolina for the 
consumption of the other States, for it was known, 
Mr. M. said, from the operation of causes which 
he would not undertake to explain, that goods 
were considerably higher in Charleston than in 
the other States, and that, consequently, a cheap- 
er supply of goods could be obtained from other 
States than from South Carolina; and when, to 
this circumstance, it was added that South Caro- 
lina paid her portion of duties on East India 
goods, which she derived from the importation of 
other States, it would be found that she paid a ~ 
still higher proportion of duties. Under these 
considerations are Congress prepared to lay a duty 
on her alone, for such it certainly was? Coming 
from the State he did, Mr. M. said, it might be sup= 
posed he was personally interested in this ques- 
tion; but the fact was, he was as free to-act on it 
as any other member of the House. He had uni- 
formly opposed the importation of slaves, and 
were he to collect the sentiments of his constitu- 
ents from the vote of their immediate Represent- 
atives on a recent occasion, it would be found 
that a majority of them. were likewise opposed to 
it. As to himself, he was, in truth, individually 
interested in preventing the importation of slaves. 
He never had purchased, nor should he ever pur- 
chase a slave. The greater, therefore, the restric- 
tion imposed on the importation, the more would 
it raise the value of those he possessed. 

Mr. Sournarp declared himself in favor of the 
resolution. His only regret was, that it was not 
in the power of Congress to lay a more effectual 
tax. He thought Congress had a right to declare 
their opinion of a practice so injurious to the 
country. The idea was held up in the Constitu- 
tion that slaves were a proper object of taxation. 
He believed the tax would prevent few persons 
from being imported. About two years ago a 
similar resolution had been agitated in this House. 
It was then said the Legislature of South Caro- 
lina were- in session, and that there was a great 
probability of their repealing the obnoxious law. 
On this ground the consideration of the resolution 
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was postponed. Last session, a similar resolution 
was brought forward, and was, owing to a pres- 
sure of business, again postponed. Mr. Southard 
said there was no-doubt, if the resolution had been 
acted upon two years ago, and Congress had ex- 
ercised their Constitutional power, it would have 
prevented a vast number of slaves from being im- 
ported. It is said, however, that this resolution 
will operate partially on South Carolina, but it 
has not South Carolina particularly in view, but 
principle; and if that principle be correct, let it 
operate where it may, let the people of South 
Carolina feel the weight of it; it is right they 
should. As the proposed tax may prevent a few, 
perhaps a single one of these miserable creatures 
from being torn from the bosom of their family 
and country, in violation of the ties of nature and 
the principles of justice, the time of Congress will 
be well taken up in imposing it, nor has any State 
a.right to complain of such treatment; for, if the 
traffic is profitable they can well afford to pay for it. 
Mr. S. concluded, by declaring that, not revenue, 
but an expression of the national sentiment was 
his principal object. 

Mr. Dana said, that black men were not the 
only men imported into the United States. If the 
object of this tax was only to obtain revenue, (and 
it really appeared to him that we wanted all the 
revenue we could get,) it might, perhaps, be right 
to getas much revenue as possible from the im por- 
tation of men. Tohave this point elucidated, and 
to Jearn the precise grounds of the mover in offer- 
ing this resolution, he moved to substitute the 
word persons, in lieu of the word slaves. 

Mr. Auston said, in seconding this amend- 
ment, his object was to preserve the words of the 
Constitution, instead of deviating from them into 
the language of the resolution. He defied gentle- 
men to show him the word slave in the Constitu- 
tion: no such word was found in the Constitu- 
tion. Here Mr. A. read that part of the Constitu- 
tion already recited, and then proceeded: The 
word here used, is person, not slave. Where the 
gentleman found the latter word, I am altogether 
at aloss to know. In laying this tax on slaves, we 
shall defeat a very important part of the Consti- 
tution, which says all taxes and duties shall be 
uniform. From the constitutions of the South- 
ern States, it is impossible for this tax to apply to 
them; and in many of the other States there is, I 
believe,a similar provision prohibiting the admis- 
sion ofslaves. Under the constitution of Connec- 
ticut, every man is free the moment he puts his 
foot on their ground. This tax, therefore, cannot 
apply to that State, unless they alter their consti- 
tution, or their steady habits, whichever gentle- 
men may call them. In Ohio, there is a like pro- 
hibition. How then are gentlemen attempting to 
legislate on the subject? If the object of the reso- 
lution were to prohibit the importation of slaves, 
I believe I should join them in supporting it. I 
am williog that no more of that description of 
people should set foot on our shores; but this will 
not be its effect, On the contrary, it will be par- 
tial in its operation, and fall exclusively on South 
Carolina and a few of the other States, whose 


f constitutions permit the importation of slaves, 
With these constitutions Congress are presumed 
to be, and are, acquainted; their acts ought to 
harmonize with them, and they ought not to pass 
a law which does not operate equally on all the 
States. In the present instance, we see South 
Carolina nearly equally divided in opinion.. Is it 
proper in Congress, under these circumstances, to 
pass an act to censure them? Can we prohibit 
the importation? No; we are merely, then, sanc- 
tioning the commerce, and imposing a tax that 
amounts to nothing. What good reason is there 
for bringing forward this subject at this time? In 
two years we shall have the power to prohibit 
the trade altogether. Then this House will be 
unanimous ; no one will object to exercising our 
full Constitutional powers. But to bring the sub- 
ject forward im its present shape can only tend to 
divide us, without doing the least benefit. I hope 
the motion of the gentleman from Connecticut 
will prevail, and that we shall adhere to the lan- 
guage of the Constitution. 

Mr. Smitig.—There is no doubt but, by the 
Constitution, we have a right to prohibit, so far as 
the imposition of a tax of ten dollars can have the 
effect, the importation of slaves or freemen, pro- 
vided we think good policy and humanity justify 
the measure. And if the House do entertain the 
opinion, that the policy of the United States re- 
quires a prohibition of the emigration of all such 

ersons, they will agree to the amendment; they 
have aright to doit. But I do not believe this is 
the disposition of the present House, or of any 
that has sat under the Con.titution. The gentle- 
man rests his amendment on the word person, 
and concludes it to be necessary, because the word 
slave is not to be found inthe Constitution. I re- 
joice that that word is not in the Constitution; its 
not being there does honor to the worthies who 
would not suffer it to become a part of it. What 
are the facts connected with this business? They 
| are these: When Congress were sitting and legis- 
lating for a free people, they determined not to 
stain the Constitution with that word. The thing 
was perfectly understood in the Convention. The 
power, as it stands modified, was the result of that 
spirit of concession and compromise which, in 
this as in many other instances, characterizes the 
Constitution. With regard to the allegation, that 
this tax would operate partially and severely, I 
see, on reflection, nothing in it. The right to im- 
pose duties on all other articles except this, is un- 
limited, and the State of South Carolina, in this 
instance, has the power completely to get rid of 
this tax. She has only to repeal her law, and she 
will have no tax to pay. Butif that or any other 
State pursue a trade which justice or good policy 
forbid, they must submit to the Constitutional 
powers of Congress. We are placed now in a 
delicate and trying situation; the resolution is 
actually before us ; and the only question is, whe- 
ther we will or will not declare our approbation 
of this iniquitous traffic. As to revenue, it is no 
object to me. Revenue, no doubt, will grow out 
of the measure, but that alone would not induce 
me to patronise it. Ihave another and a higher 
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object—to express our disapprobation of this traf- 
fic, to manifest to the world that, as the Repre- 
sentatives of a free people, we will, as far as we 
can, express our opinion of it. 

The CuaraMman here interrupted Mr. SMILIE, by 
stating that the question was on the amendment, 
to which the remarks of gentlemen must be con- 
fined. / 

Mr. Fisx hoped that the amendment would not 
prevail.. Gentlemen tell us the resolution must 
be in the words of the Constitution, and that it is 
partial. He would consider how far this argu- 
ment would carry them. It is observed that it is 
improper toca!l in question the rights of the States; 
put, aceording to the argument of the gentleman 
from North Garolina, if the State of Massachu- 
setts should prohibit ber citizens from consuming 
tea or coffee, Congress would be under the neces 
sity of repealing the duties on those ‘articles, and 
in this way many other acts of the States would 
prevent Congress from exercising their Constitu- 
tional powers. 
the States; they are free to exercise them or not 
to exercise them. When they conduce to their 
benefit, they will exercise them ; and when. they 
cease to be beneficial, they will abandon them. 
Congress have the same right to lay a tax in one 
case as in the other, according as the public good 
will be advanced by the imposition, as well of the 
limited tax on slaves, as of the unlimited tax on 
other objects. In this resolution there is no par- 
tiality ; it applies to all the States, as well those 
who have probibitory laws or constitutions as 
those who have not. For it is incorrect to say, 
because some States have Constitutional provis- 
ions on the subject, the tax is therefore inapplica- 
ble to them, because they have the power of alter- 
ing their constitutions, and what is in force to- 
day may be abandoned to-morrow. To agree to 
the amendment would be, to hold out the idea to 
foreigners, about to escape from the tyranny and 
injustice of Europe, that we meant to refuse them 
an asylum in our country. Itis, indeed, to be pre- 
sumed that the mover of the amendment is against 
the whole resolution, and brought forward the 
one to defeat the other. 

Mr. Bepincer moved that the Committee 
should rise. He said the subject was important; 
it was late in the day, and he thought they ought 
to take more time toreflect on it before they came 
to a decision. 

“This motion having been agreed to—ayes 64— 
the Committee rose, reported progress, and asked 
leave to sit again. 

Mr. Dawson hoped that they would not have 
leave, but that the resolution would be postponed 
till some time in May. 

Mr. Nicnotson said, he hoped the Committee 
would have leave to sit again, and called for the 
yeas and nayson the question. which being taken, 
were, yeas 98, nays 15, as follows: 

Yeas—Isaac Anderson, John Archer, Joseph Bar- 
ker, Burwell Bassett, George M. Bedinger, Barnabas 
Bidwell, John Blake, jan., Thomas Blount, James M. 


Broom, Robert Brown, John Boyle, George W. Camp- | 


bell, Levi Casey, John Chandler, Martin Chittenden, 


These things are in the power of 


John Claiborne, George Clinton, jun., Leonard Cov- 
ington, Jacob Crowninshield, Richard Cutts, Samuel 
W. Dana, Ezra Darby, John Davenport, juns, William 
Dickson, James Elliot, Ebenezer Elmer, William Ely, 
John W. Eppes, William Findley, James Fisk, John 
Fowler, James M. Garnett, Charles Goldsborough, 
Andrew Gregg, Isaiah L. Green, Silas Halsey, John 
Hamilton, Seth Hastings, William Helms, David 
Holmes, John G. Jackson, Walter Jones, James Kelly, 
Thomas Kenan, John Lambert, Michael Leib, Joseph 
Lewis, jun., Josiah Masters, William McCreery, Nicho- 
las, R. Moore, Jeremiah Morrow, John Morrow, Jona~ 
than O. Mosely, Jeremiah Nelson, Roger Nelson, 
Thomas Newton, jun., Joseph H. Nicholson, Gideon 
Olin, Timothy Pitkin, jun., John Pugh, J osiah Quincy, 
Thomas M. Randolph, John Rea, of Pennsylvania, 
John Russell, Peter Sailly, Thomas Sammons; Thomas 
Sandford, Martin G. Schuneman, Ebenezer Seaver, 
James Sloan, John Smilie, John Cotton Smith, John 
Smith, Samuel Smith, Henry Southard, Thomas Spald: 
ing Richard Stanford, Joseph Stanton, William Sted- 
man, Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel Taggart, Benjamin 


Tallmadge, Philip R. Thompson, Thomas W. Thomp- E 


son, Uri Tracy, Abram Trigg, Philip Van Cortlandt; 
Killian K. Van Rensselaer, Joseph B. Varnum, Dan- 
iel C. Verplanck, Peleg Wadsworth, Matthew Walton, 
John Whitehill, Robert Whitehill, Eliphalet Wickes, 
Marmaduke Williams, Nathan Williams, and Joseph 
Winston. 

Nays—Willis Alston, jun, John Campbell, Chris- 
topher Clark, John Clopton; John Dawson, Peter 
Early, Edwin Gray, James Holland, Robert Marion, 
David Meriwether, Thomas Moore, 
nessee, O’Brien Smith, David Thomas, 
Wiliams. 


and David R. 
Tuerspay, January 21. 

On motion of Mr. NELSON, 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to 
inquire whether any, and what, alterations are 
necessary in the criminal. civil, or equitable, jur- 
isdietion of the Circuit Court of the District of 
Columbia; and that the committee have leave to 
report by bill, or otherwise. 

Ordered. That Mr. Roger Netson, Mr. JACK- 
son, Mr. Ery, Mr. Georcz W. CAMPBELL, and 
Mr. Exxiov, be appointed a committee, pursuant 
to the said resolution. j , 

Mr. GreGa, from the Coihmittee on the Public 
Lands, to whom were referred, on the thir- 
teenth instant, the petitions of sundry inhabitants 
of Randolph and St. Clair counties, in the Indi- 
ana Territory, made a report thereon; which was 
read, and considered; Whereupon, 

Resolved, That the prayer of the petitioners 
ought not to be granted. — ` 

An engrossed bill for the relief of the Governor, 
Secretary, and Judges, of the late Territory of the 
United States Northwest of the river Ohio, was 
read the third time and passed. 

An engrossed bill extending the powers of the 
Surveyor General to the Territory of Louisiana, 
and for other purposes, was read the third time 
and passed. 


CONTINGENT EXPENSES, 


Mr. Earty said he held in his hand a resolu- 
tion instructing the Committee of Ways and 


John Rhea of Ten- . : 
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every session a detailed statement of the expendi- | several Departments, respectively. 


expenses of their departments. He would briefly | Mr. Putte R. Tuomrson, from the committee 
to whom were referred the petition of sundry 

inhabitants of the county of Alexandria, in the 
District of Columbia; the petition of sundry citi- 
zens of the United States, resident in the Terri-. 
tory of Columbia ; the memorial of sundry inhabi- 
tants of Georgetown, in the District of Columbia; 
the memorial of sundry inhabitants of the City of 
Washington, residing on the west side of Tiber 
creek; and the memorial of John P. Van Ness, 
made the following report: Pig 
`The petitions of the inhabitants of the town and 
county of Alexandria, and of the citizens resident ‘in 
the Territory of Columbia, state: That an easy inter- 
course between the town of Alexandria and the City 
of Washington, which is at present prevented by the 
intervention of the river Potomac, is extremely desir- 
able; that this intercourse is especially interrupted at 


ércised a control by specifying with definite clear- 
-Hess the respective objects of expenditure when 
appropriation was made. Butthe moneys ap- 
ropriated for contingent purposes, were left. ex- 
Glusively to the discretion of the different officers 
residing over the several departments, in which 
‘they were alone governed by their own will and 
judgment. The only check which could be ex- 
ercised over this description of expenditures was 
to: require a detailed statement of disbursements. 
t would be recollected that a committee had 
been appointed some time since to investigate the 
accounts of several officers of the Government, | that season of the year when the river is obstructed by. 
and that they made a detailed report to the House. | ice; that a bridge from Maryland Avenue to Alexan 
About that time, it had been contemplated to take | der’s island would facilitate the communication, shorten’ 
he step which he now suggested, but for some | the route of the mail at least six miles, and be gener- 
-yeasons it had never been taken. Mr. Earty | ally beneficial to the citizens of the United States; that 
said he by no means wished to be understood as | they are persuaded the bridge contemplated by their 
entertaining the idea that the discretion with | petitions will, at some period, be carried into effect, and’ 
‘which the heads of department were clothed had | they view the present time as the most favorable, both 
“been abused. He knew of no facts to justify such | ? relation to their own and the general convenience, 
‘an opinion. It was on the ground of principle and the interests of those who may be affected bythe 
‘only that he offered this resolution. Through the | Pouro dnd that if thie Fonemo shall ioe 

‘our great departments which he had mentioned, by: Congress; t: will speedily be carried. mto-efeet, 


oe $ ed; | They pray that a law may pass to incorporate a com- 
passed nine-tenths of the whole money appropria- pany for erecting a bridge across the Potomac from the. 


ed by Congress; and on looking at the statement | City of Washington to the county of Alexandria, in 
contained in the estimates of the Secretary of the | some convenient situation, under such regulations and 
Treasury, he found that more than one fourth of | restrictions'as the Legislature may deem expedient. + 
he whole amount of money estimated as neces- In opposition to these petitions, the committee have- 
sary for the several departments, was for contin- | referred to them the memorial of the proprietors and ins. 
“gent purposes. By that statement it appeared | habitants of Georgetown, which states that Georgetown: 
that the whole expenses of the Department of | was laid out under the sanction of lew, previous to the: 
“State were $27,000, of which $14,400, were for | Revolution; that it was engaged in foreign commerce 

-ontingent purposes. Under the head of foreign before the seat of Government was contemplated to be: 
intercourse $182,500, were estimated as necessary; | on the Potomac; that, being at the head of tide- 
of which $76,000, were for contingent purposes. | Water navigation, the proprietors must have made pur- 
he estimates for the Treasury Department were chases and improvements with a view to foreign com-. 
72,100, of which 12,100 were for contingent pur- | Merce, or some of the trade dependent on eee 
ses. The estimates for the War Department confident expectation that the river would remain free 


; : : and unobstructed -by artificial causes; particularly. 
re $29,400, of which 2,000, were for contingent when they saw Maryland and Virginia make a solemn. 


TA ve 
rposes. ‘The estimates for the Military Estab- compact, whereby the river Potomac is declared a 
shment were $900,500, of which 18,000 were | common highway for the purpose of navigation and, 
for contingent purposes. The estimates for the commerce, the navigation whereof is not to be injured. 
Navy Department were $21,100, of which 2,700 | or obstructed. They consider that their natural and 
were for contingent purposes. The estimates for | political rights will be infringed on by the adoption, 
the Naval Establishment were $867, 800, of which | of this measure, as the navigation of the river will be 
$411,900, were for contingent purposes. Mr. | injured or obstructed thereby; that from the meeting 
Barty said he presumed this view of the subject of the stream and tide water, at the place where 
“Would jastify him in the eyes of the members of | the bridge is contemplated, a tendency will be produ- 
the House in offering the resolution. The reso: | ced in the impeded. stream water to deposit the earthy. 
tion was agreed to, as follows: Tes particles with which it is charged in times of fresh- 
‘Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means | ets, by which they apprehend the entire main and 
structed to inquire into the expediency of making | deep channel may be divided into many small and nar- 
provision by law, for requiring the Secretary of State, | row passages, to the great injury of the navigation. 

the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of War, | There is, likewise, referred to your committee the 
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_ memorial of the inhabitants of the City of Washington, 
residing on the west side of Tiber creek; which states, 
that the memorialists have acquired property on the 
west side of Tiber creek,in the City of Washington, in 
confidence that the navigation of the Potomac would 
not be destroyed by artificial means ; that the erection 
of a bridge at the place contemplated would probably 
greatly injure the navigation above it, and impair the 
value of the property of the memorialists ; that the pro- 
ject of a bridge across the river is unjust, as no place 
should calculate on being favored with artificial advan- 
tages which cannot be afforded without depriving other 
places of their natural advantages. 

They also find among the documents referred to 

them thie memorial of John P. Van Ness, in opposition 
to the first-mentioned petitions, on. the ground of the 
measure therein proposed being (if carried into effect) 
an injurious infraction of the private rights of most of 
those, both within the city and Georgetown, and on the 
Opposite shore, who are interested above the proposed 
site of the intended bridge. 
- The contrariety of sentiment and of interest which 
éxists in the Territory of Columbia on the subject of 
the proposition contained ‘in the petitions, praying that 
the erection of a bridge across the Potomac may be au- 
thorized by law, has induced your committee deliber- 
ately to examine the ground on which the pretensions 
of the petitioners in favor of the bridge are founded, 
and the reasons advanced by the memorialists in oppo- 
sition to the measure. 

Two inquiries present themselves, on the decision of 
which the propriety of authorizing the proposition en- 
tirely depends. ; 

Ist. Whether Congress have a right to pass a law, 
by which the object contemplated. by the petitioners can 
be effected? And 

Qd. If that right exists, whether the benefit to the 
District, and the community in general, will be so great 
as to counterbalance the injury which individuals may 
eventually sustain from authorizing the measure? 

In investigating the first point, it became necessary 
to advert to the act of the Virginia Assembly, passed 
the 3d of January, 1786, and the act of the Assembly 
of Maryland, passed the 12th of March, in the same 
year, confirming a compact previously entered into be- 
tween the two States; from which it appears that, 
among other stipulations entered into between the 
States of Virginia and Maryland, by their Commission- 
ers appointed for that purpose, it is agreed, “that the 
citizens of each State, respectively, shall have full prop- 
erty in the shores of the Potomac river adjoining the 
lands, with all the emoluments and advantages there- 
unto belonging, and the privilege of making wharves 
and other improvements, sò as not to obstruct or injure 
the navigation of the river.” 


It does not appear to your committee, that the sub- 
sequent cession made by the two contracting parties of 
ten miles square, lying on both sides of the river, under 
the first article of the Constitution of the United States, 
to wit: by an actofthe Virginia Assembly, passed the 
3d day of December, 1791, and by an act of the Assem- 
bly of Maryland, passed the 19th day of the same 
month, in any degree impairs the compact previously 
made by the two-contracting States ; but that the Uni- 
ted States received the territory, subject to the condi- 
tions previously imposed by the former possessors. 

Under this impression, your committee considered it 
a matter of the first importance, in the decision of this 
question, to inquire whether the fact assumed by the 


counter-petitioners, that the erection of a bridge will 
obstruct the navigation of the river above itis founded 
in truth? In examining this part of the subject, your 
committee could avail themselves of no other evidence 
than such as is drawn from analogy. 

It appeared to them, that the erection of piers in the 
river at the place contemplated for the site of the 
bridge, far from having the effect of occasioning a de~ 
position of earthy matter, and filling the channel, would 
rather have a tendency to keep the channel open, by 
the increased velocity of the water passing down the 
main channel of the river, between the two piers which 
it seemed practicable to erect on each side of it. It 
likewise appeared to them, if the erection of the cause. 
way from Masun’s island, opposite Georgetown, to the 
Virginia shore, would produce the effect expected from 
it, of improving the navigation of the river by means of 
throwing the whole body of the water of the river into 
a narrower compass, increasing its velocity, and thereby 
sweeping out a deeper channel, the same result might 
reasonably be expected from throwing a greater quan- 
tum and force of water into the main channel of the 
river, between the two piers which would support the 
bridge across the channel. ` 

Your committee find that the Legislature of Mary- 
land passed a law, on the 29th of December, 1791, pre- 
vious to the assumption of jurisdiction over the territo- 
ry by the United States, authorizing the erection of a 
bridge at or near Georgetown. As the river Potomac 
is navigable above the town of Georgetown, your com- 
mittee consider the passage of that law as expressive’ 
of an opinion, by the Legislature of Maryland, that the 
erection of a bridge below the head of tide-water is not 
such an obstruction or injury as is prohibited by the. 
articles of compact between the two States. And as 
that arm of the river Potomac between Mason’s island 
and the Virginia shore was navigable previous to the 
building of the causeway across that branch of the 
river, your committee have considered the law passed 
at the last session of Congress, authorizing the erection 
of that causeway, as declaratory of the right of the Le- 
gislature of the United States, (notwithstanding the 
compact between Virginia and Maryland,) to occlude, 
ina degree, the navigation of the river within their 


jurisdiction. 


If a bridge can be erected with such a draw as will 
admit the free passage of vessels of any burden for 
which there is depth of water in the channel, your 
committee do not consider the passing alaw to author- 
ize such a bridge, under proper restrictions, as any vio- 
lation of the compact before-mentioned ; and, from the 
best information they have heen able to obtain on this 
point, it seems very practicable to erect a bridge across 
the river Potomac, wit) a draw which will permit the 
passage of such vessels without much detention. 


On the second point, whether the benefit to the pub- 
lic would be so great as to counterbalance the inconve~ 
nience which might eventually result to individuals 
from authorizing this measure, your committee have 
had less difficulty in forming their opinion. From a sur- 
vey, said to be an accurate one, with which the committee 
have been furnished, it appears that the distance from 
Alexandria to Georgetown, (including the river,) by the 
present route, is eight miles and fifty poles; and from 
the ferry at Georgetown to the Cari‘ol, three miles and 
a quarter; making, in the whole, eleven miles three- 
eighths and fifteen poles. From Alexandria to the 
Capitol, by the intended bridge, six miles and a half 
and nine poles, being less than the road at present 
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travelled by five miles and seven-eighths. Hence it 
xesults that that distance will be saved to those having | 
communication between Alexandria and that part of 
the city lying in. the vicinity of, and below the Capitol, 
and to persons travelling from north to south, and e 
converso. 

The casualties, the delays, and the dangers to which 
the mails of the United States, as well as persons hav- 
ing occasion to pass from one side of the river to the 
other are subjected from the occurrence of storms, and 
the formation of ice on the river in Winter, (both which 
occasionally render the Potomac impassable,) are cogent 
circumstances in favor of the expediency of authorizing 
the erection of a bridge. 

Your committee are not furnished with data whereon 
to form an accurate opinion of the actual saving of dis- 
tance which will take place (in case of the erection of 
a bridge) in the transportation of the mails of the Uni- 
ted States. This, however, from the facts just stated, 
must be considerable; and the diminution of expense 
will be proportionate to the diminution of distance. 

On the whole, your committee are of opinion that 
the public interests will be greatly promoted by the 
erection of a bridge across the river Potomac, at or near 
the termination of the Maryland Avenue, in the City 
of Washington, to the county of Alexandria on the op- 
posite side ;eand, in conformity with that opinion, re- 
commend the following resolution : 

Resolved, ‘That the prayer of the petitioners, in favor 
of the erection of a bridge across the Potomac, is rea- 
sonable, and ought to be granted. 


he report was made the order of the day for 
hursday next. 


NATHANIEL GOODWIN AND OTHERS. 


` Mr. Crowninsuietp, from the Committee of 
Commerce and Manufactures, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of Nathaniel Goodwin and 
others, manufacturers of iron. hollow ware, in the 
State of Massachusetts, made the following re- 
port: 

The petitioners state that they are engaged in the 
manufacture of iron hollow ware, and. as the United 
States are amply furnished with the materials, and 
blast furnaces, to supply their inhabitants with that arti- 
cle, they pray that an additional duty may be imposed 
upon all iron hollow ware, imported from foreign coun- 
tries. 

The committee find that, under existing laws. this 
article is subject to a duty of seventeen and a half per 
cent. ad valorem, on importation into the United States 
in American vessels; and.if imported in vessels not of 
the United States, it is charged with the additional 
duty of ten per cent. on the duty; making the duty, in 
this case, amount to nineteen and one quarter per cent. 
on the invoice value. 

There are no documents within the reach of the 
committee that show the quantity of iron ware im- 
ported into the United States in any one year; goods, 
wares, and merchandise, paying the ad valorem duty, 
not being particularly designated in the returns from 
the collectors of the customs; but it is believed the 
quantity and value have not been very considerable for 
some years past. It cannot be doubted that the United 
States are in possession of the material for making iron 
hollow ware. ‘The native ore is in abundance in many 
parts of the country, and already furnaces have been 
established, which bid fair to furnish the fullest supply 
ofthat article. The protecting duty imposed on the 


foreign iron ware, holds out to the skilful manufacturer 
every encouragement he can reasonably ask for. If 
this duty was deemed too moderate, and. not sufficient- 
ly high to give a preference to the domestic manufac- 
ture, the committee would deem themselves authorized 
to propose a further augmentation. The article being 
not only bulky, but of considerable weight, must be 
subject to a high freight in proportion to its prime cost; 
if to this is added the commissions for purchase in Ey- 
rope, the insurance, and other shipping charges, with 
the duties payable on its importation here, it will be 
found that the foreign article comes burdened suffi- 
ciently to give a decided advantage to the American 
manufacturer. Surely the petitioners do not wish to 
claim a monopoly. A preference they ought to have, 
and, so far as encouragement has been given to Ameri- 
can manufactures generally, the article in question is 
charged with the highest rate of duties, with a very 
few exceptions. 

If Congress had determined to impose higher duties 
on imports, with a view of raising additional revenue, 
or to countervail the extraordinary impositions of other 
countries, it would be sound policy. to single out such 
articles as could be readily manufactured in the United 
States; and by making a just discrimination, all might 
derive a benefit, and none be injured ; but as the House 
have only authorized the committee to report on the 
subject-matter of the petition, and as.they are satisfied 
that the petitioners may receive a preference in the 
market for their manufacture, so far as cheapness and 
the quality of the article will give it to them, when 
put in competition with the foreign article, they are of 
opinion that it is at this time inexpedient to augment 
the duty on iron hollow ware imported into the Untted 
States. And the committee recommend that the peti- 
lioners have Jeave to withdraw their petition. 


The report was agreed to. 
IMPORTATION OF SLAVES. 


The House again went into a Committee of 
the Whole on Mr. Stoan’s resolution for impos- 
ing a tax of ten dollars upon every slave imported 
into the United States. 

Mr. CLarx said it was essentially necessary to 
the passage of a law on this subject that the 
amendment should prevail. The original resolu- 
tion contemplated.a certain description of persons 
as slaves; the object of the amendment was to ex- 
tend it to all persons imported into the United 
States. Suppose a cargo of slaves should arrive. 
Will they be entered at the custom-house as slaves? 
No. They will be recognised as a different de- 
scription of persons, and by that means the pay- 
ment of the tax will be evaded, and the law have 
no possible effect. 

Mr. SLoan said, on opening the business it had 
not been his intention to take an active part in the 
debate ; but as he had been ealled: on, particularly 
by the gentleman from Connecticut (Mr. Dana,) 
he would say a few words in reply. In the first 
place, he must be permitted tosay that he did not 
consider that gentleman serious—he only consid- 
ered him as making a display of that agreeable 
vein of faney and gemus which he had so often 
before manifested. If he were obliged to consider 
him as serious, he would in return beg permission 
to ask him a serious question, what are his-views 
in the amendment he has offered? Are they, said 
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Mr, SLoan, in order to prevent the emigration of 
the subjects of that tyrannic nation from which 
this predecessors as well as mine, came to this wil- 
derness—choosing rather to risk the dangers of 
the ocean, of famine and of every other species of 
hardshipsthan live longer under that tyrannic gov- 
ernment? ‘Is he afraid then emigration will crowd 
our population, or disturb the steady habits of his 
people? Ifthat is the case I will ease his fears by 
stating to him that I last year paid a visit to the 
country west of the mountains, and there beheld 
the countless millions of acres reserved for the ac- 
commodation of pooremigrants. This great tract 
ofcountry isprobably reserved by the Great Author 
of Nature as the happy asylum for the oppressed 
subjects of the despotisms of Europe—rather than 
tax them let us receive them with open arms, re- 
membering that our ancestors were once like them, 
strangers ina strange land, and let us give them 
a welcome reception, into this land overflowing 
with milk and honey. 

Mr. Dana.—Notwithstanding my great desire 
to gratify the gentleman from New Jersey, to 
gratify whom would afford me great pleasure, yet 
in the present case, with the best disposition in 
the world, I cannot do it. The amendment ap- 
pears to me to be very consistent with the princi- 
ples on which the resolution was offered. Iun- 
derstood it as a proposition of revenue relative to 
the importation of a species of men that is profit- 
able to our merchants. I thought the revenue 
would be extended by taking in the consumption 
of a larger class of men, who might, therefore, be 
very fairly taxed. I could scarcely have expected 
that the gentleman should have travelled over the 
mountains, and have there counted the countless 
millions of acres spread outas a beneficent asylum 
for poor emigrants from Europe, much less that 
heshould have so eloquently portrayed the oppres- 
sion of England and France, and blended the num- 
ber of persons about to occupy those western acres 
with the simple question of revenue now before 
the House. Gentlemen have brought this forward 
as a question of revenue. May we not be permit-, 
ted to take them on theirown ground? If, instead 
of revenue, their object be a condemnation of the 
trade, let them come out. The gentleman from 
New Jersey, with his knowledge, cannot be so ig- 
norant as not to know that there are other persons 
besides slaves brought into the country, who are 
deemed beneficial to the community ; are hardy 
and industrious, and that the price paid for their 
passage affordsa profit toour merchants. Whether 
this description of imported persons is so bene- 
ficial as, in policy, not to be taxed, is one thing. 
By omitting to tax them, we virtually give a bounty. 
They may not be so valuable to the State as to 
jusuty an exemption from all taxation. The ob- 
jection of gentlemen to the amendment takes too 
great a sweep, when they consider it as applicable 
to ali persons coming into the United States. It 
is only applicable to persons imported ; that is, to 
persons bound to service for aterm of years. [Mr. 
Dana here read the article of the Constitution on 
this subject.}_ Do gentlemen think the emigration 
and importation here stated synonymous terms? 


Persons imported are not persons migrating. If 
we look to the second section of the fourth article 
we shall have the point elucidated. “No person 
held to service or labor in one State under the laws 
thereof,escaping into another, shall in consequence 
of any law or regulation thercin, be discharged 
from such service or labor.” Persons imported, 
therefore, are those only who are held to service 
by some person holding authority over them. The 
designation, therefore, applies only to those whoare 
indented servantsforatime. The gentleman calls 
upon me to declare my motive for this amendment. 
Ido not, however, know how he became authorized 
to make this inquisition, or how my motives can 
influence the convictions of this House. If the 
proposition isa good one, the motives that produced 
it ought to have no weight. 

Mr. Aston said he had but one or two remarks 
to make, to show the necessity of adopting the 
amendment. There was a description of persons 
not embraced by the original resolution, which it 
had heretofore been thought sound policy partic- 
ularly to guard against—viz: persons of color from 
the West Indies. Under theresolution they might 
be imported, and he would undertake to say, that 
one hundred of them would be more injurious than 
ten thousand persons from Africa. This was one 
reason which induced him to favor the amend- 
ment. Another strong reason with him was to 
make it strictly conformable to the Constitution. 
Gentleman vaunt the freedom of the Constitution 
from the word slave, and yet they are for staining 
every page of the statute book with it. 

Mr. Stoan, in reply to Mr. Dana, said, that 
although thatgentleman would not give his reasons 
in favor of the amendment, he would give hisown 
against it. His wish was to discriminate between 
slaves and whites, on the latter of whom he would 
rather give a bounty than imposea tax. 

Mr. Fisk moved to amend the amendment by 
adding. after persons, “of color.” 

Mr. Dana.—I may not perhaps agree with the 
mover as to the import of the term which he pro- 
poses to introduce into the amendment. It has 
been stated by some students of natural philosophy, 
that neither black nor whiteisa color. The inten- 
tion of the honorable gentleman must be, that the 
resolution should neither apply to blacks nor 
whites, and if the gentleman knows the meaning 


| of the term, persons of color, he must know thatit 


doesnot include blacks, but raulattoes, mustees, &e. 
“: Mr. Fisk withdrew his amendment. 

‘Mr. SLoan moved to add to slaves, “and persons 
of color.” 

Mr. Macon (Speaker) said the State of which 
he was in part a representative, some time after the 
law now under consideration passed in a neigh- 
boring State, came to a resolution for amending 
the Constitution, to give Congress the power of 
prohibiting the importation of slaves altogether, 
which was sent to the Legislature of the several 
States, many of whom had concurred in it, or in 
one similar to it. This showed the sense of the 
States as to this worst of all traffics, No person 
could more regret the conduct of South Carolina 
than he did: Perhaps coming from an adjoining 
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pressions from that which they ought to do, al- 
though he was not sensible that this was the case. 
But it always seemed to him that this measure was 
nothing more nor less than arraigning the conduct 
ofa State Legislature, a Legislature that wasnearly 
equally divided, as pointing at them the finger of 
reprobation of the whole nation. If they had 
sinned, was it not better and more christian-like 
to forgive them? On this subject he never had 
but one opinion, and that was, that such a law 
ought not to pass. Should it pass, it might per- 
haps prevent the importation of a few persons. 

The Cuaraman here reminded the honorable 
Speaker that the question was on the amendment 
and not on the resolution, to the former of which 
the debate must be confined. 

Mr. Macon, after vindicating himself from a 
violation of order, said the subject had been con- 
sidered in different points of view by the Govern- 
ment. Congress had heretofore felt a difficulty and 
delicacy in acting upon this subject ; so also had 
the convention that formed the Constitution. 


the gentleman from Conneeticut would not be 
adopted; in verity, he could not see any good 
reason for it; as the object of the amendment 
was entirely different from the object of the ori- 
ginal resolution, which was merely to impose a tax 
on the importation of slaves. With the honorable 
Speaker he concurred in regretting that this subject 
had been agitated; but as it had been brought 
forward, heshould vote for the resolution, provided 
it were unamended. If the amendment were 
adopted, he should vote against it. 

What do gentlemen who urge the amendment 
want? Are they about to exclude from the Uni- 
ted Statesthe emigration of those unfortunate men 
who, from poverty or distress, are unable to pay 
their passage across the Atlantie? Will they add 
totheir misfortunes by burdening them with a new 
tax? Mr. N. said, that he had heard but one 
remark which bore the semblance of argument, 
but which on examination would be found not te 
be correct. The gentleman from North Carolina 
(Mr. Atstron) says, in the Southern States, they 


In | are apprehensive of the admission of persons from 


laying on imported goods an ad valorem duty, no | the West Indies, and that this resolution does not 


duty had been laid on the importation of slaves ; 
itseemed that on this subject Congress and all the 
Executive officers thought. the same way. Con- 
gress had, however, passed anotherla w, prohibiting 
the citizens of the United States from carrying 
on the trade from one port to another, 

There was another question which he believed 
had not yet been settled, with regard to which he 
did not profess to be jurist enough to decide the 
effect.of the law. If we lay this duty, coulda ves- 
sel having slaves on board enter the ports of a 
State which otherwise she would be prohibited 
from entering ? Suppose such a vessel brought to 
the port of Wilmington, in North Carolina, which 
he merely mentioned because nearest to the State 
of South Carolina. If, in consequence of this tax, 
she could be entered there, it would be a stronger 
reason against the measure than had been urged; 
because it could not be denied that there are some 
people in North Carolina, who, if these persons 
could be smuggled in, would purchase them. Ina 
the State which he in part represented, there 
Was a portion of this species of property. No one 
regretted the evil more than he did; but what to 
do with it was the question. He believed that it 
was an evil for which the wisest man in the nation 
could not satisfy himself with a cure. It was an 
evil which our forefathers had felt, and to which 
we must submit until an adequate cure was found. 
It was evident at this time, that the sentiment, he 
might add, the passion of the nation was against 
it: the nation had set their faces against it; he 
Was afraid in their decision the House would be 
governed by this passion. If their only object were 
to evince their disapprobation of the conduct of 
South Carolina, instead of imposing a tax, they 
might pass a resolution expressive of their dissat- 
asfaction, or propose an amendment to the Con- 
stitution. 

Tbe question was taken on the amendment of 
- SLoan, which was lost—yeas 24. 


"Mr. Neuson said he hoped the amendment of 


inhibit their introduction, Bat if they really ap- 
prehend danger from this quarter, may they not 
avert it by prohibiting the importation themselves? 
Is not the State of South Carolina and every other 
State competent tothisact? Then what occasion 
is there for the amendment? The original reso- 
lution stands as it should do—all the arguments 
urged go to the main question. Nor are we, said 
r. N., as gentlemen allege, pointing the finger 
of scorn or disapprobation atany particular State. 
On the contrary, the object is general. But, say 
gentlemen, none but South Carolina admits slaves; 
but does this prove that no other State may not, or 
will not admit them? And if this should be the 
case, would not this tax bring us a considerable 
sum? As to revenue, it is true, it is no great ob- 
ject; though I recollectto have hearda Scotchman 
say, many mickles make a muckle. Iam for the 
resolution, because I think the people of this country 
should hold up their hands in disapprobation of 
the conduct of South Carolina—I am against the 
amendment, because it would prevent the emigra- 
tion of a useful and oppressed class of men, and 
thereby operate cruelly towards them. Å 
. Mr. Sournarp said, the object of the resolution 
was to lay a tax of ten dollars on slaves imported 
into the United States. The amendment did not 
correspond with the spirit of the Constitution ; for 
it would not be contended that the convention ever 
meant to place free white persons wishing to em- 
igrate to the United States under the same embar- 
rassment as slaves. The importation of the latter 
had been considered as a great injury; but he 
would ask if the emigration of oppressed Buro- 
peans was an injury? We have only to look over 
the United States tosee the large number, as well 
as the respectability of those who have been obliged 
to pay their passage by binding themselves out for 
a term of years. It was only necessary for gen- 
tlemen to view this subject dispassionately fora 
moment, to reject theamendment. He would ask, 
if the amendment carried, whether one member 
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would vote for the resolution? He believed not, 
asit would bea greater evil to prevent the emi- 
gration of whites than ihe importation of slaves ; 
as. the importation of the latter would be limited 
to the year 1808, when he had no doubt it would 
be prohibited by the unanimous vote of Congress. 

Mr. Dana.—if I understand the gentleman from 
New Jersey right, he imagines the amendment is 
not in compliance with the spirit of the Constitu- 
tion, inasmuch as he is of opinion that the ninth 
section of the first article ought to be restricted in 
fair meaning to slaves. It is in the following 
words. [Mr. Dana here read the section.] Itis, 
said he, indeed difficult for me to understand, how 
an amendment in the very words of the Consti- 
tution, without the change of a single term, can 
violate its spirit. Because the same words are 
used, is it to be inferred it is contrary to the spirit 
of the Constitution? [am sensible the amend- 
ment changes the complexion of the resolution 5 
but while it embraces others, it includes likewise 
those persons in the resolution. Perhaps it may 
include some persons who ought to be excluded ; 
but it should be observed that this is only a reso- 
lution for settling the priociple, and that the sub- 
ordinate details may be settled in a bill. Gentle- 
men will not contend that the importation of all 
descriptions of white persons is beneficial. I re- 
collect one State into which a cargo of convicts 
was imported, which a law was passed to prohibit. 
The amendment then merely involves the ques- 
tion, whether the resolution shall be confined to 
slaves, or be extended to others. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Dana’s 
amendment to substitute persons in the room of 
slaves,and passed in the negative, only 32 members 
rising in favor of it. 

Mr. Earty.—I wish for the attention of the 
Committee while I submit a very few obserya- 
tions on the resolution under consideration, which 
are intended to go toa single point which has 
been but slightly noticed by the honorable Speaker, 
but which may be placed in some points of view 
that are important. I mean to consider the sub- 
ject as a matter of feeling, in relation to the State 
ov which itis about to bear. To her itis not 
unimportant. The objectof the resolution certain- 
ly is either to point the disapprobation of this na- 
tion at the practice in question, or to raise a reve- 
nue from that practice. It is either one, or an 
union of both theseends. If the object be to-point 
the disapprobation of the nation against South 
Carolina, 1 pray gentlemen to pause and reflect 
on the consequences of such a policy; and I beg 
all to recoliect that they are interested as well 
as South Carolina with regard to such policy. 
Those who regard either the feelings of one State, 
er the peace and harmony of the whole nation, 
will do well to reflect before they adopt a policy 
bottomed on such a prineiple. 

As it may be, that the measure is entertained as 
a source of revenue, if this is the object, I will ask 
one question. Is the price they are to get worth 
the evil they create? Is the petty sum of $40,000 
or $50,000 of so much moment. Is it a sufficient 
object to this Government to induce them to adupt 


a measure, which willirritateand wound the feel- 
ings of a respectable member of the Confederacy % 
Forty or fifty thousand dollars is a petty sum to 
this Government; but it is not so toa State; itis 
not so to South Carolina. Let gentlemen, if they 
please, attem pt to get round the question, by saying 
that this resolution is not exclusively confined to 
South Carolira—the evasion is unworthy of them. 
The whole nation knows, South Carolina knows, 
and we know, what is intended by `t; and it is 
the same as if SouthCarolina was on the face of it. 
The sum, though trifling to the United States, is 
not soto South Carolina. The revenue intended 
by this resolution to be drawn from South Caro- 
lina, will equal, if it does not exceed, the whole 
expense of her government. What, then, will 
be the situation of the people of that State, in 
ease this resolution is adopted? It will be the 
situation ofa people who pay a double tax. They 
will pay a tax for the support of their own Gov- 
ernment; revenue will be drawn from them for 
national purposes, as from the other parts of the 
Union; and they will be burdened with an ad- 
ditional tax, equal to the whole expense of their 
State Government. I will ask now, whetber the 
evils attending such an imposition, and the reflec- 
tions arising from it, will not necessarily irritate, 
wound, and offend the feelings of the people of that 
State? Whether, then, weconsider itasa measure 
to evince the disapprobation of the nation, or asa 
source of revenue, it flows from a policy equally 
questionable. The people, sir, of South Carolina 
cannot avoid the reflection, that the finger of seora 
is pointed at them; that a double tax is imposed on 
them. What will be the consequence? That 
which every gentleman must foresee. It is not 
difficult to foresee it, because it is a natural conse- 
quenee, such as must fullow whenever thecommon 
feelingsof human natureareentertained. Thecon- 
sequence will be, an alienation of attachment to 
and respect for this Government. I ask gentle- 
men to put the question home to themselves, 
whether the revenue they expect is worth the sac+ 
rifice? This isa question which ought never to 
be stirred in our national councils. Thongh older 
men than myself might better tell the Committee 
than I can do, the effect which introducing this 
subject in any shape invariably has had on the 
feelings of the Government, or on the Representa- 
tives of the nation, I will undertake to give my 
opinion of it. Sir, I have always understood that 
this subject was found most difficult to be adjusted 
in the Federal Convention. Ihave always under- 
stood that, when brought before the councils of 
the nation, in any period or in any shape;a fervor 
of feeling and warmth of sentiment never failed to 
disturb the public harmony. Every man knows 
the effect of the first application to Congress on 
this subject, by a man at the head of a noted body 
of men in Pennsylvania or Delaware, of the name, 
Lbelieve, of Warner Mifflin. All know the effects 
of an application of a more recent date, ia the 
other branch of the Legislature, from some friend- 
ly people northwardly. ‘All know the effects of 
the celebrated resulution laid on our table the last 
session, by the same gentleman who has favored 
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free all persons boro of a mother in the Territory 
of Columbia, after a certain period. All will re- 
collect the beight to which the feelings of men 
were wrought on those occasions. It Is because 
the agitation of this subject always had and al- 
ways will have the same effect, that [think it 
ought never to be introduced into this House. 

There is another idea on this subject, of no small 
importance. We constantly hear from different 
quarters of the Union, complaints relative to the 
unprotected state of trade. Memorials to this ef- 
fect are every day heaping themselves upon us. 
Ï submit then, the question, whether if we legalize 
this trade, so far as the imposition of tax can legal- 
ize it, we shall not become bound to protect it as 
completely as we are bound to protect any other 
species of traffic? And whether we shall not re- 
ceive crowds of memorialsto this effect, from negro 
merchants? I believe we shall; and if, by col- 
lecting a revenue, we legalize the traffic, they will 
have the same rights as other traders. 

I have another objection. I consider it as open- 
ing an objectionable source of revenue. I consid- 
er it objectionable to draw revenue from such a 
traffic, Are we not told, ina loud tone, that it in- 
volves a violation of every principle of moral obli- 
gation; that it is a erying sin, which calls for the 
vengeance of Heaven? Are we not told, on this 
very floor, that it is so black a sin as ought to in- 
duce us to‘expect signal vengeance? Well, after 
these things are said and reiterated, will gentle- 
ten contend that this is a proper source of reve- 
nue? What! Draw resources for the support of 
a great State from acts which are declared to be 
sinsagainst Heaven? If this be correct, then may 
we go on with this asa precedent, and take the 
whole catalogue of crimes, and draw revenue from 
every oath that is broken, and every feluny that 
is perpetrated! Thus, by taxing every crime, we 
shall support this Government by the commission 
of'crimes. In my opinion, the adoption of a law 
or resolution to the effect of that on your table. 
will fix a stain on the records of this House, and 
on the character of the nation, at which our pos- 
terity will blush, and for which we, in our mo- 
ments of cool reflection, will have ample cause to 
condemn ourselves. 

There are other points which might be noticed ; 
but as they are such as already have been dwelt on, 
orare familar to the miads of the members, I will 
not detain the Committee by any remarks on them, 
but I will conclude by observing, that so far as re- 
špects myself, I will give this resolution a more 
hearty negative that I have ever before given in 
iny life. 

[At the request of Mr. Smruts, the act of Con- 
gress passed in the year 1800, was read by the 
Clerk.] 

Mr. Broom.—lI agree with the gentleman from 
Georgia in expressing the wish that this resolu- 
tion had never been brought forward, inasmuch 
as [ wish that the State of South Carilina, in itn- 
liation of ber sister States, had never given oc- 
easion for it. It is said that this isa question 
which has always pruduced agitation in this 


If this be any 
argument at all, it is in favor of bringing the dis- 
cussion to a close, by extinguishing the cause 
which produces it; for, until this shall be the case, 
there will aiways be found men in this House to 
offer a similar resolution, the result of which may 
be a like agitation. The question is not now 
whether this resolution shall be introduced, but, 
as it is introduced, whether it shall not be put to 
sleep forever, by exercising at once our Constitu- 
tional powers. It is contended by the gentleman 
from North Carolina, (My. ALsron,) that this 
measure is not Constitutional, because it operates 
partially. 

Mr. Atsron rose to explain. If he had said 
that he did not consider the resolution as Consti- 
tutional, he had expressed what he did not mean 
to say. He had meant to say, and he believed he 
had said, it would operate partially and unjustly, 

Mr. Broom.—I am glad the gentleman has 
saved the time of the House, and me the trouble, 
of confuting the argument which I had conceived 
him to have urged. But as, on this point, much 
honest fear may prevail, I must be permitted to 
premise, notwithstanding the gentleman’s conces- 
sion, that this resolution is strictly Constitutional. 
The spirit of the Constitution, if there were no 
express provision, would embrace the power; and 
one of the first laws of the Government would 
have been in consonance with this spirit, to pro« 
hibit a trade so repugnant to the aniform tenor of 
the Constitution, and to its very preamble. The 
first object of a body, established to guarantee the 
tights of a free people, but for this provision, would 
have been at least a prohibition of the extension 
of slavery. 

Bur, say gentlemen. there is part of the Consti- 
tution which declares that all duties shall be üni- 
form; and ‘because this tax will operate on South 
Carolina alone, it is unconstitutional. Ido not 
know, however, that Congress are bound to say 
that each State shall pay an exact proportion of 
the duties; for, in so extensivean union, it would 
be impossible for any duty to be laid which would 
affect equally all parts of it. Do you impose & 
duty on distilled spirits, you raise one part of the 
Union in arms; do you tax the fisheries, another 
part of the Union is ia ferment; and so with re- 
spect to the imposition of a tax upon other articles 
consumed unequally in different parts of the Union. 
No tax can, from the nature of things, operate 
equally on all the States. By uniformity, can 
only be meant an uniform operation on all the 
subjects of tax in whatever part of the Union they 
may be found. It cannot, therefore, be said that 
this tax is Inconsistent with the spirit of the Con- 
stitution. It has the very uniformity required by 
the Constitution, for no part of the Union will be 
exempted by any act of the Union from its opera- 
tion. There can be, therefore, no objection to the 
resolution on this ground. But we have not to 
resort to general principles to justify a tax ek- 
pressly provided for by the words of the Con- 
stitution, 

“The migration or importation of such personsas 
‘any of the States now existing shall think proper 
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i ; ibi b is moiety to the use of such pers 
t to admit, shall not be prohibited by the Congress | ‘and ihe ne ett T Sara Be au 
t prior to the year 1808; but a tax or duty may be | ‘or persons Who sue fo; p e the 
‘imposed on such importation, not exceeding ten | ‘ same.” By this act all citizens are prohibited 
£ dollars for each person,” Here there is an ex- | from fitting out vessels for carrying on this trade, 
press provision that this tax may be imposed. and not only the ship is forfeited, but a penalty is 
‘Will gentlemen say that it was the intention of | likewise imposed of two hundred hist In the 
the Convention to give a power which was never yee re reas var ne y ones 
to be carried into effect? This power so given | wile as been read by lerk. ct, 
implied, on the part of the Union, an agreement | Congress have manifested mel age of the in- 
2 > * . 
imi „and on the part of | humanit of this trade, and they have imposed 
ra Ue ema ee an assent t it. SA on carrying on a trade in nies even 
Tt is said this measure will be harsh, oppressive, | from oa foreign pot a EP Pa Pea 
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came ingrafted on the Constitution? Was there | li € ) , they | ; 
not in the Convention, on this subject, concer | pers Every Se ae 
i oth side id not the Union concede ' l a z 
Se re Koniker States, that prior to the year | ed prohibitory laws on this subject. I presume 
1808. there should be no prohibition of the im- that the pecuniary interests of other States con- 
portation of slaves? But did not the States, in- nected with it, are equal to Gerk i A ae: 
terested in this traffic, concede to the United States | R OET F ea 
ae pone oae a a E a P manity aid e have entirely interdicted 
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ings to demand it of him. Why did South Car- | law, we shall thereby regu ate this trade, and, in 
olna submit to the Constitution, and thereby | doing so, be bound to protect it. A 
pledge herself to pay this tax, if she is now un- | I should be to see that standard, heretofore raise 
willing to submit to it ? in the defence of liberty, now reduced to protect 
The gentleman says this ought to be considered the slave trade. Fortunately, however, we can 
as a matter of feeling, and that we ought not thus | never be bound to protect this trade, because the 
to point the finger of scorn at the State of South | United States have solemnly declared that it shall 
Carolina, What is this but an acknowledgment | never be carried on in any of our vessels, or by 
that the traffic is improper, and that the finger of | any of our citizens. How, then, protect it? In 
scorn might be directed to it? I am not saying French, Spanish, or English vessels? Does not 
that the proceedings of the State of South Caro- | the common sense of every man revolt atthe idea? 
lina are wrong; but, if they be wrong, to smother | By the laws of the land, our own citizens a 
up the transaction without exercising our Consti-| carry on the trade; surely, then, we cannot be 
tutional power, is to make this Government a called on to protect foreign vessels in practices 
party in the wrong. I do not wish to point the | disallowed to our own citizens. We have, there- 
finger of scorn at any State, but are we to be pre- fore, no reason .on earth to fear that our ae 
vented, by this suggestion, from prohibiting, as far vessels will be degraded by convoying a parcel o 
as we constitutionally can, a trade disapproved of | slaves to this boasted land of liberty. 
by the general voice of the country, and disap- But it is said that we shall encourage ue trade 
proved of by the laws of every State in the Union | by drawing a revenue from it. T appeal to tae 
except one? To show the extreme abhorrence | correct sense of gentlemen, Mier the wio 
of Congress against the slave trade, we have but | tion of a duty upon an article can be considere 
to turn to the law passed io the year 1794; what | as encouraging lis importation? Have duties im- 
does it say ? “If any citizen or citizens of the posed upon imported articles ordinarily this effect? 
t United States shall, contrary to the true intent | No. Jf this effect is intended, the way is to strip 
‘and meaning of this act, take on board, receive, them of duties; and, in the case of a favorite ar- 
‘t or transport any such persons as above described ticle, always to keep it exempt from duty. To 
‘in this act, for the purpose of selling them as} be told, then, because we lay a duty upon the im- 
‘ slaves, as aforesaid, he or they shall forfeit and | portation of slaves, we, therefore, favor their im- 
‘ pay, for each and every person so received on | portation, is the most novel principle I'ever heard 
t board, transported, or sold, as aforesaid, two hun- | of ; $e ; 
‘dred dellars, to be recovered in any court of the| Itis said this duty will not prohibit the import- 
t United States proper to try the same; the first | ation of slaves. I would be glad if it should have 
€ moiety thereof. to the use of the United States, the effect of prohibiting their importation; but I 
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will acknowledge I despair of any great effect be- 
ing produced in this way. But though it may 
not have this effect, it may depress the great stim- 
ulus the trader has to carry on this trade. It can 
only be carried on from motives of gain. Will it 
be said to be no trifling thing to impose a tax of 
ten dollars a head on a cargo of three or four bun- 
dred blacks? Will this be no diminution of profit 2 
This is all we can do. Let us, then, do all we 
can, and leave the rest to Providence. Let us not 
call for help until we have first helped ourselves. 
Let us not say the Constitution ties our hands from 
`o doing anything, when we are stared on the very 
¿face of it, with the power to do something. We 
shall never be able to wipe away the disgrace of 
encouraging the slave trade, which may be im- 
puted to us, unless we pass, to the full extent of 
our Constitutional powers, laws to prohibit it. 
May not the reflection be cast upon us, that, after 
< having achieved our liberty, our first act was to 
» ‘trample under foot the most sacred rights of hu- 
manity and justice? If what we shall do will not 
amount to a prohibition of the trade, is all our 
labor therefore lost? No, sir; we may draw a 
revenue from it. We are told that this will be 
“disgraceful; that it will be the price of infamy ; 
and that an honest Government ought not to draw 
a revenue from so corrupt a source. In answer 
to this suggestion, I will appeal to the sentiments 
-of every member of this Committee. If it be in- 
famous, as gentlemen contend, the Constitution 
„has tied up our hands; the Constitution has le- 
galized the trade. If there be infamy in it, we 
are bound to submit to it. Under these circum- 
` stances. what does common sense tell us to do? 
To make the most of the power we possess. There 
is evil enough. God knows, in the trade, and 
we can only lessen this evil by extracting as 
much good from it as we can. Is it just to say 
a Government patronizes crimes because it de- 
tives profit from the labor of her criminal con- 
victs? It is contrary to common sense to draw 
such a conclusion. Gentlemen say, if you draw 
revenue from this source, you may as well obtain 
it from licensing thieves, murderers, and the per- 
petrators of other crimes. But there isa great 
difference between the cases. In one case you 
“have a right to punish, and, by punishing, prevent 
the commission of crimes. But here our hands 
are tied. Thus far, says the Constitution, you 
shall go, and no farther. We may prevent,and 
we do prevent. our own citizens from carrying on 
the slave trade, but they dare not go further. 
‘With this view of the subject, I ask whether im- 
“posing a duty can be considered as sanctioning 
the act? A thief we may punish; but, in this 
case, we cannot drag to our tribunals men who 
‘owe no allegiance to our Government, and who 
are sheltered under a Constitutional provision. 
‘We impose duties on all articles except those 
we think proper to encourage. Why, then, ex- 
empt this? Unfortunately, a slave is considered 
by our laws as an article of property, and comes 
hin. the class of property imported into the 
ted States. Upon salt, sugar, and other arti- 
s.of the first necessity, we have laid high and 
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oppressive duties. We have laid a duty of twenty 
cents on every bushel of salt, and correspondent 
duties on tea, coffee, sugar, and molasses. I ask, 
then, when it is considered that these articles are 
extensively consumed by the poor of our country, 
do we not take from Jabor the price of its indus- 
try, while we omit to lay any duty on slaves, who, 
so far from being owned by the poor, are the ex- 
clusive property of the rich ?—thus exempting 
this article of luxury, while others of the first ne- 
cessity, which are consumed by the poor, in com- 
mon with all deseriptions of citizens, are burdened 
with a heavy duty. While articles allowed to be 
beneficial to all classes pay high duties, articles 
which are injurious, used by the rich to pamper 
their luxury, remain free from duty, and all the 
efforts of the nation cannot obtain the imposition 
of even a slight duty on them. How inconsistent 
is this with the pompous profession of relieving 
the poor, so long sounded in our ears! We have 
heard it triumphantly announced that the millen- 
nium has arrived. aud that poor men are no longer 
to be oppressed with grievous taxes ; and yet, when 
we, propose to lay a duty, whose effect might be 
to lessen the tax on the necessaries of life, we are 
told we are not to do it, because it will irritate 
the rich. I would not wish to wound the feel- 
ings of any man, but I do notknow why we should 
trample on the poor in order to privilege the rich. 
In this country, I know of no such privileged 
order, and I trast we never shall knowit. Viewed 
in the aspect of revenue, is the duty so small as to 
be unworthy of notice? Ifthe tax produce only 
$20,000, it will enable us to take off the tax on 
pepper; and should it produce only $10,000, we 
may take off the tax on medicines and a variety 
of other articles consumed by all classes of our cit- 
izens. But it may not be as small as gentlemen 
imagine. If 10,000 slaves are imported ina year, 
it will amount to $100,000. It is possible double 
that sum may arise from it. J affect not, on this 
point, to speak with precision, but if we reckon on 
what has occurred in past times, we calculate on 
improper data. As we shall in a short time pos- 
sess the power of entirely prohibiting the trade, 
the present moment will probably be seized as the 
last days in which this iniquitous trade may be 
triumphantly carried on. In order to meet future 
demands, those engaged in it will go to the full 
extent of their eapital—to the whole length of 
which importations willbe made. This isa strong 
reason for our doing ail in our power to repress 
this trade. 

I need not dwell on the great number of slaves 
concentred in the Southern States, At the time 
of taking the census they amounted to 832,000. 
In the State of South Carolina there were 146,000 
slaves, and 199,000 whites. I need not expatiate 
on the greatness of this evil. Not only South 
Carolina may suffer, but all the other neighboring 
States may share the evil. Those States who 
are ashamed to avow a participation in the trade, 
may be indebted to her for an augmentation of 
their slaves; and the evil may extend to those 
States who now believe themselves secure, If 
these people were to rise on their masters, I ask if 


371 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


372 


Hor R. 


: Importation of Slaves. 


January, 1806. 


the whole Union would not be bound to assist in 
putting them down? It is not, therefore, South 
Carolina alone, but all the members of this Cun- 
federacy that may be disturbed by the accumula 
tion of thisevil. It is from these considerations— 
because I wish this traffic to be checked, and be- 
cause, as an object of revenue, I am for making 
the most of the evil, and because we may be ena- 
bled thereby to exempt articles of the first neces- 
sity from at least a part of the duties imposed upon 
them—that I am of opinion that we ought not, in 
justice, to exempt this article any longer from duty. 

[After the speech of Mr. Broom, the debate went 
on during the remainder of this and the greater 
part of the ensuing day. Having already pre- 
sented, in the remarks of the preceding speakers, 
nearly the whole of the prominent facts and ideas 
disclosed in the debate, we shall, from a necessary 
regard to other more important matter, pass lightly 
over that part of it which followed, confining our 
notice principally to replies and explanations 
drawn forth from the observations already detailed. 
This course is pursued to give an impartial sketch 
of what occurred.— Editors. | 

Mr. SLoan spoke at some length, enforcing the 
ideas previously expressed by him. 

Mr. Bevincer assigned his reasons for being 
against the resolutions. He viewed the slave trade 
as a great evil. but he feared the imposition ofa 
duty would rather encourage than repress the im- 
portation of slaves. He knew the tax would be 
disagreeable to his constituents, and he would 
rather go on without receiving a cent from it than 
raise money in such a way. 

Mr. Barty said that he was far from intending 
to charge the mover of the resolution with a dis- 
position to wound the feelings of any member of 
the House. He had said nothing to that effect. 
He would on the contrary observe that he consid- 
ered the manner of the gentleman mild, and such 
as had not rendered him in the least obnoxious to 
such a charge, He had said that the feelings of 
South Carolina would be probably wounded by 
the measure. He had no disposition, however, to 
charge the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
Soan) with such an intention, The task of 
wounding the feelings of South Carolina (if the 
observations of a gentleman on this floor could 
‘wound her feelings) had been reserved for the gen- 
tleman’s friend from Delaware, (Mr. Broom,) who 
had taken oecasior to heap on her head, so far as 
related to the importation of slaves, every term 
of reproach which his imagination could bring to 
his aid. If he expected he would be imitated in 
such a procedure, he would be mistaken. One 
word in reply to an observation which he had ap- 
plied to the State of Georgia. He had said that 


the evil was not confined to South Carolina, but 


that it extended to the neighboring States—that 
it extended to the State of Georgia, who, though 
ashamed to avow her approbation of it, partici- 
pated, notwiths anding, with South Carolina in it. 
Give me leave to say, said Mr. E. so far as relates 
to the State of Georgia, that she has not been— 
that she never will be—ashamed to avow what 


she does; and that,so far from approving this trade, 


she took a step six or eight years back, that had 


pot then been taken by any other State: she pro- 
hibited the traffic by au express injunction of her 


constitution. Let the gentleman from Delaware 


show anything in his own constitution like this, 
On this oceasion, the opponents of the resolution 
were disposed to treat the subject with temper, 
Heretofore, the temper which had been displayed 
had originated with them, but now it has pro- 
ceeded from a different quarter. S 
The debate here closed for this day. The Coni- 
mittee rose about 4 o’clock, and obtained leave to 


sit again. 


Wennespay, January 22. 

Mr. P. R. THompson presented a memorial 
from sundry inhabitants of Alexandria, in the 
District of Columbia, representing that the fees 
paid to the officers of the courts are exorbitant 
and oppressive, and praying that the fees may be 
reduced to the same amount chargeable in the 


courts of Virginia— Referred to the committee ap- 


pointed yesterday on the resolution offered by 
Mr. NELSON. 


After a few explanatory remarks, the object. 
of which was to show the necessity of uniformity 


in certain judicial proceedings of the States, Mre 
BipweE.u offered the following resolution : 
Resolved, That a committee be appointed to cons 


sider whether any, ahd if any, what further provision 
ought to be made by law for prescribing the manner 
in which the public acts, records, and judicial proceed- 
ings of the respective States shall be proved, and the 


effect thereof; and that they have leave to report-by 
bill or otherwise. ees 
Agreed to, and referred to a committee of five 
members. f 
The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill to extend jurisdiction, in 


certain cases, to the State Judges and State 


Courts. The bill was reported with an amend; 
ment thereto. 

Ordered, That the said bill, with the amend- 
ment, do lie on the table. fe ks 


IMPORTATION OF SLAVES, | 
The House again went intoa Committee of 
the Whole on Mr. Stoan’s resolution for impos- 


into the United States, ; 

Mr. Dawson.—Every gentleman who. has 
spoken on this unfinished business has expressed 
his regret at its introduction—none feel it more 
than I do; of the sincerity of which declaration 
I mean to give a proof by the motion which | 
shall make to you. a 

If this regret was felt at the introduction, if 
must be increased by the course which the argu: 
ment has taken, and by the warmth which:.as 
attended it. Ata time like this, when depredations 


are committed on our commerce, coasts, and här- 


bors; when our property is plundered, our. citis 
zens and our country maltreated and insulted,. 
would seem to me to be more wise and m 
patriotic to cherish a spirit of accommodation, 


| and to unite all our efforts and wisdom in adopting 


ing a taxof ten dollars upon every slave imported 
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those measures best calculated to meet this state 
of things, to support our just claims, to vindicate 
our violated rights; and not to introduce subjects 
which will inevitably create division, which will 
éxcite one section of the continent, one portion of 
our fellow-citizens, against another, thereby dis- 
turbing that harmony and union of councils so 
pecessary for the good of the whole. 

With this view of our situation, in order to 
take such measures as the state of our country 
requires, E move to postpone the farther consider- 
ation of that resolution until this day week, in 
order that we may go into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. Leis opposed, and Mr. Raza, of Tennes- 
see, supported the postponement. 

Mr. Broom said that the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia spoke of a degree of warmth excited by this 
discussion. I presume, said Mr. B. that in this 
remark he had some allusion to me. I must con- 
fess I am sorry, that any gentleman should have 
so understood my observations as to suppose them 
applicable to any member of this House, or any 
State in the Union. I assure the House I intend- 
ed my observations should apply to the slave 
trade as carried on from Africa, apd not to any 
State or member on this floor. I perceived by a 
law of the United States that this trade was not 
permitted to be carried on by-any State, or citizen 
of the United States. I therefore could not pre- 
suthe it was so catried on, and could therefore 
mean no reflection on any State or citizens of 
the United States. My observations were exclu- 
sively applicable to the slave trade. 

Messrs. Stoan, Stanton, Fisk, and ELMER, 
spoke against the postponement, and Mr. Tac- 
GaRT against the resolution... When the question 
ön postponement was lost—yeas 35. 

Mi. Dana took an historical view of the pro- 
ceedings of Congress on this subject; regretted 
the rejection of bis amendment, and added, that as 
the sole question was now on the original resolu- 
tion, a question which he had wished to have 
parried, but which the committee had determined 
stiould be taken, and he was then officially called 
upon to express his approbation or disapprobation 
of the slave trade, he could not hesitate for a mo- 
ment doing the latter. He should therefore vote 
for the resolution. 

Mr. ALsron placed in a more expanded view 
his observations of yesterday, and made addi- 
tional remarks. 

<Mr. J. C. Smrra supported the resolution, and 
vindicated the State he represented from any im- 
putation from not having a similar feature in her 
coñstitution to that of the constitution of Geor- 
gia: He observed that the constitution of Con- 
necticut, having had its origin about two hundred 
years ago, bad not foreseen the present state of 
things; but he begged permission to say, that 
Connecticut had never received into her bosom 
any of the species of property alluded to. 

Some recriminations ensued between several 
fiembers, on the participation of the traders of 
some of the New England States in carrying on 
the slave trade. 


solution the session before the last. 


Messrs. Smitig and Sournarp spoke at con- 
siderable length in favor of the resolution. 

Mr. T. Moors said he had not on this occasion’ 
expected to have risen ; but a he was one of the 
Representatives of South Carolina, he thought it 
his duty to offer a few remarks on the subject. 

He said it was true he was one of those who 
bad expressed his expectation that the Legisla- 
ture of South Carolina would pass prohibitory 
laws against the importation of slaves, He had 
no doubt other Representatives of the State had 
expressed in private the same opinion. It was 
probable, under that expectation, that the House 
had postponed the further consideration of the re- 
Be that.as 
it might, he hoped the House would ‘not charge 
him with duplicity. He would state some facts 
not known to every one. It would be recollected, 
after the postponement had taken place here, in 
the Legislature of South Carolina a bill bad pass- 
ed the House of Representatatives by a large ma- 


jority, and had been lost in the Senate but by a 
single vote. 


The last session of the Legislature, 
the same thing had occurred. He would ask, if 
this did not justify the expectation he bad ex- 
pressed? As he was up, Mr. M. said, he could 
not avoid making a reply to a few of the obser- 
vations of the gentleman from Delaware, (Mr. 
Broom.) He was nota little astonished to hear 
a gentleman on this floor, express such sentiments 
of malice and disrespect towards South Carolina 
and her citizens. He had hoped, from a gen- 
tleman who lately came into the House, more 
prudence. But be his standing what it might, he 
would tell him his expressions had been felt by 
the Representatives of that State. He had made 
a long harangue to make the House believe that 
a tax of ten dollars would do everything; but 
there was nota single gentleman in the House, 
acquainted with business, who could believe that 
it would prevent the importation of a single slave, 
Mr. M. said, he would make this single observation, 
and Iet the gentleman apply it as he pleased. He 
would remind him of the anecdote between the 
bedlamite and the beau, who had a sword swag- 
gering al hisside ; when the latter was asked what 
he bad that sword for, he said it was to kill his 
eneinies—lct them alone,said the former, they will 
die of themselves. If the gentleman had saved 
himself the trouble of making the disrespectful 
epithets in which he had indulged, he might bave 
created less cause for irritation, and everything 
might, perhaps, have been put on the best footing 
for passing prohibitory laws. 

After a few explanatory remarks from Messrs. 
Stoan and SMILIE, 

Mr. Rura of Tennessee entered largely into 
the field of argument against the resolution. 

‘When the question being put, the resolution was 
agreed to—yeas 79. 

The Committee having risen, and the House 
being resumed, took the report of the Committee 
into consideration. 

Mr. CLARK, having madea few retnarks against 
agreeing to the resolution, asked for the taking 
of the yeas and nays. 
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Mr. Atsvon said, if the resolution were to pass, 
he hoped it would be made intelligible. What 
constituted a slave? That which made a slave 
in one State did not make it in another. A cargo 
of persons brought into South Carolina became, 


under her laws, slaves, who would not be slaves 


under the laws of Massachusetts. Are we then 


about to pass a law for revenue, that taxes the 
very persons in South Carolina that are not tax- 


able in Massachusetts ? 

The main question was then taken by yeas and 
nays on agreeing to the resolution—yeas 90, nays 
25, as follows: 


Yeas—lIsaac Anderson, John Archer, David Bard, 


Burwell Bassett, Silas Betton, Barnabas Bidwell, 
Thomas Blount, James M. Broom, Robert Brown, John 
Boyle, John Chandler, Martin Chittenden, John Clai- 
borne, George Clinton, jun., John Clopton, Frederick 
Conrad, Orchard Cook, Leonard Covington, Richard 
Cutts, Samuel W. Dana, Ezra Darby, John Davenport, 
jun., William Dickson, Caleb Ellis, Ebenezer Elmer, 
William Ely, William Findley, James Fisk, John Fow- 
ler, Charles Goldsborough, Edwin Gray, Andrew 
Gregg, Silas Halsey, John Hamilton, Seth Hastings, 
William Helms, David Holmes, David Hough, John 
G. Jackson, Waiter Jones, James Kelly, Thomas 
Kenan, Nehemiah Knight, John Lambert, Michael 
Leib, Joseph Lewis, jun., Henry W. Livingston, Mat- 
thew Lyon, Nicholas R. Moore, Jeremiah Morrow, 
Jonathan O. Mosely, Jeremiah Nelson, Roger Nelson, 
Thomas Newton, jun, Gideon Olin, Timothy Pitkin, 
jun., John Pugh, Josiah Quincy, John Rea of Pennsyl- 
vania, John Russell, Peter Sailly, Thomas Sammons, 
Ebenezer Seaver, James Sloan, John Smilie, John Cotton 
Smith, John Smith, Samuel Smith, Henry Southard, 
Richard Stanford, Joseph Stanton, William Stedman, 
Lewis B. Sturges, Benjamin Tallmadge, Samuel Ten- 
ney, Philip R. Thompson, Uri Tracy, Abram Trigg, 
Philip Van Cortlandt, Joseph B. Varnum, Daniel U. 
Verplanck, Peleg Wadsworth, Matthew Walton, John 
‘Whitehill, Robert Whitehill, Eliphalet Wickes, Mar- 
maduke Williams, Nathan Williams, Alexander Wil- 
son, and Joseph Winston. 

Nars—Willis Alston, jun, George M. Bedinger, 
William Butler, John Campbell, Levi Casey, Christo- 
pher Clark, Jacob Crowninshield, John Dawson, Elias 
Earle, Peter Early, James Elliot, James M. Garnett, 
Robert Marion, Josiah Masters, William McCreery, 
David Meriwether, Thomas Moore, Thomas M. Ran- 
dolph, John Rhea of Tennessee, Thomas Sandford, 
O’Brien Smith, Thomas Spalding, Thomas W. T'homp- 
son, David R. Williams, and ‘Thomas Wynns. 

Ordered, That a bill, or bills, be brought in 
pursuant to the said resolution; and that Mr. 


Stoan, Mr. Fisx, and Mr. Dana, do prepare and 
bring in the same. 


Tuurspay, January 23, 
On motion of Mr. STANFORD, 
Resolved, That a committee be appointed to 
inquire into the expediency of altering the time 


for holding the Circuit Court in the District of 


North Carolina. 
Ordered, That Mr. Sranrorp, Mr. CLARK, 
and Mr. WiLLiams, of South Carolina, be ap- 


pointed a committee, pursuant to the said resolu- 
tion, 


DETACHMENT OF THE MILITIA. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill authorizing a detachment 
of the militia of the United States. Several 
blanks in the bill were filled up, one authorizing 
the President of the United States to accept as 


part of the detachment any corps of volunteers. 


who shall engage to continue in service six months 
after arriving at the place of rendezvous, and an- 
other appropriating two millions of dollars for the 
pay and subsistence of such part of the detach- 
ment as may be called into service. When the 
Committee rose and reported the bill with these 
amendments, in which the House concurred. 

Mr. Dana moved to amend the first section by 
striking out the following words, in italic, relative 
to the proportions of the detachment to be called 
from the respective States; “to be apportioned by 
the President of the United States, by the militia 
returns of the last year, in cases where such re- 
turns were made, and in cases where such returns 
were not made the last year, by such other data 
as he shall judge equitable,” and by substituting in 
lieu thereof the words, “according to the last 
census.” 

Mr. Varnvum stated several reasons against the 
amendment. 

Mr. Dana withdrew his amendment, and moved 


a modification of it; which he also withdrew on an 


explanation made by Mr. Varnum. When the 
bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing on Monday. 

Mr. Sinise said that on the third of December 
the following resolution had been entered into by 
the House: 

“ Resolved, That so much of the Message of the 
President of the United States as relates to the conduct 
of the belligerent Powers towards the United States, 
and the unjustifiable construction lately given by some 


of them to the law of nations as it regards the rights © 


of neutrals, be referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means.” 


Mr. Smite said he did not know how this sub- 


ject came to be referred to the Committee of 


Ways and Means. He believed it furnished the 
first instance of a great national principle being 
referred to any standing or select committee of 
the House. It had always been usual to refer 
such principles for settlement, in the first instance, 
to a Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, to which committee several memorials on 
the same subject had been referred. There was 
another circumstance which it was necessary to 
state, which was the deranged situation of the 
Committee of Ways and Means; three members 
of which were absent from the House. As this 
was confessedly the most important subject be- 
fore them, he trusted the motion he was about to 
make would prevail. 

Mr. Satie then moved that the Committee of 
Ways and Means be discharged from the farther 
consideration of this subject. 

Mr. Quincy said, if the object was to discuss 
the propriety of the reference of this subject to 
the Committee of Ways and Means, he doubted 
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whether the motion were in order, as the same 
point had been before debated at large when the 
- reference obtained. He should suppose the most 
proper course would he to call on the chairman 
of the committee to inform the House in what 
situation the business stood. The chairman 
might, perhaps, be in his place to-morrow. It ap- 
peared to him that this motion might imply a 
censure upon the committee. 
‘Mr. Smug said he meant no disrespect to the 
committee, and said he would, at the request of the 
member, withdraw his motion until to-morrow. 


DEFENCE OF PORTS AND HARBORS. 


On motion of Mr. Dawson, the House resolved 
itself into a Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, on the report of a select committee 
on that part of the Message of the President that 
relates to the defending our portsand harbors, &c. 
;.. The first resolution was read as follows: 
Resolved, That a sum of money, not exceeding one 
: hundred and fifty thousand dollars, be appropriated to 
- enable the President of the United States, to cause our 
ports and harbors to be better fortified and protected 
| against any insult or injury. 
: Mr. Dawson.—At the commencement of the 
. present session, the President of the United States 
in obedience to his duty, made known to us the 
state of the nation; he then informed us, that, 
“Our coasts have been infested, and our harbors 
watched, by private armed vessels, some of them with- 
out commissions, some with illegal commissions, others, 
with those of legal form, but committing piratical acts 
. beyond the authority of their commissions. ‘They have 
-eaptured in the very entrance of our harbors, as well 
as on the high seas, not only the vessels of our friends 
coming to trade with us, but our own also. They have 
earried them off, under pretence of legal adjudication, 
but not daring to approach a court of justice, they have 
plundered and sunk them by the way, or in obscure 
places, where no evidence could arise against them, 
`- maltreated the crews, and abandoned them in boats in 
the open sea, or on desert shores, without food or cover- 
ing. These enormities appearing to be unreached by 
aniy control of their Sovereigns, I found it necessary to 


E ATAR ny a ott Sees gee 


all vessels of these descriptions found hovering on our 

coasts, within the limits of the Gulf Stream, and to 

bring the offenders in for trial as pirates. 

»& The same system of hovering on our coasts and har- 
- bors, under color of seeking enemies, has been also 
carried on by public armed ships, to the great annoy- 
ance and oppression of our commerce.” 

“With Spain our negotiations for a settlement of dif- 
ferences have not had a satisfactory issue. Spoliations 
during the former war, for which she had formally ac- 
knowledged herself responsible, have been refused to 

= be compensated but on conditions affecting other claims 

in nowise connected with them. Yet the same prac- 
tices, are renewed in the present war, and are already 
of great amount. On the Mobile, our commerce pass- 
ing through that river continues to be obstructed by 
arbitrary duties and vexatious searches. Propositions 

r adjusting amicably the boundaries of Louisiana 

have ‘not been acceded to.” 

g“ Inroads have been recently made into the Terrri- 
tories of Orleans and the Mississippi. Our citizens 
have'been seized and their property plundered in the 


-equip a force, to cruise within our own seas, to arrest, 


a rn 


very parts of the former which had been actually de- 
livered up by Spain, and this by the regular officers and 
soldiers of that Government.” 

“In reviewing these injuries from some of the belli- 
gerent Powers, the moderation, the firmness, and the 
wisdom of the Legislature will all be called into action.” 

This communication excited the honest indig- 
nation of all who heard it; anda similar impres- 
sion seems to have been made in every part of the 
continent. Already have our constituents ex- 
pressed their sentiments; daily do our fellow-citi- 
zens convey to us declarations of their indigna- 
tion; already have they offered their lives, their 
fortunes and their sacred honor, in support of our 
just claims, and of our violated rights; nor have 
occurrences since lessened that impression. It 
now becomes our duty, anda most important one 
it is, to adopt those measures, and to provide those 
means, best calculated to meet the state of things; 
to secure peace, if peace is attainable on terms 
consistent with our interest and honor; and, if 
not, to unite the confidence, rouse the zeal, and 
direct all the energies of our country, if by the 
folly of some Governments and the vices of others 
they should become necessary. To this all the 
wisdom, all the firmness, all the moderation of 
Congress will be called into action. It well be- 
hooves us to be neither rash nor diffident; but, as- 
suming that ground which reason, justice, and our. 
importance as a nation, entitle us to, to maintain 
it with unbating zeal, an invincible firmness; and 
rendering justice to all, we have aright to de- 
mand it from all. 

It is impossible for any person to look back on 
the injuries and insults which we have received, 
without feeling much indignation and a spirit for 
revenge. Itis impossible to look forward with- 
out feeling much anxiety and much awe. I own 
to you I have experienced them. I have, how- 
ever, consoled myself with the pleasing hope, that 
when we came into a Committee of the Whole, 
and took a general view of the state of our coun- 
try, a Spirit of accommodation would have dise 
covered itself; that, forgetting all party or local 
distinction, we should have united our efforts in 
support of our violated rights, of our plundered 
property, of our degraded citizens; nor did E 
doubt, nor do I now, that, with this disposition, 
the wisdom of Congress was adequate to all their 
purposes ; to support the peace, interest, and honor 
of our country. 

Mr. Curnton.—It must strike every member of 
the House that the sum contemplated to be appro- 
priated by the resolution to the protection of our 
ports and harbors, is altogether inadequate. I did 
not expect that we should be called upon at this 
time to take this subject into consideration, and I 
am not, therefore, prepared to go into the neces- 
sary details upon it; but I believe the proposed 
sum will go but a small way to fortify even the 
port of New York alone. I believe the fortifica- 
tion of our ports and harbors is an object of the 
very first importance, which has excited the sern- 
sibility of our countrymen from one end of the 
continent to the other. The attention of Con- 
gress has been particularly called to the defence- 
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less and.un protected state of the port of New York, 
on which two memorials have been presented, 
one from the merchants of the city of New York, 
and theother from the Corporation. Ido not wish 
to'be understood as casting any reflection on the 
opinion: of the Secretary of War, or on the re- 
spectable committee who has made this Feport. 
But before 1 give a vote on the subject, L wish it 
could. be inquired into more particularly. Tcould 
wish that we had previously a statement of the 
situation of the harbors, and of the sum necessary 
to protect each port, Before we have this state- 
ment, it is impossible for us to decide whether 
the proposed sum of $150,000 will be competent. 
I would rather not appropriate a cent, than agree 
to such a sum as would be a burlesque on the 
subject. 


Mr. Tuomas said the sum was certainly inade- 
quate, and the granting it appeared nearly equiva- 
lent to doing nothing. He thought the course 

ursued in this instance an unusual way of mak- 
ing an appropriation, The common way was to 
leave sums blank, until after principles were de- 
cided, and a bill brought in to carry them into 
effect. After the principle is settled, that we will 
fortify our ports and harbors; that we will build 
a number of gunboats, or seventy-fours, or both, a 
pill might be brought in, and it would be then 
time enough to fill up the blanks. In order that 
this course might be pursued, he would move to 
strike out © $150,000.” 


Mr. N. Witutams.—IJt may seem strange that 
so small a sum should be proposed by the com- 
mittee; but when the precise object of the report 
is considered, it will not appear so surprising. It 
was not contemplated in the commitee that one 
hundred aud fifty thousand dollars would be ade- 

uate to the erection of fortifications for the de- 
ence of our numerous harbors. It was only con- 
sidered, as adequate to the repair of the present 
fortifications, and the fitting up of some additional 
guos. I am not unaware that the subject is one 
of the highest importance. The fortification of 
the ports and harbors of so extensive a country is 
deservedly considered of the first consideration. 
When we come to take up the subject in this 
large point of view, we shail not fix our attention 
upon so pitiful a sum as that now under consid- 
eration. 


Tf that be the intention of my colleague, I shall 
heartily concur in bis motion, If, on the con- 
trary, a majority of the Committee think it best, 
in the first instance, to attend to the repair of ex- 
isting fortifications, and the fitting up of some ad- 
ditional guns for immediate use, and hereafter to 
go into a consideration of more extensive meas- 
ures of defence, I shall acquiesce. At any rate I 
am willing that the sense of the Committee shall 
be taken on this question, and for. that purpose | 
second the motion of my colleague. 

Mr. Exy.—I cannot conceive it of much conse- 
quence whether the sun appropriated be either 
$150,000, or one million. The only question ix 
whether we will make any appropriation, Being 


take the liberty of stating the motives which 
governed them. 

The committee had no particular predilection 
for the sum stated in the report; for they knew it 
was in the discretion of the House to modify it as 
they saw fit. The committee had a conversation 
with the Secretary of War on the subject. He 
was pleased to say that there were some ports as 
well forufied as could be expected in the present 
situation of the country; but that, in other places, 
the fortifications were defective and inadequate. 
He stated that, at New Orleans, the fortifications 
were very inadequate; that they had gone out of 
repair, and it was a question whether it were not 
best to change their sites. He represented that, 
at Savannah, there were no works, adding that 
Georgia had made no cession of land to the Uni- 
ted States on which to erect them. He stated 
that, at Charleston, the works had suffered con- 
siderably in consequence of tornadoes, He said 
there were some works at Norfotk; and likewise 
stated the situation of New York. From his 
statement it appeared that but little had been done 
towards the effectual protection of that harbor; 
and that it was extremely difficult to do anything 
to protect it against any considerable foree that 
might be brought against it. He stated that there 
was some protection at Newport; and that, in the 
Chesapeake, much was not required ; and that, at 
Boston, the harbor was nearly as well secured as 
it need be. In addition to this conversation, the 
Secretary gave an estimate of the sum necessary 
to be appropriated to repair the works which 
were going to decay. This estimate was from 
the mouth of the Secretary. I consider this sum 
as inadequate, and it is my wish that we should 
not rest on the opinion of the Secretary of War, 
but decide for ourselves. I believe that great at- 
tention ought to be paid to our ports and harbors, 
I cannot but think it peculiarly proper to protect 
a place where one third of our whole revenue is 
collected, and which I believe now might be laid 
under contribution by a single seventy-fonr gun 
ship. How this is to be done, I cannot pretend 
tosay. The thing alarms me in the present state 
of our affairs, and I think we are called upon to 
be prepared for immediate defence. On this point 
there can be no diversity of opinion. I hope 
therefore, that gentlemen, who have taken a full 
view of the subject, will come forward with an 
efficient plan. 

Mr. Dawson.—The object is to strike out the 
sum of $150,000, to introduce a larger amount. 
am sorry this motion has been made. Itis known 
to you, Mr. Chairman, that more than one mil- 
lion of dollars has already been applied to the de- 
fence of New York. provided that State agrees to 
appropriate the money.. It is known to you, also, 
that many millions have been applied to the de- 
fence of our harbors. Itis known to you, by the 
Message of the President, that the most import- 
ant articles of defence are already in readiness; 
and that this appropriation is only in aid of an- 
other appropriation of $250,000 for gun boats, 
both being parts of the same system for the pro- 


one of the committee who made the report, I will | tection of our ports and harbors. This estimate 
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comes from the Secretary of War, who, I believe, 
is better informed and more disinterested on this 
subject than any member on this floor. 

Mr. Earty.—l rise to inquire whether a mo- 
tion for the Committee to rise will not supersede 
the motion now under consideration? If so, I will 
make it, and will briefly detail my reasons there- 
for. 

It appears to me, on a view of the subject em- 
braced by the report, that we are not possessed of 
sufficient detailed information on which to found 
a correct decision. The report embraces three 
distinct objects, contemplated as so many parts of 
one general system of defence. One respecting 
fortifications ; one respecting ships of the line, and 
one respecting gunboats. I consider these as con- 
stituling different parts of one general system. 
It is true there is but one resolution now before 
the Committee, and to that I will direct my atten- 
tion. On that point the Committee are possessed 
of too little information to form a correct judg- 
ment, in my opinion. They have no information 
of what harbors in the United States are suscepti- 
ble of fortification ; no data on which to decide. 
It is not presumable that every port and harbor 
on our extensive line is susceptible of this species 
of defence. I understand that it is the opinion of 
some very emioent military characters that the 
port of New York is not susceptible of defence in 
this way. But this is not all. Is there any esti- 
mate of the expense of such a general system of 
defence, or of a single port or harbor? There is 
not. Gentlemen say that their object is, and. that 
it is now the most correct course, to decide the 
principle of defending our ports aud harbors, and 
afterwards to fill up the blanks. But permit me 
to ask those who contend for this mode of proce- 
dure, whether they are willing, in the first place, 
to. agree to the fortification of our ports, when 
they bave not only no data to determine the ex- 
pense, but are likewise without any data on which 
to judge of the efficacy of the measure? After 
they shall have proceeded in this course for a 
time, and shall have expended millions, the plan 
-Ynay turn out, to be ineffectual, and every dollar 
laid out be sunk. The situation of our ports and 
harbors is represented as alarming, as exposing, 
not only the property of our citizens, but likewise 
the revenue of the nation, to the lawless depreda- 
tions of marauders and privateers. This is true, 
Tamentably true! But in proportion to its truth 
ought we to proceed guardedly ; in proportion to 
its truth ought we to possess data to convince us 
that the course we take will prove effectual. For 
myself I take occasion to say, from the little in- 
formation I possess, which I allow is very incon- 
siderable, I am. opposed to this mode of defence 
altogether. I believe that it will be ineffectual; 
that it will afford no solid protection; and that 
after having proceeded, even to bankruptcy, we 
shall be as poorly defended as we were before. 
For these reasons, and because I want data on 
which to act, and the information of men more 
capable of judging on such subjects than I am, I 
move you that the Committee rise. 

Mr, Dawsox.—When I called up the report, I 


should have made an apology to the House for 
the delay which has taken place in this business, 
but for the situation in which we have lately 
been. I trust, now the subject is brought before 
us, we shall take some effectual measures fur res- 
cuing our country from its degraded situation. 
I know there are some gentlemen in this House, 
because they have told us so before, who are for 
doing nothing. I trust, however, their number is 
very stall, and that a great majority will be 
found ready to do what the exigency of affairs 
requires. As for the information requested by 
the gentleman from Georgia, I am at a loss to 
know for what rea:on he calls for it. My opinion 
is that a certain sum should be appropriated to 
this object, to be expended at the discretion of the 
Executive. But the gentleman, before he agrees 
to take this step, requires information of those 
ports which are defensible. 1 know of no way in 
which he can get information, except by convert- 
ing a committee of this House into a corps of en- 
gineers, to go from one end of the country to the 
other. If a majority of this House are for pro- 
ceeding at once, according to the recommendation 
of the President, to the effectual defence of our 
ports and harbors, they will not agree to any mo- 
tion whose tendency is to put the measure aside. 
Mr. Jacxson.—lI hope the Committee will not 
rise until they have further investigated the reso- 
lution under consideration, and I think the rea- 
sons assigned by the grnileman from Georgia 
will, on consideration, be deemed by himself an 
argument against the motion. It is said that we 
do not now possess sufficient detailed information; 
but it. is pot necessary now to have that detailed 
information which it may be necessary to have 
when this business assumes the shape of a bill. 
Wee are now engaged in fixing the principle; the 
details of which wili. follow. afterwards. The. 
interests of the nation -eall aloud to us. to attend to 
this subject. The cries of our impressed seamen 
join in the general murmur; our commeree, sub- 
ject to lawless condemnation under admiralty de= 
cisions, calls aloud for our attention. It is high 
ume that the representatives of the nation should 
deliberate on the subject. Let us then sit from day 
to day, until we shall unite in effectual measures 


‘of redress. Let us no longer be indifferent or 


inattentive to a subject of more importauce than 
any other that can come before us, Let us evince 
that unanimity which shall insure success to 
whatever we propose. Shall we, at such a crisis, 
be creeping on behind the public sentiment, and 
looking with indifference on scenes which can 
no longer be submitted to, unless we resign the 
independence we have acquired? It is not ne- 
cessary, at present, to go into details. It is only 
necessary to say whether we will protect our har- 
bors, erect gunboats, and buid vessels to protect 
our commerce on the seas, and not only to repel 
aggressions, but to chastise those who offer them. 
l hope there will be found to be but one senti- 
ment in the House, as there is in the nation, and 
that we will expend the last cent before we sub- 
mit to the degradations offered to us. I entreat 
the Committee not to rise until they have fully 
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deliberated on the subject, and have formed an 
effectual plan for obtaining redress. 

Mr. Dana.—Seven weeks have elapsed since 
the President addressed Congress, representing the 
aggressions made upon the rights of our citizens. 
During these seven. weeks, Congress have not 
informed the nation of anything they have done; 
nor have they announced that any one thing will 
be done for the effectual maintenance of the vio- 
lated rights of their citizens. Now, in considering 
this resolation, we are called on to decide on the 
first point mentioned in the Message; nota mere 
effect to be produced by paper; authorizing a de- 
tachment of one 
on a real and substantial defence against foreign 
Powers. On viewing the Message of the Presi- 
dent, it will be seen that we have embarrassments 
with all the principal Powers of Europe; that 
we are beset with difficulties on every side. Our 
ports are insulted, our territory invaded, and our 
seamen impressed. With regard to the whole of 
these, the Message affords us no reason to expect a 
speedy adjustment; and since the delivery of the 
Message, we have received nothing which justi- 
fies a reasonable expectation of it. 

‘Tn receiving,” says the President, “these injuries 
from some of the belligerent Powers, the moderation, 
the firmness, and wisdom of the Legislature will all be 
called into action. We ought still to hope that time 
and a more correct estimate of interest as well as of 
character will produce the justice we are bound to ex- 
pect. But should any nation deceive itself by false 
calculations, and disuppoint that expectation, we must 
join in the unprofitable contest, of trying which party 
can do the other the most harm. Some of these inju- 
ries may perhaps admit a peaceable remedy. Where 
that is competent it is always the most desirable. But 
gome of them are of anature to be met by force only, 
and all of them may lead to it. I cannot, therefore, but 
recommend such preparations as circumstances call 
for. The first object is to place our seaport towns 
out of the danger of insult. Measures have been al- 
ready taken for furnishing them with heavy cannon, 
for the service of such land batteries as may make a 
part of their defence against armed vessels approaching 
thom. In aid of these it is desirable we should have a 
competent number of gunboats, and the number to be 
competent must be considerable.” 

This is the first recommendation made in the 
Message, and on this point, howeveron m inor topics 
our citizens‘ may be divided—on this point the 
President comes forward and assumes a tone and 
firmness which might well be expected to unite 
all varying opinions. Whatever divisions ma 
exist among us on minor subjects, we may wall 
expect a general concurrence in measures caleu- 
lated to defend our rights. Farther: it should 
be recollected, that Executive power under our 
Government is of a limited nature. Weall know 
that, to be efficient, it must be sustained by the 
Legislature. If, then, when the President comes 
forward, appealing to the Legislature, with all the 
influence of his name and weight of argument, 
what will the world think, if you, the Represent- 
atives of the people, should shrink from taking 
the measures necessary for the defence of their 
rights? I hope we shall not exhibit such an ex- 


an independent nation. 
hundred thousand militia ; but 


ample of hostility to the President of the United 
States, in a matter so infinitely important to our 
pational character and the maintenance of peace, 
If you do nothing on this point, it is evident you 
will do nothing effectual on any other recom- 
mended by the crisis of affairs; and you will pro- 
claim to the world that, notwithstanding the 
millions of which you are plundered, and not= 
withstanding the loud and just complaints of the 
violations committed on your rights, you are de- 
termined to do nothing. If so, I hope gentlemen 
will, at least, agree to vote that we are no longer 


Mr. NELson.—It is true, sir, that we have been 
seven weeks in session, and that we have not de- 
cided on any great national question. But if we 
had been in session seventy-seven weeks, and 
were unprepared, I should vote agaist coming 
to a decision on any question, however important. 
Ís it a reason, because we have been seven weeks in | 
session, without acting upon this subject, that we 
should now decide blindfoldly on a question of « 
more importance than any which, for a consider- 
ble time past, has presented itself for our consid- ; 
eration? Shall we do it merely to gratify a few 
gentlemen, who are for hurrying usinto the adop- $i 
tion of precipitate measures? It is a piece of re- $ 
spect due from one gentleman to another, who is 
not prepared to vote understandingly on any sub- 
ject, to indulge him with a moderate allowance $i 
of time. One gentlemen has stated, that the Sec- | a 
retary of War made certain communications to $B 
the Committee. Ifhe possesses any useful know- $f 
ledge on the subject, I should wish it communi- | 
cated directly to the House, and printed; that ako 
every gentleman may stand on equal ground. I ah 
will ask how many ports and harbors it is neces- 4 ai 
sary to protect? Where they lie? How many. | 
men jt will take to fortify them, and the number 
of guns necessary for them? Have we any in- 
formation on these points? Is any gentleman 
on this floor ready to say he possesses it? Per- 
haps the Secretary of War is acquainted with all 
these details. It is his duty to possess them, and 
no doubt he does possess them. But I should be 
glad to have them laid before the Legislature. 
It is not necessary for me at this time to give an 
opinion on the proposed measure. It will depend 
on the information I shall receive whether I shall 
enter of the expenditure of a dollar. My vote 
will depend on this. Are the people prepared to 
expend millions, to guard against that which may 
be but an imaginary evil? Is our Treasury in 
such a situation, as to authorize our appropriat- 
ing millions for the protection of harbors, whose. 
situation we know not? I wish to see the esti- 
mates. If the thing can be effected by the expen- 
diture of a moderate sum, I may agree to it; but if 
the sum required shall be so enormous as not only 
to eat up our existing revenue, but to require new 
burdens, I will not vote fora dollar. We know 
that the House has already appropriated a con- 
siderable sum; more than it will probably have | 
at its disposal; and that they have refused to çon- 
tinue a certain tax. I will ask—— 

Mr. Macon (Speaker) was sorry to 


itn initia r 


interrupt 
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the gentleman, but be would submit whether, in 
the remarks he had just made, he was in order. 
Mr. Neuson.—I apprehend that in the remarks 


which I have just made, I have not yet been out} 


of order. If the Committee, or the Chairman 
say so, I will stand corrected. 
The CHaIRMAN.—The gentleman will proceed. 
Mr. Netson.—I say that it is incumbent on us, 
if we consider ourselves as the true Representa- 
tives of the people, before we lay an enormous tax 
on them, to be sure that it will be of some use. 


Suppose we appropriate now five millions to the | 


protection of our harbors, &c., and shall be told, 
after these are expended, that ten millions more are 
necessary to complete their protection. Are the 
people of the United States in a situation to pay 
fifteen millions for this purpose? With the gen- 
tleman from Georgia, I am for having correct in- 
formation before I take a step in this business. If 
a sum not burdensome to the people will do, I 
may vote for it; but if the sum necessary shall be 
so enormous as to subject them to a heavy burden, 
I will not vote a dollar. The gentleman from 
Connecticut has brought forward a powerful ar- 
gument, by asking us if we will not do that which 
the President recommends to us? How long the 
honorable gentleman has felt this respect for the 
President, I know not; but for myself [ answer, 
I would not vote for what I thought wrong, though 
recommended by the President. If the President 
should recommend what I think a burden on 
the people, I should hold up both my hands against 
it, an! bis recommendation would he no induce- 
ment with me to favor it. So far as I think his 
recommendation accords with the good of the com- 
munity, I am for supporting it. When I think it 
injurious, I must vote against it. I hope the Com- 
mittee will rise; and I appeal to the candor of 
gentlemen, whether it is not right and friendly to 
allow some litile time to those who declare them- 
selves uninformed on the subject. P 
Mr. Suitiz.—I am well pleased the subject has 
been thus brought before the Committee, as it af- 
fords the first opportunity we have had of know- 
ing the opinions of each other on it. Iam of 
opinion that our time will not be ill-spent, in pro- 
ceeding further in this discussion, although {shall 
ultimately be in favor of the Committee’s rising. 
` Gentlemen were not correct when they told us, 
that although we had sat seven weeks, we had 
done nothing with regard to the differences of the 
United States with foreign nations. I believe we 
have done something, and I trust that it will prove 
essential. There is one strong reason on my mind 
why we should not decide now on the subject be- 
fore us. This relates to the ground on which we 
may decide this question. T mean a subject not 
yet brought forward, [the conduct of Britain,] 1n 
relation to which it was my wish to have made a 
motion before we entered on the business now 
under consideration. From the issue of that busi- 
ness, we may be able to decide what will be ne- 
cessary in this. Ifit shall be thought necessary 
to go to war, one system of measures will be ne- 
cessary. If it shall be determined to pursue a dif- 


Our minds must remain in a doubtful state until 
this decision is made. The subject now before 
us regards principally one nation. What do we 
complain of? A violation of our neutral rights, 
And yet that subject is not at present before us. 
Ifon that subject we are determined to pursue 
peaceable measures, our course will be very dif- 
ferent from that which would follow from our as- 
suming a warlike attitude. In my opinion it is 
best that the Committee should rise, and this busi- 
ness be suspended till we shall decide on the 
ground we mean to take with that nation. I will 
go farther and say, that it is not my opinion that 
we are in that unhappy state that will oblige us to 
go to war with her, and if this shall appear to be 
the opinion ofa majority of the House, it may save 
us from a great expenditure on the object now 
under consideration. 

Mr. Macon.—I agree with the gentleman from 
Georgia in the propriety of the Committee’s rising. 
We are called upon for $150,000, and for other 
sums. In requiring time for information, the gen- 
tleman demands nothing which I think unfair, or 
that can prove injurious. Were [satisfied myself 
with the report, on soimportanta question, I would 
not refuse time to others to satisfy themselves. 
Do gentlemen mean to make others give voles be- 
fore they are prepared? Is it proper thus to spend 
the money of the nation? With regard to the 
expense of a 74-gun ship, we are furnished on that 
subject with an estimate. So, with regard to the 
expense of fortifying our ports and harbors, may 
not the Secretary of War give a similar estimate ? 
It would not, it is true, be binding upon us, but it 
would be the information of a man whose duty 
it is to be well informed on the subject, and who 
I believe to be well informed. Let him give us 
this information, and we shall then be well enough 
informed to judge for ourselves. Let us see the 
whole length of the route before we begin the 
journey ; before we undertake it let us be satisfied 
we can perform it. In this way we shall take the 
most direct course, and the business will be sooner 
done than by voting on it at present. The Com- 
mittee have given us an estimate of the expense 
of building a seventy-four. On this subject there 
is a difference of opinion, so also is there with re- 
gard to defending the port of New York. On this 
puint the head of the War Department may be 
able to decide. He probably may have had an 
examination made into the possibility of defend- 
ing it. He may possibly be of opinion, that it 
may be defended by fortifications supported by a 
naval armament. Before, however, we take any 
steps, I hope we shall get all the information we 
can. I have seen such a crisis as this before ; and 
if the statute books be consulted, it will be found 
that at least seven weeks were then suffered to 
elapse before anything material was done. Tam 
not of opinion that it is sound policy to pass laws 
as fast as we can. On the contrary, I believe the 
less legislation the better. As to the recommen- 
dation of the President, I agree with the gentle- 
man from Maryland. fam not sent here to obey 
his mandates, or to carry into effect what he re- 


ferent course, a different system will be required. | commends; but to obey the judgment which God 
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ave me, and that I shall do whoever is President. 
Is the $150,000 contemplated only as an entering 
wedge into this business? The same thing was 
attempted once before; but, then, to use an appro- 
priate expression, the thing would not maul. I 

ope the Committee will rise, and the subject be 
recommitted. I hope the select committee who 
brought in this resolution will agree to this course. 
They have had a full communication with the 
Sécretary of War on it. If they are satisfied, 
charity and good neighborhood should induce 
them to allow the same privilege to others; par- 
ticularly as it is agreed that this subject is of more 
importarice, and may interest the people in a higher 
degree, than any other which can come before 
the Hotise this session. 

Mr. Dawson.—An appeal is made to our car- 
dor, which I am sorry I am unable to comply with, 
and which, it seems to me, the gentleman who has 
just spoken, has but little reason to make. Every 
gentleman of the House will recollect that on 
the first topic of the Message, the honorable gen- 
tleman declared that he was not for doing any 
thing, and yet he now calls for information. I 
do presume that this information can have no in- 
fluence on his mind. To what, then, are we to 
ascribe his desire for it, but from his wish that 
nothing may be done? 

The gentleman from Maryland (Mr. Netson) 
says that if the sum required for the defence of 
our ports and harbors will be enormous, he shall 
be against it, but if otherwise, he may be in fa- 
vor of it. That gentleman will see in the re- 
solution that the sum contemplated to be ex- 
pended is only $150,000, and that therefore it can 
operate no additional burden on the people. 

hese words, indeed, sound very well; gentle- 
men may talk of burdens imposed on the people, 
but they know that this measure cannot produce 
any new burdens. : 

Mr. Macon.— When I was up hefore, I expli- 
citly said that I should confine myself to the 
question under debate. Ihave no objection to 
say that lam against the resolution; not mean- 
ing, however, to say that facts, which may be at 
present unknown to me, may not induce me here- 
after to alter my opinion; but I confined myself 
to the resolution under consideration. 

The Cuairman remarked that gentlemen must 
confine themselves to the question before them. 

Mr. N. Witiiams.—Having been on the com- 
mittee who brought in the report, and obtained 
satisfactory information myself, I should be very 
sorry to deny the same information to others. 
Indeed, the turn of the discussion seems to require 
more information. As I before said, the commit- 
tee did not go into an extensive view of the sub- 
ject. They thought it only necessary at present 
to provide for the repair of decayed fortifications, 
and the fitting up some additional guns. The 
sum reported was not with a view to erect new 
fortifications, This every one will perceive to be 
unattainable by so small an appropriation, when 
he considers the numerous ports and harbors in 
the United States. 

Mr. G. W. CAMPBELLI would not trouble 


we should all agree. 


the committee with a single word, were it not for 
the impression attempted to be produced, that 
those who call for information wish to do nothing, 
I hope that the members of this committee who 
differ from other members as to proper measures 
to be pursued, will not therefore be considered 
less friendly to maintaining our rights, or as less 
ready to protect them. I hope that merely be- 
cause seven weeks have elapsed, without adopting 
any effectual measures, we shall not be considered 
as hostile to their adoption. I believe, with some 
gentlemen who have already expressed their sen- 
timents, that we have. not sufficient information 
to act upon. The only question is, whether we 
shall appropriate a sum of money for the protec- 
tion of our ports and harbors. It is not whether 
we shall protect them, as that is already provided 
for by law. By an act passed in the year 1794, 
the President is authorized to protect certain 
specified harbors. Before I make an appropria- 
tion, I wish to know what has been done under 
this law; and to know the opinions of well in- 
formed persons as to its effect: If, on correct in- 
formation, it appears that they can be protected 
by the appropriation of a reasonable sum, I have 
no objection to grant it; but lam not prepared | 
to say $150,000 will answer any reasonable pur- $ 
ose. 

i Mr. Coox.—Although I am in favor of the re- 
solution, yet I am also in favor of the Committee 
rising, as I believe the information we shall re- 
ceive will unite every member of the House in 
favor of it. 

Mr. Smiuiz said he just rose to explain some 
remarks which had fallen from him, that had 
been misunderstood. When he alluded to a par- 
ticular business, he had reference to nothing of a 
secret nature. Some time since a subject (rela- 
tive to the invasion of neutral rights by British 
cruisers) was referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, which ought, in his opinion, never to 
have been referred to that committee. It invol- 
ved a great national question, which was properly 
the province of a Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. From the deranged state of 
the Committee of Ways.and Means, three mem- 
bers being absent, nothing could be done. in. the 
business. His wish was to discharge them froni 
the further consideration of it. 

Mr. Dana.—If I understand the subject in -the 
same light with some gentlemen who have ex- 
pressed their sentiments, I should agree to the 
rising of the Committee. They consider it as a 
question of the sum which we shall now appro- 
priate for the defence of our ports and harbors. I 
consider it as the simple question, whether we are 
disposed to appropriate anything towards that 
purpose. “With regard to the proper sum to be 
appropriated, I allow that we want information. 
I admit that we want information, not only on'this 
subject, but likewise on some others of no small 
importance. But I consider this Committee as 
having now the general principle before: them, 
and I did suppose, that on the general principle 
I applaud the independence 
of the gentlemen from Maryland and North Cat- 
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olina; holding the opinions they do, their con- 
diict is certainly correct. But when the Presi- 
dent recommended the taking a firm and manly 
attitude, 1 did consider his recommendation a 
strong argument for the prompt co-operation of 
the Legislature. For, in whatever different lights 
different gentlemen may be disposed to consider 
the character of the Executive, even his enemies 
have never charged him with a disposition to 
take measures of too Warlike a nature. But it is 
said we have not funds. The President, how- 
éver, has informed us, that after meeting all the 
ordinary demands of the Government, a million 
will remain unappropriated. We have heard in 
this debate of millions appropriated, but I may 
gay, no millions Have been appropriated. The 
only appropriation we have made, is.to supply 
the deficiency in the naval-appropriation for the 
last year. Ihave been charged with saying we 
have done nothing. I did not say we have done 
nothing, I only said we had not published any- 
thing which we have done— 

The Cuairman called to order. 

Mr. Dana said a few words more against the 
rising of the Committee, observing that the most 
decisive argument, perhaps, in favor of the motion, 
was their having passed the usual hour of adjourn- 


ment, 


` 


~ Mr. ELmErR.—Though the usual hour of ad- 


journmeat is at hand, I hope the Committee will 
not rise. I am always for giving information 
when it can be of any use; but on a general 
principle like that under consideration, we surely 
cannot want information. The only question be- 
fore us is, whether we shall adopt one feature of 
national defence, by fortifying our harbors. The 
committee have proposed three modes of defence, 
of which this is one. Gentlemen say it is neces- 
sary to know what particular harbors are stiscep- 
tible of defence. But surely they may say whe- 
ther they will do anything, before they are ac- 
quainted with all these details. It is only the ab- 
stract question, whether we will do anything, that 
is now before us. 

‘Mr. Fisx.—I hope the Committee will rise. I 
Was‘one of the committee who brought in the re- 
port, and am in favor of the resolution now under 
consideration. I think unanimity desirable on 
this subject, and although we have been seven 
weeks here without acting upon it, yet I think 
it best to delay it for a short time, to insure that 


` unanimity which will be an efficient instrument 


in our favor. Iam not prepared to say we have 
done nothing. Iam not prepared to say that to 
atithotize a detachment of one hundred thousand 
militia isa mere thing on paper. J am prepared 
to'say that if our enemies should invade us, we 
are able to drive them out of Canada, Nova Sco- 
tia, the Floridas, and every foot of ground. they 
hold on the continent. I hope that the Commit- 
tee will rise, and that every source of information 
will be explored, that we may insure the unani- 
mous vote of the House. o 

The question was then taken on the rising of 
the Committee, and carried—yeas 86. 


aoe reported that they had come to no reso- 
ution. 

Mr. Barty moved that the Committee should 
be discharged from the further consideration of 
the report, with a view of referring it to a select 
committee, with instructions to make the inquiry 
he had stated. 

Mr. J. C. Smitu suggested that the most tor- 
rect and usual course was for the House, and not 
a select committee, to call on the President for 
information. 

Mr. Earty declared himself obliged to the gen- 
tleman for his suggestion, and withdrew his mo- 
tion, with the view of moving in the House the 
resolution to the effect he had stated. 


‘Wepnespay, January 24. 

A petition of sundry inhabitants of Washington 
county, in the Mississippi Territory, was present- 
ed to the House and read, praying the right of 
pre-emption as occupants of certain public lands, 
in the said Territory, which they have severally 
improved and settled. 

Also, a petition of sundry inhabitants of Wash- 
ington county, in the Mississippi Territory, pray- 
ing a donation of lands for the education of youth, 
in the said county; that all surveys of the public 
lands, required by law, may be made at the pub- 
lic expense; and that persons holding certificates, 
of certain descriptions, for lands, may, under pro- 
per restrictions, be entitled to receive patents 
therefor. 

Ordered, That the said petitions be severally 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. Lets, from the committee appointed on the 
fifth ultimo, presented a bill supplementary to an 
act, entitled “An act to regulate and‘fix the com- 
pensation of the officers of the Senate and House of 
Representatives; which was read twice and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole on Monday 
next. i 5 

Mr. Crowntnsurexn, from the Committee df 
Commerce and Manufactures, to whom was re- 
eortimitted on the twentieth instant, the bill to 
extend the time for taking the oath and giving 
bond in case of drawback, and for other purposes, 
réported an amendatory bill; which was’ read 
twice and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole on Monday next. i 

On a motion made and seconded that the House 
do come to the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be directed 
to pay,out ofthe contingent fund, the sum of two 
hundred dollars to the Sergeant-at-Arms, and two hun- 
dred dollars to the Doorkeeper and Assistant Doorkeep- 
er, each, as a compensation for their extra services, 
during the last session of Congress. 

Ordered, That the consideration of the said 
resolution be postponed until Monday next. 

The House proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments reported by the Committee of the Whole 
on the twenty-second instant, to the bill to extend 
jurisdiction in certain cases to the State judges 
and State courts; and the said amendments, being 
twice read at the Clerk’s table, were agreed. to by 


The Committee now accordingly rose, and the | the House. 
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The bill was then..further amended at the 
Cierk’s table, and, together with the amendments, 
ordered.to. be. engrossed, and read the third time 
on. Monday next. 

Ordered,-That the committee to whom was 
referred, on the fourth of December last, sundry 
petitions and memorials from the Mississippi Ter 
ritory, be discharged from the consideration of so 
much thereof as relates to the lands of the United 
States; and, that so much of the petitions and 
memorials aforesaid as relates to the lands of the 
United States, be referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Mr. Gray offered the following resolution, which 
was ordered to lie on the table: 

Resolved, That any member of this House, who 
shall in future accept of, solicit, or enter into any con- 
tract for the expenditure of any money appropriated by 
law for the service of the United States, shall, in conse- 
quence thercof, be disqualified from a seat in this 
House. 

Tne House went into Committee of the Whole 
on the bill declaring the assent of Congress to an 
act of the State of South Carolina, so far as relates 
to imposing a duty on tonnage by the City Coun- 
cil of Charleston. 

Mr. Marton supported, and Mr. Crownn- 
sutecp opposed the bill; when the Committee rose 
without coming to a decision, and obtained leave 
to sit again, to allow time for printing some docu- 
ments illustrative of the subject. 


DEFENCE OF PORTS AND HARBORS. 


Mr. Earty.—lI rise to comply with the prom- 
ise I made yesterday. I have waited some time 
before offering this resolution, inthe hope that 
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. DLI) might 
have taken his seat in the House. I regret that 
he has not taken his seat; as I should wish him 
to be present at the time of offering the resolu- 
tions which I now hold in my hand, and which I 
will read: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
cause to be laid before this House any information 
which may be in possession of the Executive Depart- 
ment, relative to the state and condition of the fortifi- 
cations which may have been erected within the seve- 
ral ports and harbors of the United States; and also the 
amountof moneys which has been expended on each, 
as well as the probable expense of completing the same; 
and also any information of which said Department 
may he possessed relative to the practicability of defend- 
ing, by land batteries, such ports and harbors as have, 
by any former law, been directed to be fortified. 

Resolved, That the President cause to be laid before 
this House a statement exhibiting the amount of money 
which has been disbursed on account of the navy in 
each year, since its establishment, and stating particu- 
larly the cost of each frigate. 

Before I offer these resolutions, I will take the 
liberty of making a few observations in explana- 
tion of some thiags said by me yesterday, and the 
replies made to them by several gentlemen. Iob- 
served that we were not possessed of that kind of 
information on the subject-matter of the resolu- 
tion then under consideration, that would enable 


us to form a correct and judicious decision on it; 
that we had no data on which to estimate the ex. 
pense of the proposed measures, Or their efficacy, 
if adopted. When I took the liberty of intimat- 
ing a doubt of their efficacy, I did not mean to be 
understood as doubting the physical possibility 
of so fortifying our ports and harbors by land bat- 
teries as toafford them an effectual protection. 
But I meant to say that such was their physical 
situation as to require a quantum of revenue be- 
yond the resources of the nation. I have no doubt 
but that it is completely in our power to defend 
New York and our other harbors, if we only pos- 
sess the pecuniary means. I have no doubt that 
we might, with ease, make a Cronstadt of it, but 
I doubt whether any gentleman of the House 
could be prepared to adopt the principle which 
has prevailed at Cronstadt and other places, and 
to the extent to which it would carry us. I doubt 
whether any gentleman would be prepared to 
adopt the course pursued by the French Govern- 
ment, with regard to Cherbourg, and along her 
coast; a course which, after the treaty of Amiens, 
they were obliged to suspend, from the inadequacy 
of their resources. 

I beg leave to state one or two other additional 
things. When I suggested the propriety of ob- 
taining information, it was said. that my object 
was evidently procrastination ; that it was unbe- 
coming in the House, after so much time had 
been already consumed, to attempt further pro- 
crastination 3 for the sentiment of the nation was 
before us; it dictated our course, and if we hesi- 
tated to pursueit, the publicindignation would light 
upon us. In my opinion, all that can be deduced 
from what has been denominated the sentiment 
of the nation, in this and other cases, is this: that 
in this country, where the Government and the 
nation are the same, the nation will repose its 
confidence in the Government, and pledge them- 
selves to support those measures which the Gov- 
ernment may adopt. All, then, that follows is, 
that the nation will repose its confidence on this, 
as on other trying occasions, in the Government. 
But does it follow that, because the nation reposes 
unlimited confidence in this Government, that the 
latter is to rush blindfoldedly into measures with- 
out a mature consideration of them? On the con- 
trary, I apprehend, in proportion to this confidence, 
there is a responsibility in the Government not to 
abuse it; and, notwithstanding the high degree of 
confidence reposed in this instance in the Govern- 
ment, we ought not todoubt, because the experience 
of former times proves it, that when this confidence 
shall be abused. the people will revoke it. In my 
opinion, at this time, we are more bound to be 
cautious in exercising the powers reposed in us, 
than those who, in former times, held the reins 
of Government; because they had not the expe- 
rience that we have, and because the lesson ex- 
hibited on that occasion, shows that confidence, 
improperly used, will be withdrawn by the people. 
Do gentlemen mean to be understood as intimat- 
ing that it is our duty. without inquiring into the 
extent or the grounds on which we proceed, to 


‘embark headlong into avy measures which the 
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President may recommend, and which they may 
consider the confidence of the people pledged to 
support? i , 

‘With regard to the second resolution, I willadd 
a word or two. The report on which this dis- 
cussion is founded, although I believe not so in- 
tended, is calculated to be, as I apprehend, a 
decoy. If we adopt it, we shall first begin witha 
small appropriation, and we shall afterwards be 
called upon to go the whole length that shall be 
deemed necessary to carry the measures we shall 
have taken into full and complete effect ; and we 
shall be told, unless weappropriate enough money 
to carry them into this full and complete effect, all 
that we have done will be lost. Sir, we have 
some warning monuments. against pursuing such a 
policy. Ii 1am not mistaken, this very House in 
which we legislate is one of these warning mon- 
uments; the fortification of our ports and harbors 
is another; and, unless I much mistake, the ap- 
propriations which we have heretofore made for 
our naval armaments is also an awful warning. It 
is to guard against being decoyed into such a con- 
duct that I now offer these resolutions. It is, that 
we may see the whole ground before us; and that, 
in the language of the honorable Speaker, we 
may see the whole extent of the road. It is true, 
the Committee has given us the estimate of the 
cost of a seventy-four gun-ship. An estimate! 
yes, sir, a naval estimate! And is it-come to this? 
after the experience of this country in naval af- 
fairs, that this House is to proceed on a naval es- 
timate. I hope not; I hope we shall have some- 
thing more substantial ; that we shall have the 
actual cost, and not a mere estimate. 

Mr. J. C. Smira.—As the House is not much 
pressed in point of time, it is not, perhaps, to be 
regretted that the honorable gentleman has, on 
this occasion, given us a long speech ; but it is to 
be regretted that he did not feel the want of in- 
formation. at an earlier period of the session. 

Mr, Dana.—It is unfortunate that the honorable 
gentleman from Georgia should assume a cause 
either too feeble to be sustained, or that it should 
be addressed to a body that he imagines incapa- 
ble of feeling the force of argument. I presume 
that, in deciding on measures in tnis House, the mo- 
tives of particular gentlemen are not to guide our 
deliberations; but the intrinsic merit of the mea- 
sures themselves, and if they can be supported by 
strong and fair argument, no gentleman would 
think of appealing to our passions for their sup- 
port. Whatever may have been my opinion on 
the general course of measures pursued by the 
present Administration, is not now the question. 
The only inquiry proper for us to pursue, relates 
to the merits of the proposition before us. Oa the 
general subject of information, if the gentleman 
really desires to obtain it, there can be no excep- 
tion to the call, however we may regret its pol 
having been made earlier. When we, yesterday, 
considered the report, it was in. the general prin 
ciple whether any fortifications should be erected 
or repaired, without undertaking to say to what 
extent the business ‘should go. I think we have 
abundant information to justify our voting on this 


principle, although, when we descend into the 
details, we may require more particular infor- 
mation. 

Mr. Earty.—I have but a word of reply to the 
gentleman from Connecticut, who first addressed. 
you, who has expressed his regret at my not hav- 
ing made an earlier call for this information; and 
that is, that have made the call as early as the 
subject-matter of the report came into discussion. 
It was never before yesterday discussed, and, at 
the earliest period of the debate, I avowed my 
want of information. 

[Some conversation here took place between 
Messrs. D. R. Witttams, Ciark, and Crownin- 
SHIELD, on the amendments subsequently made 
in the details of the resolution.] 

When Mr. Dawson said that, not being in the 
House at the time these resolutions. were offered, 
he regretted that he had, not heard the reasons 
assigned by the mover in support of them. He 
must, however, be permitted to observe, that it 
was made the annual duty of the Secretary of the 
Navy, which duty he performed, to lay before the 
House these several items of information, called 
for by the resolutions. He could therefore only 
consider delay as the effect they were calculated 
to produce. The simple resolution before the 
committee yesterday was, do the ports and harbors 
of the United States require protection? Has not 
every gentleman declared this to be the fact? Has 
it not been enforced by every paper in the United 
States? Does not every day’s mail bring us the 
public sentiment? and is it not likewise enforced 
by the first authority in the nation? The general 
necessity of the measure can, then, admit of no 
doubt. The. next question, then, is, is the sum 
recommended by the committee too large? I be- 
lieve, said Mr. D., every gentleman will concur 
with me in opinion, that it is much smaller than 
was expected. If these are facts, what can: the 
object be, but further delay ?  Itċan only be one 
of two alternatives, either to carry the resolutions 
calling for information, and thereby from the time 
which will elapse before it can be received, to 
give the whole business the go-by.; or it must 
arise from a want of confidence in the Executive 
in the disbursement of the moneys appropriated. 
I say the object must arise from either one.or the 
other of these two causes, I hold it my duty here 
to state that the committee, on their first meeting, 
directed their chairman to write to the Secretary 
of War and the Secretary of the Navy for infor- 
mation to guide their decisions. The Secretary 
of War informed us that the inquiry we called for 
could not be given in less than seven or eight 
weeks, and I venture to affirm that, if the resolu- 
tions are agreed to, the subject will not be taken 
up again for that length of time, Is this the wish 
of gentlemen? I trust that, if it is their wish, a 
majority of this House will be found to hold dif- 
ferent opinions, and will be in favor of proceed- 
ing without delay, in a business so interesting to 
the public welfare. 

‘Mr. D. R. Wiuttams.—As far as I, a fallible 
man, can understand the infallible ideas of the 
gentleman from Virginia.(Mr. Dawson) 1 must 
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disclaim the motives he ascribes to the friends 
of these resolutions, and declare my total igno- 
rance of any gentleman being influenced by them. 
Surely that honorable gentleman is not so devoid 
of charity, as to wish me to vote blindfolded on a 
subject which he allows to be highly important. 
‘What are the verbal communications of the Se- 
cretary of War tome? They may have been 
satisfactory to the committee who heard them; 
but they surely cannot enlighten those who are 
altogether unacquainted with them. I hope we 
shall not proceed with a degree of precipitation 
that will oblige us to act blindfolded. 

~ Mr. Earty—The gentleman from Virginia 
has told us that the very information we now call 
for, as far as it applies to the first resolution, was 
verbally given by the Secretary of War to the 
select committee. The gentleman from Virginia 
could not have offered a more forcible argument 
foradopting the resolution. What! Is this House 
to decide on the private information of a head of 
department, given to a committee, when that in- 
formation too is verbal? Is this the way in which 
the funds of the nation are to be pledged to an in- 
calculable extent, in the furtherance of measures, 
‘whose success is at best problematical? 1 pre- 
sume not. Before they are adopted, we ought to 
be possessed of official documents ; and if, after 
we have acted on the information we have re- 
ceived, we shall find it incorrect, we shall know 
whom to blame, and on whom to fix the responsi- 
bility. But would that be the case, when informa- 
tion was verbally given by a head of department to 
a committee and verbally delivered by that commit- 
teetothe House? Surely not. Was itever heard 
of, that the House should act ina measure of such 
magnitude on the verbal communications of the 
head of a department, verbally delivered to the 
House? 

:Mr. Dawson said, the gentleman was mistaken 
in point of fact. He had not said a word against 
the resolution. 

‘Mr. EarLy begged pardon for his mistake. 

He had, however, always understood a gentle- 
man to be opposed to a motion when he spoke 
against it. 
. After amending the resolution, by adding after 
the words, within the United States, “the terri- 
tories thereof,” it was agreed to—ayes 88; when 
the second resolution, was also agreed to—ayes 
81, after inserting in lieu of frigates, “armed ships 
or other vessels built or purchased on account of 
the United States,” and adding to the resolution, 
“and also the amount of moneys that has been ex- 
pended on each navy yard.” 

A committee of two members was then ap- 
pointed to present the said resolution to the Pre- 
sident. 

Mr, Exiiot.—-I am very happy at the prospect 
of attaining the information called for in the reso- 
lution of the gentleman from Georgia, and I hope, 
before we have a final decision on the report of 
the select committee, we shall obtain some fur- 
ther information. Annexed to the report of the 
committee, I find the estimate of the Secretary of 
the Navy, of the expense of building a 74, and 


keeping her in service, and an estimate of the like 


kind relative to gunboats. This information is 
very valuable, as far as it goes. Ido not perfectly 
agree with the gentleman from Georgia, as to the 
intrinsic value of a navy estimate. But I believe 
we ought to goon more solid ground than a navy 
estimate; and when our selection is to be made 
from various plans of defence, it is proper to ob- 
tain an estimate of the relative expense of each. 
It may, possibly, be the intention of a majority of 
this House, to vote several millions for the build- 
ing of 74’s—while they are disposed to suffer our 
present naval armament to remain idle. This 
may be the view of a majority of this House, but 
I am not yet convinced that it is. There appears 
to me to be a chasm in the details called for, to 
fill which I move the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed 
to lay before this House estimates of the expense of 
repairing, and of the annual expense of manning, and 
of supporting in actual service the whole of the frigates 
and smaller vessels of war belonging to the United 
States. ; 

This resolution was agreed to without a divi- 
sion. 

Mr. Dawson said, that believing the informa- 
tion called for in the resolution just agreed to, 
could not be had, without the previous lapse of a 
long time, and considering the state of the coun- 
try, he held it his duty to move that the House 
should again resolve itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

This motion having prevailed—ayes 60—Mr. 
Greece took the Chair. ' 

The Cuarrman stated, that when the Commit- 
tee before rose, the resolution under consideration 
was for appropriating $150,000 for the better pro- 
tection of our ports and harbors. 

Mr. Tuomas renewed the motion to strike out 
this sum, in order to leave it blank. 

Mr. Conran said he was.at a loss to know how 
to act in this business. A few minutes ago we 
agreed to a call for information, and now we are 
required to give a vote in the dark. It was im- 
possible for him, under these circumstances, to act 
understandingly on the subject. He must, there- 
fore, move that the Committee rise. 

Mr. Smutre hoped that the Committee would 
rise, and that the business would be postponed for 
some time. He thought, from the beginning of 
this business, they had been proceeding incorrectly 
that they should be going on in measures of pro- 
tection, before they determined on the propriety- of 
resorting to warlike measures, appeared to him to 
be beginning with the wrong end of the business. 
If they determined on peaceable measures, there 
would be no necessity for gunboats, or the defend- 
ing our ports and harbors. If, on the contrary, 
measures of war were adopted, or such measures 
as would lead to war, there might be this neces- 
sity. 

I do not said Mr. S. certainly know, but, as far 
as I have conversed with the members of this 
House, there is not a disposition to go to war. 
Why, then, pursue war measures? 1. hope the 
House will not be of opinion, that war is neces- 
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“sary ; and, if so, what reason is there at present 
; for adopting warlike measures? Why go into 
- details, whose fitness must depend on higher mea- 
“gures? When Isay this, I assure the gentleman, 
if-it shall be necessary to take measures of war, 
gy measures leading to it, I shall be willing to 
‘adopt effectual measures One thing is certain. 
- That if we take such measures, we must go much 
further than the report of the select committee. 
Before this great question is decided, the determi- 
nation of all subordinate matters will be useless. 
“J therefore think it best that the Committee should 
rise, and that the subject now under consideration 
should be laid asleep for some time. 
The question being taken, the Committee agreed 
“to rise; when the Chairman reported, that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House had had the state of 
` the Union under consideration, and had come to 
no resolution thereon. 
And on motion, the House adjourned. 


Mownay, Jannary 27. 


`: Mr. Suoan, from the committee appointed on the 
twenty-second instant, presented a bill laying a 
duty on slaves imported into any of the United 
States; which was read twice and committed to 
a Committee of the Whole to-morrow. 


_ The House proceeded to consider a motion of 
` ‘the twenty-fourth instant, in the words following 
-to wit: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be directed 

to pay, out of the contingent fund, the sum of two 

hundred dollars to the Sergeant-at-Arms, and two hun- 

» @red dollars to the Doorkeeper and Assistant Door- 

Keeper, each, as a compensation for their extra services 
during the last session of Congress. 

Ordered, That the said motion be committed 
to Mr. Leis, Mr. Fisx, Mr. Triag, Mr. SEAVER, 
and Mr. Tuomas. 

On motion, it was 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be 
directed to lay before this House a report on the 
condition of the frigates and other public armed 
yessels belonging to the United States, distinguish- 
ing the frigates fit for actual service; distinguish- 
ing such as require repair, and the sum necessary 
for repairing each; and distinguishing, also, such 
<: as it may be the interest of the United States to 

. dispose of rather than repair. 
| A petition of sundry persons holding property 
in the western part of the City of Washington, 
“dn the District of Columbia, and residing therein, 
was presented to the House and read, praying 
that Congress. may reject every application for 
leave to build a bridge across the river Potomac. 
Also, a petition of sundry inhabitants of George- 
town, owners of property in the western part of 
the City of Washington, in the District of Co- 
lumbia, to the same effect. Also, a petition of 


sundry inhabitants of the counties of Montgomery, 


Frederick, Washington, and Allegany, in the 
-Btate of Maryland, to the same effect.—Reterred. 


_. Mr. Crowninsuig.p, from the Committee of. 
Commerce and Manufactures, to whom was re-. 


ferred, on the twenty-third ultimo, the memorial 
of the Philadelphia Chamber of Commerce, re- 
ported a bill declaring the consent of Congress to 
an act of the State of Pennsylvania, entitled “An 
act to empower the Board of Wardens, for the 
port of Philadelphia, to collect a certain duty on 
tonnage, for the purposes therein mentioned ;? 
which was twice read and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on Wednesday next. 

An engrossed bill to extend jurisdiction, in cer- 
tain cases, to State judges and State courts, was 
read the third time, and passed. 

The House proceeded to consider the bill which 
lay on the table, to repeal the act to authorize the 
receipt of evidences of public debt, in payment. 
for the lands of the United States, and for other 
purposes, relative to the public debt, as reported 
by the Committee of the whole House, on. the 
sixteenth instant, without amendment: Where- 
upon, the said bill was amended at the Clerk’s 
table, and, together with the amendments, or- 
dered to be engrossed and read the third time to- 
morrow. 


DETACHMENT OF MILITIA. 


An engrossed bill authorizing a detachment 
from the Militia of the United States was read 
the third time. 

Mr. Tatumanag, of Connecticut, said he had 
never recollected an instance, since he had been 
honored with a seat in that House, when a ques- 
tion of equal magnitude with the present, had 
passed on, from the report which was first made 
to the third reading of the bill, and there had 
scarcely been a remark submitted to the House to 
elucidate or justify the measure. We have be- 
fore us a bill of no trifling import; it provides for 
organizing, arming, and equipping, a military 
force of one hundred thousand men, and it appro- 
priates two million of dollars to enable the Gov- 
ernment.to bring this force into the field. Now 
this bill contemplates some serious intentions on 
the part of the Government, or else itis a solemn 
mockery, a mere political farce. At any rate, we 
shall hereby, if the bill passesinto a law, lock up 
two million of dollars in the Treasury, which 
must remain appropriated, and sequestered from 
any other use, however urgent and pressing the 
calls of our country may be from any other quar- 
ter. Under the present aspect of this bill, as it 
has been presented to my mind, I shall be con- 
strained to give it my unequivocal negative, un- 
less some gentleman shall be able to remove my 
objection against its final passage. I, therefore, 
take the liberty to call on the honorable chairman 
of the committee, who reported the bill, (Mr. 
Varnom, of Massachusetts, ) to state to the House 
the reasons which induced him to submit the bill 
now under consideration, and to request of him, 
for my particular information, to answer the two 
following queries, viz: 

1st. What special objects are to be answered by 
the passage of this bill? 

2d. What effect will such a law have upon the 
militia systems of the different States in the 
Union ? i : 
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L make these inquiries of the honorable gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, who reported this bill, 
from a knowledge of the high station which he 
holds in the militia of that State; and from a 
hope that he bas fully weighed all the relative 
bearings of this bill, with the advantages and in- 
conveniences thence resulting, that he may be 
able to confirm the wavering, and to satisfy 
those who doubt respecting the provisions of this 
bill. 

In the public Message of the President of the 
United States, communicated to Congress on the 
third of December last, we are informed that spo- 
liations are committed on our commerce and our 
seamen are impressed on the high seas; while ag- 
gressions ard insults are offered to the citizens of 
the Territories of Orleans and the Mississippi, by 
the regular officers and soldiers of the King of 
Spain. Some of these injuries may admit of 
peaceable remedy, but some of them are of a na- 
ture to be met by force only, and all of them may 
lead to it. 

From the fullest examination I have been able 
to make of this public document, (and I lay no 
claim to private communications,) I can discover 
but one point on which this great military force 
can be brought to bear. Is it possible, then, Mr. 
Speaker, (and Ido hope that the honorable chair- 
man will give us an answer to the inquiry,) is it 
possible, I say, that an apportionment must be 
made on all the militia of the United States, from 
Georgia to the District of Maine, that the Presi- 
dent of the United States may be enabled to repel 
an invasion, or chastise ao insult offered to our 
citizens within the district of Orleans? If this 
be not the object, the inquiry returns with re- 
doubled foree—what is it? Or, are we to con- 
clude that all this parade and expense is to form 
‘an army on paper, and to hold out to the world 
the high sense we entertain of our national honor 
and dignity, and the promptitude and vigor with 
which we areready to defend it? Can it be pos- 
sible. sir, that gentlemen can be serious in offering 
this preposterous parade of military defence, when 
the recommendation of the President, and the 
voice of our country, call so imperiously for some- 
thing more efficient? Will the European Pow- 
ers believe that you are in sober earnest. when 
they shall read the provisions of this bill? Will 
the people of our own country be satisfied with 
this kind of military farce? The former, I am 
persuaded, will not be deceived by it; the Jatter 
cannot fail to be disgusted with this pitiful parade. 
Whatever may be my opinion of the military de- 
fence which our present circumstances call for, it 
is hardly proper for me now to discuss that ques: 
tion. If the difficulties and objections which so 
forcibly press upon my mind can be obviated, not- 
withstanding my general doubts of the efficacy 
of this measure, I shall vote for the bill on your 
table. 

IfI can be convinced that this measure is 
proper and necessary, if it will add anything to 
the real defence of our country, I shall be one of 
the last men in this House to refuse it any 
support. 


I ask again of the honorable Chairman, and 
hope he will give usan answer— What effect will 
this law have upon the militia systems of the 
several States of the Union? By the bill on 
your table, this body of one hundred thousand 
militia is called a detachment. Now, a detach- 
ment of men, according to the ideas which [ had 
obtained in the Revolutionary war, I havealways 
considered as a body of men set apart or detached 
for a special purpose, and not liable to be assigned 
to any other duty until that service was per- 
formed. 

I ask again of the honorable gentleman, how 
far such a detachment is to be considered as suffi- 
cient for the period contemplated by the bill, and 
what will be its effects on the remaining body of 
the militia? In the year 1797, when a similar. 
detachment was made and apportioned upon the 
several States, it was held out as an encourage- 
ment to those who should volunteer, as well as 
those who should be draughted for the service, 
that they should not be called upon to perform 
other military services during the period for 
which they were so engaged. Theconsequences 
which resulted from the measure were very inju- 
rious. The principles of obedience and military 
subordination in this draughted corps were very 
much laid aside, and as they were. not obliged to 
appear on the usual muster days, they lost ina 
great measure their discipline—their arms, and 
their uniforms, through neglect, became also unfit 
for use. These consequences resulted from the 
scattered situation of those draughted militia, 
whose officers could not convene them for discip- 
line without great trouble and expense. There is 
another consideration which has weight, in my 
mind. During the period for which this detach- 
ment is to be held ready for service (two years) a 
great portion of the men will have changed their 
condition very materially. Some in the ordinary 
course of human nature will have died—others 
will remove to different and distant places, so that 
it will be impossible, on any emergency, to assem- 
ble them. I would appeal to the honorable gèn- 
tleman from Massachusetts, who advocates this 
measure, if he should be appointed to command 
the detachment from Massachusetts, (and I con- 
fess I do not know a more proper person for the 
purpose) whether he, as a military man, would 
venture to assure the Executive that he could pa- 
rade this formidable corps in the space of twenty 
or even thirty days from the time of receiving 
notice that their service was needed? Nay, sir, 
even in case of an invasion, would he not be bet- 
ter able to march the whole division of militia, 
which he now commands, in the space of two 
days, toward any given point of attack, and with 
more effect than he could collect and march the 
detachment aforesaid in ten times the same period 
of time. 

Again, sir, I ask what necessity there is for this 
bill? By an act, passed the third of March, 1803, 
righty thousand militia were put in requisition, 
and held subject to the orders of the President of 
ihe United States. It will not be pretended that 
this is not a force adequate to the exigencies of 
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ur country, where it has been threatened. Why, | made by the other gentleman from Connecticut 
our ¢ y, y: y S cut, 


then, are we called upon to enact a new law to 
authorize this additional detachment, when the 
law, before quoted, is in full force, and adequate 
to all the purposes of national defence; at least 
so far as such a detachment can be called an effi- 
cient force? If it should be said that there would 
be no money appropriated for the purpose, I need 
not remark that provision can be made in the 
general appropriation law to meet this object. 

If, indeed, this is intended to be a mere paper 
thing, a formidable force without any real exist- 
ence, the proposition is too despicatle to need a 
serious reply. I have never been taught to be- 
lieve that military operations were to be carried 
on in this way; nor is it by such means that your 
Government can be made respectable abroad, or 
your citizens efficiently protected at home. 

Mr. T. was scarcely seated. when the question 
was called for by one of the Representatives from 
the State of New York, (Mr. Tuomas ;) and, Mr. 
Varnoum, showing no intention to rise, the SPEAK- 
ER was about to put the question, when 


Mr. Dana rose and said, he had no disposition 
to burden gentlemen with questions, when they 
manifested so little readiness to answer those al- 
ready put to them. He must, however, be per- 
mitted to inquire, why the non-commissioned offi- 

< eers of the proposed detachment were to be denied 
_ the pay allowed by law to the militia in general, 
if called into the actual service of the United 
States? The bill places the detachment on the 
same establishment with the Army of the United 
“Btates as to pay and emoluments. Yet there ex- 
ists a law applicable to the whole militia, which 
provides particularly for their pay at the rate of 
six dollars and sixty-six cents per month for the 
privates. The act was passed in January, 1795, 
and is to be found in the third volume of the 
` Laws of the United States. I trust I have the 
¿Tight to hear the act read, notwithstanding the 
promptitude with which the question has been 
‘ealled for. I call, sir, for the reading of the act. 
`: {The Clerk read the three first sections of the 
act.} 
io Mr. Varnum, of Massachusetts, then rose. He 
said it was difficult for him to enter into all the 
“details, which the questions of the gentlemen im- 
|. plied; it depended upon the situation of the dif- 
+ ferent parts of the country, whether the objections 
“Of the gentleman from Connecticut (Mr. TaLi- 
MADGE) were applicable. It was not necessary, 
from the provisions of the act, to cull this out of 
the great body of the militia of the United States. 
hat in Massachusetts it did not exempt from 
militia duty in the year 1797. They were only 
selected and officered, and ordered to be equipped 
and in readiness to march at a moment’s warn 
“og. They afterward returned to their ranks and 
-> ‘were held to do duty there, in the same manner 
+ as if they had not been detached. If the argu- 
“Ment of the gentleman was correct relative toa 
detachment, all the militia of the United States 
mhight be undisciplined. as the President had a 
Tight to call out the whole. As to the objection 


(Mr. Dana,) there was some difference in the pay 
proposed to be allowed by this bill, to the militia, 
which should compese the detachment, but it was 
not much less. The difference was small, from 
that allowed by the existing law. Mr. Chairman, 
the President has told us of dreadful depredations 
upon our commerce, and of insults and inroads 
upon our territories; that our seamen and fellow- 
citizens are impressed, and ill-treated in a most 
cruel manner. It becomes us, sir, to take some 
measure suitable to the occasion, unless we mean 
to show the world that we possess a servile and 
degraded spirit. And, in my opinion, this is that 
measure. 

Mr. Cuirrenpen, of Vermont.—Mr. Speaker, 
what may have been the practice under the law 
authorizing the former detachment from the mi- 
licia in that part of the Union, spoken of by the 
honorable gentleman from Massachusetts, (Mr. 
Varnom,) I will not undertake to say ; but, in the 
Staie which I have the honor to represent, and 
particularly in that division in which I reside, a 
different construction was given to the law au- 
thorizing that detachment, and a very different 
course was pursued. 

It was there considered that the detachment 
when made, being under the command and direc- 
tion of officers selected or appointed for that pur- 
pose, could not be subject to the command of their 
former officers, nor liable to perform the ordinary 
military duty in the companies from which they 
were detached. And, sir, this was held outas an 
encouragement to those who would volunteer in 
that service, that, although they were liable to be 
called into actual service, for which they would 
receive a compensation, they would not be liable 
to perform the ordinary military duties in the 
companies from which they were detached. If, 
sit, any necessity exists for an efficient armed 
force for the protection of our country. J am per- 
fectly prepared, and. I presume, as willing as any 
gentleman in this House to grant such aid to the 
Executive of the United States, as may be amply 
sufficient to meet any expected invasion, or to 
support any measure that has the protection or 
honor of the nation for its object. Neither, sir, 
am I wanting in my confidence in a well organ- 
ized militia of our country; but it is from a con- 
viction on my mind that the whole military force 
of any portion of the United States might be 
brought into the field to repel any invasion with 
more facility and with much less expense than 
the same number of the proposed detachment; 
voue brigade, or at least one division of which 
might comprehend a whole State. 

From their dispersed situation it would be 
almost impossible that such attention should be 
paid to their arms, equipment, and discipline, as 
to render them an efficient furce for the protec- 
tion of our country. This is the reason which 
operates on my mind against the proposed meas- 
ure. It isnot from an opposition to any measure 
that shall have for its object the better organiza- 
tion of the militia, but from a well-grounded be- 
lief that the bill now on your table will have a 
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reason was, that the former act was permanent— 
this temporary. The former law had been passed 
in 1803, by the gentlemen who now constituted 
the majority in this House. It had been suffered 
to sleep for three years, and now at the very mo- 
ment the act is about to be useful, this great Con- 
stitutional discovery is made. It isvery unlucky 
that, when the people expect to see us alive to 
their protection, we are alive to nothing but theo- 
retic questions and Constitutional difficulties. 
The third reason for this law was the new appor- 
tionment of the detachment of militia it contem- 
plates. In this consists the mischief and imbecil- 
ity of the measure. By the law of 1803, which 
this bill proposes to repeal, the President is author- 
ized to call out a detachment of eighty thousand 
militia. He may take the whole from any part 
of the Union. Wherever the exigency requires, 
he may there call for all, or any part, of the eighty 
thousand. By the present law, the detachment 
made is to consist, indeed, of a hundred thousand 
men; but this number is to be apportioned upon 
the States, and whatever is wanted for actual ser- 
vice is to be collected from seventeen independ- 
ent divisions, in a country fifteen hundred miles 
in length. Great stress was laid, when this sub- 
ject was debated in Committee, on the additional 
number. And my colleague (Mr. Varnoum) asked 
“are not a hundred thousand men more than 
eighty thousand? How, then, can this be said 
not to be an increase of Executive power Y This 
is not a question to be decided by mere numbers. 
The true question is, whether this is a real in- 
crease of efficient power? Will it enable the 
Executive to defend any given point or frontier 
of the United States better or worse than the 
existing law? Nothing, to my mind, can be 
clearer than that it will be worse. Suppose an 
invasion of any frontier—for instance the district 
of Maine. And let the invading force be twenty 
thousand men. To resist which, in the opinion 
of the Executive, thirty thousand would be ex? 
pedient. As the present law is, the President may 
detach the whole thirty thousand from the militia 
of Massachusetts. But, pass this law and he can 
only detach the quota of Massachusetts, say fif- 
teen thousand, and then must hunt up the defi- 
ciency in New York, Connecticut, and Vermont, 
Can there be a question which gives the most 
efficient power, the existing, or the proposed act? 
Take a simple view of the case. Suppose a man 
has a debt to pay in Massachusetts within a lim- 
ited time, to make which payment eighty dollars 
is sufficient. Now, which isthe most eligible and 
efficient power, to have the ability of taking upon 
credit the whole sum at once in Massachusetts or 
to be obliged to take it up in seventeen divisions, 
of five, ten, and fifteen dollars, in each of the 
United States? In common life no question could 
arise touching the superiority of the former over 
the latter power, in facility, convenience, or efi- 
ciency. And I can see none in political. I con- 
sider thisact as no further of importance than as 
it shows the temper and disposition of this House. 
The people are anxiously expecting some great 
exertions from us. While we, not content with 


direct tendency to disorganize and diminish the 

ower which the Executive of the United States 
Jas by the existing law, (the law, a repeal o 
which is contemplated by this bill,) to call out a 
sufficient force to answer every object which the 
exigencies of our country may require, that Tam 
decidedly opposed to the passage of the bill now 
under consideration. 

Mr. Varnum, of Massachusetts.— When I was 
. up before, it was my intention to have stated that 
the motive for passing this act was an appropria- 
tion ; that which is contained in the law, the re- 
pel of which was contemplated, having expired 

y a general provision of law, which makes all 
appropriations terminate at the end of two years. 
The committee in paying attention to the old 
law found that it was permanent, and they 
thought it more conformable to the Constitution, 
that all laws creating a military establishment 
should be temporary. The other provisions of 
the bill, directing the President to make the ap- 
portionment on the different States, was thought 
to be a more equal and just mode of raising 
them, rather than as the present act provides to 
raise them in any part of the United States at his 
discretion. i 

Mr, Quincy, of Massachusetts, said, that the 
reason given by his colleague, (Mr. Varnum,) for 

assing this bill, “that we ought to show in 

the present state of our country, that we do 
t not possess a servile degraded spirit,” was a prin- 
cipal reason with him against the bill. He be- 
lieved that if, after all the evidence this House 
had received of the temper of the people, and of 
their expectations of efficient, real measures of 
defence, such a bill as this was to be the first 
fruit of a seven weeks’ deliberation, it would, 
indeed, indicate that our spirit was servile and 
degraded—at least, that such was the spirit of 
this House. And, indeed, in fact, its spirit was, 
in his opinion, far below the temper and spirit 
which prevailed in the community. It was, in- 
deed, very extraordinary that, after all the urgent 
demands made upon us by the people and by the 
President, for various augmentations af our force, 
that the first step we publicly take should be, not 
to increase the power of the Executive arm, but to 
diminish that which it already possesses. If this 
was the real character of this bill, he thought the 
conclusion inevitable, that a House which, in such 
a state of public affairs as ours, should be guilty 
of such an act, was actuated by “a servile and 
degraded spirit.” And whatever we may think of 
it ourselves, I have great fears that both the peo- 
ple and foreiga nations will draw that conclusion 
concerning us. That this was no increase of Ex- 
ecutive power, but a real diminution of it was 
yery evident, 

‘he gentleman, my colleague, (Mr. VARNUM,) 
had stated three reasons for passing the present 
and repealing the old law. Ist. The want of an 
appropriation for the expense of the detachment. 
This is a very good reason for an appropriating 
act, but it is none atall for an act repealing the 
provisions of the old law, and re-enacting the 
same nearly in the same form. 2d. His second 
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doing nothing, are doing worse than nothing. We 
are making the small portion of Executive power 
less. The augmentation of the eighty thousand 
men to a hundred thousand is “a mere tub thrown 
to the whale,” in the hope that, while amused by 
this, the real character of the new provisions may 
escape observation, 

. Mr. Ever, of New Jersey, spoke in favor of 
the bill. 

Mr. BipwE tu, of Massachusetts, said that he did 
not conceive thissubject in the same light with his 
colleague, as a diminution of the efficient power 
of the Executive. He thought the object was to 
have the militia in better condition, and to have 
them in readiness all over the United States, And 
by this bill a certain proportion would thus be pro- 
yided to be had in readiness. 

Mr. Masters, of New York, said that, he hoped 
the bill would pass; as he thought from the dis- 
Peon he had seen in the House it wasall it was 
kely todo. He wanted exceedingly to be able 
to tell his constituents, we had done something. 

When I go home, and they ask me, “ well, have 
` you made provision for fortifying our harbors?” I 
shall answer with great comfort, no, “ but we have 
authorized a detachment of a hundred thousand 
militia.” Have you raised any troops to repel 

Spanish aggressions? “No; but we have au- 
thorized a detachment of a hundred thousand 
militia” Have you taken any measures to 
avenge our impressed fellow-citizens? “No; but 
we have authorized a detachment of a hundred 
thousand militia.” Have you built any navy for 
the protection of our commerce? “No; but we 
bave authorized a detachment of a hundred thou- 
sand militia.” I hope, as we are likely to get 
nothing else, we shall at least have the satisfac- 
tion of this measure. 

- Mr. Dana.—I had not particularly attended to 
the present bill before it passed to the third read- 
ing, having supposed it conformable to former 
acts relative to similar subjects. On examination, 
a material diversity is observable. It differs from 
the general law, with respect to the pay of non- 
¢ommissioned officers and privates of the militia 
when called into the service of the United States. 
If the allowances to them under that law are found 
on calculation to be substantially equivalent to the 
emoluments allowed by law to the troops on the 
Military establishment, as has been suggested by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts on my left, 
(Mr. Varnum,) I ask where is the necessity for 

Varying in this manner from the former law, and 

thereby giving rise to questions of calculation on 

the subject of pay and emoluments? But, waiving 
this consideration, I observe a difference from for- 
mer laws in two other sections of the bill. 

The fifth section purports to authorize the 
President to call into actual service any portion of 
the proposed detachment when he shail judge the 
exigencies of the United States require it. On 
comparing this with the provisions of the Consti- 
tution, where is the authority for giving to the 
President.this power? The Constitution, it will 
‘he found, authorizes Congress “ to provide for call- 

. “ing forth the militia to execute the laws of the 


‘ Union, suppress insurrections, and repel inva- 
‘ sions.” The power of the General Government 
to call the militia into actual service, is constitu- 
tionally restricted to the three cases specifically 
mentioned. Yet the bill undertakes to give the 
President a general discretionary power of com- 
manding into service any part of the detachment, 
at his pleasure, for any cause whatever, without 
any limitation. 

The fourth section of the bill renders the de- 
tachment liable to be holden in service for six 
months after they arrive at the place of rendez- 
vous, Yet the established law relative to the 
militia does not require them “to serve more than 
three months after their arrival at the place of 
rendezvous, in any one year.” Why should the 
proposed detachment be subjected to a burden so 
unequal as that of serving in the field for twice 
the usual term? Ought they to be thus com- 
pelled to perform double duty ? 

But, my main objection to this bill is the effica- 
cy of its provisions. If any measure is to be adopt- 
ed for maintaining our national rights, let us con- 
template a solid, effectual defence. The present 
bill holds forth the idea of providing a military 
force. But the President, by the general law of 
the Union, is already authorized to call forth the 
militia in the cases specified by the Constitution. 
If I considered this bill as adding anything to the 
efficiency of our militia, I should not oppose the 
general provision. I have no disposition to dis- 
parage our militia; but I deem such a detach- 
ment as that to be wholly inadequate to the sup- 
port of our claims in the places where we may 
expect attacks, if attacked at all. My objection 
is not that I do not believe our militia to be brave 
and Zealous for the public welfare. Bravery and 
zeal alone do not decide the conflicts of armies, 
Brave as the militia unquestionably are, they 
should, for operations in the field, be well equip- 
ped and disciplined. That they may be of effect. 
ual service, especially at a distance from their 
homes, equipment and discipline are essential. If 
this bill added anything to the equipment of the 
militia, or to their discipline, or to the mutual con- 
fidence of the officers and men, if in any point of 
military importance it aided or promised to aid 
them, I would give to the general principle my 
support. ButI have not been able to discover 
that the bill makes any such addition, or gives one 
essential aid to the existing militia system. If this 
be all the plan of defence proposed to be adopted, 
Iam free to declare I do not consider it as effect- 
ively anything. Is there an officer, accustomed to 
service, who will say that it is? Is there one 
military man who will assert that, when the pro- 
ject of thus detaching militia was tried formerly, 
any practical advantage resulted from it? If he 
should assert this with respect to his part of the 
country, the case appears to have been very dif- 
ferent in other parts. My colleague (Mr. Tati. 
MADGE) has mentioned the effect of making such 
a detachment in Connecticut. Its operation in 
another State has been mentioned by the gentle- 
man. from Vermont, (Mr. Currrenpen.) The 
effeet was injurious rather than beneficial. If J 
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considered this as an affair of mere paper, I should 
have less cause for objecting. It would be then 
buta nullity. At present, I deem it worse than 
a nullity, It is, therefore, treated favorably 
when it is spoken of as being merely useless 
paper. y 

In reflecting on the state of our public affairs, 
will any gentleman seriously say that the proposed 
detachment can be effectively serviceable at the 
points where hostile enterprises will probably be 
attempted, ifanywhere? The gentleman from 
Massachusetts, who, as chairman of the select 
committee, presented this bill (Mr. Varnum) has 
spoken of the maritime injuries committed by the 
British, and has ‘referred to the exposed state of 
our ports and seaboard. Will that gentleman say 
that this is the species of defence by which such 
injuries are to be repelled? Are our militia to be 
marched to the Atlantie border of the Union, and 
there be ordered, without fortifications, to protect 
the commerce and ports and coast against the 
pr.datory activity of every maritime force under 
any belligerent flag? We do not seriously pro- 
pose thus to parade our militia with their muskets 
along the extent of our shores, in opposition to 
hostile ships of war. 

If anywhere the military force of the Union is 
to be efficiently employed for maintaining territo- 
rial claims, itis on our Southern frontier, or its 
vicinity, that we should fix our attention. And 
there, how is the proposed detachmeut to be ren- 
dered effective? {n case of hostility in that quar- 
ter, it must be either on the island of New Or- 
leans, or in relation to the Floridas, or west of the 
Mississippi, on some part of the territory claim- 
ed as Louisiana. In no other place is there at 
present any probability of our having a hostile 
collision on land. But is there a man in this 
House who will say that there is any Constitu- 
tional power vested in the President to march the 
militia beyond the limits of the United States as 
fixed by the Treaty of Peace in 1783? Who will 
adventure to affirm that our militia can, under 
the present Constitution, be compelled to march 
to New Orleans, or below the thirty-first degree 
of latitude? Is it intended to march them out of 
the United States to repel any territorial aggres- 
sions of the Spaniards, to drive them from the 
Mississippi eastward beyond the Perdido, or back 
to the Rio Bravo, on the west? No gentleman, 
in debate, has pretended, none, I trust, will pre- 
tend, that there exists constitutionally such power 
over the militia. 

Thus it appears that, with respect to effective 
operations, the militia, proposed to be detached, 
can be of no service in any of the places where 
there is any probability of our wantinga military 
force. They cannot be brought to bear upon the 
points where the force may be requisite. 

What, then, is the true character of the present 
bill asa measure of defence? Thisis the mystery 
of the affair. lt seems like something, In real- 
ity itis nothing. Let us not compliment our own 
sagacity at the expense of that of the whole peo- 
ple of the United States. This bill ought not to 
mislead any person. It is not adapted to give to 


the country any additional security. If it-were 
such as to evince a fixed attention ‘to arrange a 
system of efficacious measures for assuring ‘the 
protection of our national rights, if it were such as 
to excite any sentiment of awe, or to command 
respect from any foreign Power, if it were fitted 
to inspire a confidence of security in one manj 
woman, or child, within the United States, any 
of these considerations might afford a reason for 
giving it my vote. But to arrange in legislative 
form, merely a collection of words, without any 
possible efficiency or use, and pass them for a 
measure of defence through this House, is a pro- 
cedure of laborious nihility, in which I am not 
willing to co-operate, under the present serious 
aspect of our public affairs. 

The bill was then passed, 79 rising in the affirm- 
ative. 


Tuespay, January 28. 


A petition of the Presidents of the incorporated 
Marine Insurance Companies, in the city of New 
York, on behalf of the said companies, was pre- 
sented and read, praying that provision may be 
made by law for granting registers to incorporate 
ed Insurance Companies for such vessels of the 
United States as may become their property, with- 
out requiring the oath now prescribed to be taken, 
so that they may be enabled to dispose of such 
vessels, with all the privileges that belonged to 
them at the time of their s:izure and detention.— 
Referred to the Committee of Commerce and 
Manufactures. : 

The Speaker laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of the Navy, enclosing an es- 
timate of the annval expense of supporting, in 
actual service, the whole of the frigates and smal- 
ler vessels now belonging to the Navy of the Unit- 
ed States, in pursuance of a resolution of the House 
of the twenty-fourth instant; which was read, 
and committed toa Committee of the whole House 
on the state of the Union. i 

Mr. Ausvron, from the committee appointed on 
the sixteenth instant, presented a bill declaring 
the assent of Congress to an act of the General 
Assembly of the State of North Carolina ; which 
was read twice, and committed to a Committee 
of the Whole to-morrow. 

On motion, it was 

Resolved, That the committee appointed on the 
eighteenth day of December last, to inquire whe- 
ther any, and, if any, what; alterations are neces- 
sary in the laws respecting compensation to grand 
and other jurors, summoned to serve in the courts 
of the United States, be instructed to inquire 
whether any, and, if any, what, alterations are ne- 
cessary in the laws providing compensation to 
marshals; and that they have leave to report. by 
bill or otherwise. 

On motion of Mr. Smittz, the select committee 
to whom was referred so much of the Message of 
the President of the United States, of the 17th 
instant, as relates to the impressment of our sea- 
men, was discharged from its further considera- 
tion, aud the subject referred to a Committee of 
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the Whole on the state of the Union, without a 
division. 

On motion of Mr. THomas, the Committee of 
Ways and Means were discharged from the con- 
sideration of so much of the Message of the Presi- 
dent. as relates to depredations committed on our 
Colonial trade, and the subject referred to a Com- 
mittee of the whole House on the state of the 
Union, without a division. 


POTOMAC BRIDGE. 
The House went into Committee of the Whole 


on the report of a select committee, in favor of 


authorizing a bridge to be erected over the river 
Potomac, at the City of Washington. 

Mr. ELY spoke in favor of the report, and Messrs. 
Ex.iot, Finney, and NeLson against it; when 
the Committee rose, and obtained leave to sit 
again. 

Mr. SMILIE renewed his motion for discharging 
the Committee of Ways and Means from the fur- 


ther consideration of that part of the Message of 


the President that relates to the invasion of neu- 
tral rights. 

Mr. Quincy and Mr. J. C. Surru opposed the 
motion, and Mr. Jackson enforced it. The two 
first gentlemen having recommended a suspen- 
sion of the motion until the chairman of the Com 
mittee of Ways and Means (Mr. J. Ranpo.pa) 
should be+in his place, Mr. Jackson concluded 

_ his remarks'by moving ‘an adjournment, that the 
consideration of the motion might be the next day 
entered upon as unfinished business, and an op- 
portunity be given by the delay to the chairman 
of the committee to be in his place. 

- -The motion for adjournment prevailed—yeas 69. 


Weonespay, January 29 

A message was received from the Senate in- 
forming the House that the Senate have passsed 
a bill, entitled “An act to empower George Rapp 
and his associates, ofthe Society of Harmony, to 
purchase certain lands ;” to which they desire the 
concurrence of this House. 
` A Message was received from the President of the 
United States, enclosing a memorial from the mer- 
chants of Baltimore, on the depredations commit- 
ted on the commerce of the United States, which 
was referred toa Committce of the Whole on the 
‘State of the Union. 


. NEUTRAL RIGHTS. 
Mr. Jacxson called for consideration of the un- 


finished business of yesterday, viz: the motion of 


Mr. Smiuie to discharge the Committee of Ways 
and Means from the further consideration of so 
much of the President’s Message as relates to the 
invasion of neutral rights by some of the belliger- 
ent Powers. On taking up this business the 
House divided—yeas 37; carried. 

The motion having been submitted from the 
Chair, Mr. Dawson opposed it. He said the 
Wish of the gentleman from Pennsylvania to bring 
this subject under the view of the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union might at 
any time be gratified by going into that committee 


and moving any resolution he might see fit, as the 
Message generally was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. He be- 
lieved, however, that the floor of the House was 
not the proper place to make declarations of what 
is the law of nations. He believed that a volume. 
of-such declarations would be of no avail; it was 
their duty to act and not to declare on such sub- 
jects; and whenever the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania or any other gentl-man, would bring for- 
ward measures calculated to prevent an infraction 
of our neutral rights, they should receive his sup- 
port. At present he must be against adopting the 
resolution. 

Mr. Sixt said he did not expect any opposi- 
tion to the motion he had made. If the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means should be discharged 
from the business, it would consequently come 
before the Committee of the Whole on the, state 
of the Union without any motion, as the Message 
was generally before that committee. 

In reply to the remark that this motion would 
be treating the Committee of Ways and Means 
with disrespect. Mr. Smitig said, he thought the 
ground on which he had placed the business would 
have removed every idea of the kind. He did 
not say the Committee of Ways and Means were 
not as competent to the business as any other 
select or standing committee ; but he had declared 
from the beginning that in his opinion, in point 
of principle, the reference ought to have been 
made to the Committee of the Whole. This is 
the ninth week of the. session, and gentlemen 
charge us with having done nothing. Do not 
gentlemen see. from the state of the Committee 
of Ways and Means, that this course has become 
absolutely necessary? Shall a business of the 
first importance that can occur during the session, 
be neglected on this account? Not only the eyes 
of all America, but likewise of all Europe, are 
looking with anxiety on the steps which we shall 
take in this business; for all the maritime Pow- 
ers of Europe are interested in this great question 
relative to neutral rights. Are we, then, in con- 
sequence of the deranged situation of a select 
committee. to remain with our hands tied up? 
For myself I do think, that the interests of our 
country call upon us to take immediate steps, F 
repeat it. that on a similar occasion with this, a 
similar course was pursued. Gentlemen will re- 
member, that in the third Congress. when we be- 
fore suffered from the misconduct of Great Britain, 
certain resolutions which became the subject of 
discussion originated in a Committee of the whole 
House. What, indeed, are we to expect from the 
Committee of Ways and Means? Are they in 
possession of the general sense of the House on 
this subject. asa guide in making their report? 
This is not the case, as we have had no discussion 
of the subject; and until it shall be brought under 
a view of a Committee of the whole House, it is 
impossible to tell in what the opinions of mem- 
bers will centre. 

Mr. Jacxson.—I have but a single observation 
to make in addition to those which have fallen 
from the gentleman from Pennsylvania. So far 
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as relates to myself, it is not my object to discuss 
in Committee of the Whole, the abstract questions 
of the law of nations, but to adopt measures for 
the effectual resistance and punishment of the in- 
‘fraction of those laws, as far as we can. If, ac- 

. cording to the course pointed out by my colleague, 
any resolution should be submitted on this subject 
in Committee of the Whole, it will be objected 
that the subject is before a standing committee, 
anid it will be said to be disrespectful to act on it 
until they shall have reported. If my colleague, 
therefore, be of opinion, that we should adopt any 
efficient and prompt measures, the better and 
speedier way will be for him to join in the mo- 
tion, I hope the motion will prevail. In the 
name of heaven, if we are not disposed to dò 
anything, let us tell the people so. 

Mr. CROWNINSHIELD.— From the beginning [was 
opposed to referring this subject to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. I saw no reason for its 
going toa standing committee. Without mean- 

ing to cast any censure on the Committee of 
ays and Means, I am in favor of the motion. 
We have been in session seven or eight weeks— 
the reference was made as early as the 6th of 
December, and we have yet no report. The ques- 
tion is perhaps as interesting a one as has been 
presented since the establishment of a National 
Government. Whatis oursituation? Our ships 
are plundered in every sea, our seamen are im- 
pressed, three thousand of them are in the service of 
one nation. We are a neutral nation, and it is 
not proper that any belligerent nation should em- 
loy them inthis manner. Like the gentleman 
rom Virginia, I am ready to act, I want no report 
to guide my decision.. 1 am prepared—not for 
war measures, but for a non-intercourse act with 
Great Britain. Lam willing to suspend all inter- 
course with Great Britain until she shall give 
back the ships she has stolen from us, and the 
seamen she forcibly detains. I shall not be more 
ready to take this step after a report from the 
Committee of Ways and Means than I am now. 
The simple question is, whether we shall abandon 
trade altogether, or resist the unjust aggressions 
madeuponit? But it was not my object in rising, 
to go any length into the subject; I only rose to 
express my opinion in favor of the course pointed 
out by the motion. The Committee of Ways 
and Means is deranged, disorganized; two mem- 
bers are absent, and the Chairman unfortunately 
is sick. We have no expectation of a report; it 
rnay not come till the end of the session. 

Mr. Qread.—I rise to express a similar opinion 
with the gentleman who has just sat down. 

Lam in favor of the motion for the reasons which 
he has assigned and for another reason; for the 
sake of consistency. Though the subject be re- 
ferred to the Committee of Ways and Means, it 
is likewise referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. The memorials from 
the merchants of New York and Philadelphia 
have takea this latter course. This brings the 
subject before a Committee of the Whole. We 
are under the same obligation to take up the busi- 
ness of our constituents as the Message; and as 


the business is of the greatest importance I hope 
the whole subject will be referred to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole. y 

Mr. BioweLL.—The gentleman from Pennayl- 
vania has anticipated me in än idea which I meant 
to have expressed. As the principal document on 
this subject is the Message of the President, I 
think it proper that that should be placed with 
the same committee charged with the memorials 
of merchants from different towns. Another rea- 
son may be mentioned in favor of this course of 
procedure, At the commencement of the session 
there was a strong reason for referring the subject 
to a special committee. It was a principal object 
at that time to inquire into the extent and degree 
of the injuries received from belligerent nations; 
as since that time we have received full informa- 
tion on those points from the Executive Depart- 
ment, that reason is done away, and there is no 
necessity for any investigation by a select com- 
mittee. 

The motion to discharge the Committee of 
Ways and Means was then agreed to—yeas 68. 


NON-INTERCOURSE. 


Mr. Grece said, that he considered the insults 
offered to our Government, and the injuries done 
to our citizens by some of the belligerent nations, 
to be of such a nature, as to demand the inter- 
position of Government to obtain redress. It ap- 
peared from the memorials and remonstrances of 
the merchants of New York, Philadelphia, and 
other of our seaport towns, now on our table, as 
well as from Executive communications, that 
vessels the bona fide property of citizens of the 
United States, have been seized by their cruisers, 
and they and their cargoes condemned, contrary 
to our rights as a neutral nation, and to what has 
long been considered as the law of nations on this 
subject. Great numbers of our fellow-citizens 
have been impressed, and not withstanding our, 
repeated remonstrances, they are cruelly retained 
in bondage, and compelled to act in a service, 
perhaps very abhorrent from their feelings, far 
from their country and their friends. To these 
insults and injuries, said Mr. G., we can no longer 
submit, unless we are willing to surrender that in- 
dependence which has been, and I trust always 
will be our pride and our boast. So great are 
these injuries and aggressions, and so unremit- 
tingly are they persevered in, that I do not know 
but that they might be considered as a sufficient 
cause, on which to ground a declaration of war. 
That, however, is not my object. I deprecate 
war, and will not agree to resort to it, until other 
means, which we have in our power, are tried in 
vain. We do, I think, possess means, which, if 
properly used, cannot fail of accomplishing the 
object. To these I hope we will now resort, and 
for the purpose of bringing them into view, I will 
submit a resolution to the consideration of the 
House, reserving any further observations on the 
subject, until the resolution shall be taken upin 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
to which 1 intend moving its reference. 

Mr. Greca then offered the following resolution: 
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Whereas Great Britain impresses citizens of the 
United States, and compels them to serve on board her 


ships of war, and also seizes and condemns vessels be- 


longing to citizens of the United States, and their car- 


goes, being the bona fide property of American citizens, 
not contraband of war, and not proceeding to places 


besieged or blockaded, under the pretext of their being 
_engaged in time of war in a trade with her enemies 


which was not allowed in time of peace: 


And whereas the Government of the United States 
has repeatedly remonstrated to the British Government 
against these injuries, and demanded satisfaction there- 


for, but without effect ; 


Therefore, Resolved, That until equitable and satis- 
factory arrangements on these points shall be made 
between the two Governments, it is expedient that 
no goods, wares, 
or merchandise, of the growth, ‘product, or manufacture 
of Great Britain, or of any of the colonies or dependen- 
cies thereof, ought to be imported into the United States. 
Provided, however, that whenever arrangements deem- 
ed satisfactory by the President of the United States 
shall take place, it shall be lawful for him by proclama- 
tion to fix a day on which the prohibition aforesaid shall 


from and after the day of 


cease. : 


_ The House having agreed to consider this reso- 


lution, 

Mr. Tuomas said he had seconded the motion 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, and should 
give it his decided support. It would however 
have suited him better, had it gone still further, 
and interdicted all commercial intercourse with 
that nation, until she should cease to commit dep- 
redations on our commerce, impress our citizens 
on the high seas into her service, and abandon the 
new principles which she had lately interpolated 
in the maritime code, and which he considered as 
unjust as they were unauthorized by the acknow- 
ledged law of nations. 


But as unanimity in the Legislature of the na- 

tion was desirable at all times, and particularly so 

- on great national questions, he was disposed, in or- 
der to produce that result on the present occasion, 
tö yield a part of his own opinion to meet the views 
of other gentlemen. 

The present was an important question and he 
hoped the honorable mover would consent that it 
should lie a day or two for consideration, and mov- 
ed that it be printed. 


Mr. Greco said his wish was to refer the reso- 
lution to a Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union; and made a motion to that effect 
which was agreed to without a division, and the 
resolution ordered to be printed. 


POTOMAC BRIDGE. 


On motion of Mr. Tuompson, the House again 
resolved itself intoa Committe of the Whole—on 
the report of a select committee in favor of autho- 
rizing the erection of a bridge over the Potomac. 

Messrs. Tuompson. CLARK and ELMER, advo- 
cated; and Messrs. Karty, Stoan, and FINDLEY 
opposed the report; when the Committee rose, 
without coming to a decision, and obtained leave 
to sit.again. í 

And on motion, the House adjourned. 


Tsurspay, January 30. 


The bill sent from the Senate, entitled “An act 
to empower George Rapp and his associates, of 
the Society of Harmony, to purchase certain 
lands,” was read twice and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on Monday next. 

Mr. Stranrorp, from the committee appointed 
on the twenty-third instant, presented a bill for 
altering the time for holding the circuit court in 
the district of North Carolina; which was read 
twice and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole to-morrow. 

A memorial of the inhabitants of the town of 
Salem, in the State of Massachusetts, signed bya 
committee, in behalf of the said inhabitants, was 
presented to the House and read, setting forth 
that they have beheld, with the deepest regret and 
anxiety, the aggressions committed on the com- 
merce of the United States, and the consequent 
violation of neutral rights, under the new assum- 
ed principles and adjudications of the maritime 
courts of Great Britain ; that they view with equal 
abhorrence the impressment of our seamen, the 
violation of our jurisdiction by captures at the 
mouths of our harbors, and the insulting treat- 
ment of our ships on the ocean, by the same na- 
tion, not less hostile than the conduct of other 
nations, by piratical depredations, and the law- 
less plunderings of privateers on our coasts; that, 
while they ask for no measure but what justice 
approves and reason enforces—claiming merely 
to pursue a fair commerce, with its ordinary pri- 
vileges—wishing for peace, for honorable peace, 
and to support the independence of their country 
by the acquisitions of lawful industry, they pledge 
their lives and properties in support of the meas- 
ures which may be adopted to vindicate the pub- 
lic rights and redress the public wrongs.—Refer- 
red to the consideration of a Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

The Speaker laid before the House the follow- 
ing letter from the Secretary of the Navy addressed 
to the House. 

Sir: In obedience to the resolution of the House of 
Representatives of the 27th instant directing the Sec- 
retary of the Navy “to lay before the House a report on 
the condition of the frigates, and other public armed 
vessels, belonging to the United States, distinguishing 
the frigates fit for actual service; distinguishing such 
as require repair, and the sum necessary for repairing ` 
éach; and distinguishing also such as it may be the 
interest of the United States to dispose of rather than 
repair,” I have the honor to state— 

That the frigate Constitution is now in a state of thor- 
ough repair, and in all respects prepared for service. 

That the frigate Chesapeake has lately been repaired 
and is fit for service. 

That the frigates Adams, Essex, and John Adams, 
are also fit for service. 

That the brigs Syren, Hornet, Argus,and Vixen, the 
schooners Nautilus and Enterprise, the bombs Spitfire 


and Vengeance, and all the gunboats are fit for service. 


That the frigates President, United States, Congress, 
Constellation, New York, and Boston, require to be re- 
paired; but itis utterly impossible to form an accurate 
estimate of the “sum necessary for repairmg each.” 

I know of no vessel belonging to the navy, which E 


A 
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impossible for them to have made a report by this 
day; and if I am not mistaken, the motion to dis- 
charge the Committee of Ways and Means was 
made before the answer of the Secretary of State 
was received. 

The Clerk accordingly read the letter of the Sec- 
retary of State, as follows: 

DEPARTMENT or STATE, Jan. 25, 1806. 

The Secretary of State presents his respects to Mr. 
Randolph, and has the honor to transmit him a copy 
of a report this day made to the President of the United 
States, respecting interpolations by foreign Powers, of 
new and injurious principles, in the law of nations. 
This report, with the communications made by the Pre- 
sident to Congress, particularly that of the 17th instant, 
will, it is hoped, afford the information requested, for 
the Committee of Ways and Means,by Mr. Randolph's 
letter of the 11th ultimo. 

When, on motion of Mr. J. RANDOLPH, the pa- 
pers laid by him on the table were referred toa 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


consider it would be “ the interest of the United States 
to dispose of, rather than repair.” 

On the motion of Mr. J. Ranvovps, the first and 
third sections of the bill to repeal so much of an 
act as authorizes the evidences of the public debt 
to be received in payment for public lands, and for 
other purposes, was referred to a Committee of the 
whole House. j 

The discussion which ensued on the details of 
this bill occupied nearly the whole of the residue 
of the day. 

The committee having reported the bill, with 
sundry amendments, it was ordered to a third 
reading to-morrow. 

NEUTRAL RIGHTS. 

Mr. J. Ranvourn said it would be recollected 
that, very early in the session, so much of the Mes- 
sage of the President of the United States as re- 
Jates to the invasion of neutral rights by belligerent 
Powers, had been referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. It would also be recolieeted 
that another Message on the same subject, or on 
one connected with it, had been referred to the 
same Committee of Ways and Means. I undes- 
stand, said Mr. R. (for my indisposition has not 
permitted me for sume days past to attend to the 
duties of my seat) that a moton has prevailed to 
discharge the Committee of Ways and Means from 
the consideration of that subject. Inasmuch as 
this discharge may have been effected under an 
impression that the committee have been delin- 
quent in executing the duty devolved upon them, 
I feel it my duty before I surrender the papers con- 
nected with this subject, to give some account of 
the procee lings of the committee. Ou the eleventh 
of December the committee instructed their Chair- 
man to write a letter to the Secretary of State, 
which I will read. Mr. R. here read the letter as 
follows: 


Fray, January 31. 


Another member, to wit; Wittram Brack- 
LEDGE, from North Carolina, appeared, produced 
his credentials, was qualified, and took his seat in 
the House. : 

The first and third sections of the bill to repeal 
the act to authorize the receipt of the evidences of 
the public debt, in payment for the lands of the 
United States, and for other purposes relative to 
the public debt, were brought up engrossed. The 
said engrossed sections, together with the bill, 
were then read the third time, and passed. 

Several petitions of sundry inhabitants of the 
State of Maryland, residing on and near the river 
Potomac, whose names are thereunto subscribed, 
were presented to the House and read, praying 
that Congress may reject every application for 
leave to build a bridge across the said river:— 
Laid on the table. 

Mr. Leis, from the committee to whom was 
referred the resolution respecting compensation to 
certain officers of the House made a report there- 
on of an amendatory resolution; which was read, 
and committed to a Committee of the Whole to- 
day. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed a bill, entitled “An 
act making a further appropriation for the support 
of the Library ;” and also a bill, entitled “Ao act 
to repeal, in part, the fourth section of an act, en- 
titled ‘An act to authorize a grant of lands to the 
French inhabitants of Galliopolis, and for other 
purposes therein mentioned 3” to which they de- 
sire the concurrence of this House. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE POTOMAC. 


Mr. Lers moved to discharge the Committee of 
the Whole from the further consideration of the 


Commrrres Room, Dec. 11, 1806. 

Sır: The Committee of Ways and Means have in- 
structed me to request you will cause to be laid before 
them such information, on the subject of the enclosed 
resolution, as the Department of State can furnish. 

The peculiar objects of our research are— 

1. What new principles, or constructions, of the law 
of nations have been adopted by the belligerent Powers 
of Europe, to the prejudice of neutral rights ? 

2. The Government asserting those principles and 

_ constructions ? : 

3. The extent to which the commerce of the United 
States has been thereby injured ? 

I am, with very great respect. sir, yours, 

JOHN RANDOLPH. 

The SECRETARY OF Stare, 

On Saturday night the 25th instant, the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means rece.ved an answer to 
this letter, which L will deliver to the Clerk, in 
order that it may go to the new committee, to 
which this business bas been referred. Itis un- 
necessary for me to add anything more. The 
House must be sensible that while the Committee | report of a select committee in favor of the erec- 
of Ways and Means were in the dark they could | tion of a bridge over the Potomac. - . 
not proceed in the discharge of the duties assigned, Mr. Lez said his reason for this motion was 
them. and that after receiving information from | to disengage the House from the tedious discus- 
the Secretary of Siate so late in the day, it was sion of a local and comparatively unimportant 
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stion, that the House might immediately take |Ctarx;) an honorable gentleman from New 
‘business of pressing and national importance, | Jersey, (Mr. ELmer,) and an honorable gentle- 
alled for by the great interests and anxiety of the | man from Massachusetts, (Mr. Ery.) will con- 
“yfpeople, and the interesting crisis of affairs. siderably abridge the observations which other- 
Mr. Lewis opposed the motion. He considered | wiseI should have thought it my duty to make. 
the subject as of considerable importance even in | It is my wish, sir, to give this subject a fair, can- 
national point of view; and he trusted that, as | did, and impartial investigation; and if it shall 
o much time had been already consumed, and | appear that all the numerous evils will result from 
the stage of the discussion promised so near a ter- j its adoption, which the people of Georgetown 
mination, the House would not postpone a de- | seem to suppose, I will be the last man on this 
cision of the question. floor to sanction its passage; but if, on the other 

Mr. Van Cortianpt advocated the motion, on | hand, their objections are chimerical, and have 
similar grounds with those urged by Mr. Lerg, | emanated from an unfounded jealousy of their 
and particularly under the impression that the} neighbors, I shall give to this measure my most 
state of public affairs loudly called for effectual | decided and unequivocal approbation, and in this 
measures for the defence of our ports and harbors. | determination I trust I shall be aided by a large 

The motion was disagreed to—yeas 47, nays 58. | majority of the committee. 

Mr. Van CortTLannt, with the view of main-| There is but one point to which, in my opin- 
taining order, aid expediting the public business, | ion, the attention of this Committee ought to be 
offered certain resolutions amendatory of the rules | directed: Will the erection of the contemplated 
of the House. bridge injure the navigation of the river Poto- 

The first of these amendments prohibited a|mac? This is the only question applicable to 
member from reading in the House any book or | the subject, and the only pivot upon which it 
printed paper, or writing any letters; the second | ought to turn. Let us, Mr. Chairman, examine 
prohibits the Sergeant-at-Arms from keeping or | the objections and reasoning of the anti-memori- 
stating the accounts of the members, or giving | alists upon this point. They say in their memo- 
‘receipts in the House, and prohibits the Doorkeep- | rial that “they consider their natural and politi- 
ers from coming on the floor to call out members. |‘ cal rights will be infringed by the adoption of 

The resolutions were laid on the table. ‘ this measure, as the navigation of the river will 

Mr. Greae said he had had the honor two days |‘ be injured and obstructed thereby; that from 
since of laying on the table a resolution to pro- |‘ the meeting of the stream and tide-water, at 
hibit the importation of British goods until ar- |‘ the place where the bridge is contemplated, a 
rangements should be entered into to render the |‘ tendency will be produced in the impeded stream- 
continuance of this prohibition unnecessary. Mr. |‘ water to deposit the earthy particles with which 
- G. said he was of opinion that it was proper at |‘ it is charged in time of freshes, and by which 
-the-same time to adopt a permanent system of |‘ they apprehend the present, entire, main and 
‘commercial regulations calculated to meet the |‘ deep channel may be divided into many small 
measures of foreign Powers. To throw light on |‘ and narrow passages, to the great injury of the 
this subject, Mr. Gaede moved that the report of |‘ navigation.” This, sir, is the bare assertion of 
the Secretary of State on the commercial rela- | the counter-memorialists; they have not deigned 
. tions of the United States with foreign Powers, | to state one single fact, or adduce the smallest 
made in the year 1791, should be printed.. This | proof in support of a result which they have 
motion was agreed to. taken for granted will be inevitable. Although 

Mr. Hottann moved to postpone till the first | the proof rests upon the opponents to this meas- 
Monday of March the resolution on the subject | ure, and not upon its friends, yetlam willing and 
of the Potomac bridge. Motion lost—yeas 45, | prepared to prove, by the best evidence the na- 
nays 74, ture of the case will admit, that the navigation 
BRIDGE ACROSS THE POTOMAC. of the Potomac instead of being injured will be 


; ; , greatly benefitted by the erection of this bridge. 
The House then again resolved itself into a | Sir, the evidence I shall offer is drawn from ex- 
Committee of the Whole on the resolution in 


f Paes ) ; perience. It isknown that in Europe as well as 
Noe the erection of a bridge across | in this country, piers have been sunk for the ex- 


ess purpose of deepening the channel, and im- 
~ Mr. Lewis.—Mr. Chairman: Two days have Lge ies p f 


airm : i proving the navigation of rivers, and if this ex- 
already been employed in discussing the propriety periment has succeeded in all other countries 
of erecting a bridge over the river Potomac, to | and rivers, surely it will not failin the Potomac. 
facilitate and shorten the intercourse between the | [tis not to be believed that the Potomac is un- 
Eastern and Western States of the Union. Be- | like every other river in the world. But, sir, if 
fore the question is taken, I am desirous of as- | we had not the aid of experience before us, com- 
signing some of the reasons which will influence | mon sense and common reason would revolt at 
my vote. I promise the Committee, however, that the idea of injuring the navigation in the man- 
my observations shall be as short as the nature of | ner stated by the counter-memorialists, If you 
the subject will permit. The very able support oblige vessels of all descriptions to pass through 
given to the resolution upon your table, by the 
honorable chairman of the committee who re- 
ported it, aided by my honorable colleague, (Mr. 

9th Coy.—14 


your draw and of course pursue the same chan- 
nel, will it not have a tendency to deepen and 
clean the channel, by agitating the sediment 
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which may have settled there, and which will by 
that means be swept away by the current? and 
instead of a number of small channels, will it 
not have the opposite effect of improving and 
deepening the only main channel? Surely this 
must be the effect. But, Mr. Chairman, whilst I 
am unwilling to believe that the erection of this 
bridge can in any manner whatever injure the 
navigation of the Potomac; yet I will candidly 
admit that the vessels passing to and from George- 
town will experience some little inconvenience at 
the draw; but that inconvenience will be so very 
trifling that it will be entirely lost in a comparison 
with the great general good which willresult tothe 
community. Having proved, as I trust, satisfac- 
torily, that the navigation of the Potomac cannot 

ossibly be injured by theadoption of this measure, 
et us now examine the inconvenience to which 
vessels passing the draw will be subjected, for 
this appears now to be the only remaining ground 
of investigation. We have, been told by gentle- 
men on this floor well acquainted with the build- 
ing of bridges and of their effects, that little or 
no detention is experienced in passing the draws. 
That it frequently happens that vessels pass 
through without lowering a sail or being detained 
a single instant when they have a fair wind, and 
that at no time is it necessary to detain them 
longer than from five to fifteen minutes. If this 
information is correct, (and we cannot possibly 
doubt it,) where, let me ask, is the very great in- 
jury to the very few vessels that will have to pass 
this draw? When I say very few, Mr. Chair- 
man, I have reference to the statement made the 
other day by my honorable colleague, the chair- 
man of the committee, whose report is now the 
subject of discussion. He then told us that his 
statement was taken from absolute entries made 
at the collector’s office at Georgetown for the last 
seven years, and in that time only twenty-one 
ships, six brigs,one hundred and thirty-two schoon- 
ers, and fifty-two sloops had been entered there, 
making in the whole two hundred and eleven 
vessels of all descriptions, My colleague at that 
time omitted to mention, or was not apprized of 
the fact, that of the vessels entered at George- 
town, a very considerable proportion never went 
there, hut were destined for, and actually load- 
ed at the Eastern Branch. It is very well 
known that. within the last seven years a num- 
ber of large vessels were loaded at the Eastern 
Branch by Mr. Barry alone, who was at that 
time engaged in making large shipments of flour 
and biscuit to the West Indies; yet all these ves- 
sels, as well as a great number employed in re- 
moving from Philadelphia the furniture of Con- 
gress, of the President, and of the public officers, 
together with those employed in bringing stores, 
&c. for the navy yard on the Eastern Branch, 
were all entered at Georgetown, that being the 
only port of entry for Georgetown and the City 
of Washington, thereby giving to Georgetown an 
appearance of commerce which she is not really 
entitled to, Ihave ascertained that some years 
ago several foreign vessels resorted to the port of 
Georgetown to- carry away the tobacco of that 


town and Bladensburg, and that the ships used to 
lay in the Eastern Branch to obtain their caigo 
from both places. That this trade has declined 
cannot be denied, for it is an incontrovertible fac% 
that the only ship destined for Georgetown las 
year, called the William Murdock, Captain Tom 
was loaded at Barry’s wharf, on the Haste 
Branch, because there was not sufficient watei 
over the bar below Georgetown to admit her pag- 
sage to and from that place. Now, sir, from the 
whole number of vessels of all descriptions en- 
tered at Georgetown for the last seven years, we 
may fairly deduct one-fourth for those which 
never went there; there will then remain 158 as 
having actually passed up the river to that place 
during that time; which, divided by seven, will 
be something less than twenty-three vessels in 
cach year, and not quite one for each fortnight. 
Thus, then, sir, this mighty obstacle—these great 
delays by a drawbridge—after investigation be- 
come very inconsiderable. Indeed the first is 
proven to be nothing, and the last too trifling to 
deserve serious consideration. But, Mr. Chair- 
man, in order to remove every objection, or even 
doubt, which can possibly exist with any part of 
the Committee, I am willing to insert a clause in 
the bill obliging the Bridge Company to compen- 
sate for any loss by detention at the draw. 

I have endeavored to show that the erection of 
this bridge cannot injure the navigation of the 
river, nor subject to much inconvenience the very 
few vessels which may pass it. It is now proper 
that I should state the advantages which will re- 
sult to the community at large from its erection. 
It is hardly necessary, I presume, sir, to state the 
difference in despatch, in safety, and in comfort, 
between a bridge and ferry, even where the dis- 
tance is thesame; but when a saving of nearly 
one-half the distance is effected in favor of the 
bridge, the advantages are too obvious to be re- 
sisted. From a calculation made by my col- 
league (Mr. THomrson) the other day, the pub- 
lic will save, (agreeably to a statement of ex- 
pense furnished from the General Post Office De- 
partment,) in carrying the mail alone, between 
five and six hundred dollars per annum, and in 
the mileage of the members of Congress, south 
of the Potomac, about the same sum. This is 
certainly no great consideration with the Govern- 
ment, in a pecuniary point of view, but at the 
same time it ought not to be entirely overlooked. 
It is worth saving. We ought not to forget the 
admonition of the gentleman from Maryland, 
(Mr. Netson,) the other day, upon the subject of 
economy. He then told us what his grandfather, 
an old Scotchman, once told him: “ That many 
mickles would make a muckle—take care of the 
pence, and the pounds would take care of them- 
selves.” I agree perfectly with that gentleman’s 
grandfather, in this particular at least, and think 
we ought not to waste the public money because 
the sum may appear trifling. of 

The saving to travellers of every description 
will be incalculably great. Those who travel in 
the public stage or other hired carriages will save 
(at the rate of stage fare from Georgetown to 
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Alexandria) at least seventy-five cents going and 
‘the same returning, making a dollar and a half 
for each passenger per day. Every description of 
travel from New Hampshire to Georgia will save 
in an equal proportion; but the saving of money 
bears-no proportion to the saving of time. The 
population of the District is increasing very fast, 
and shall the eastern and western parts of it be 
for ever divided by an obstacle so easily surmount- 
ed? Shall the Potomac be an eternal barrier to 
their intercourse, when a bridge can be so easily 
thrown across it? and at the expense of a com- 
“pany, too, who will ask no aid from the Govern- 
ment. And will you force, not only the inhabi- 
tants of the District, but near five millions of your 
citizens to the south and north of the Potomac, 
who may occasionally wish to travel in different 
directions to the seat of Government, to go the 
circuitous route of Georgetown, over a ferry, at 
sometimes impassable, and at all times disagreea- 
ble, and a road, too, extremely bad indeed, when 
they can pass with great comfort, safety, and ex- 
pedition, a good bridge and an even paved road at 
east four or six miles nearer? Is this city never 
to increase? Is it forever to be excluded froma 
- eommunication with the Virginia shore but by a 
> ferry? Are the mails and stages always to be 
delayed by a ferry? Are the citizens of every 
: description always to be severed, except by a cir- 
cuitous route and dangerous ferry? I trust not. 
It is impossible. A bridge must and will be built, 
“at. some time or other, and the sooner it is done 
the better. The people will not remain longer 
unconnected, and be silent; the publie voice de- 
mands it at our hands, the public good requires 
: it; and it ought to be done. We have often heard, 
even upon this floor, the Metropolis of the Union 
¢ompared to a wilderness. Sir, the comparison 
is not altogether unjust; it is indeed a wilder- 
hess, and I am sorry for it, but I trust and hope 
twill not long remain so. It is time that the 
fostering hand of the Government had been ex- 
tended to its improvement, then indeed we might 
hope to hear no more expressions.of discontent at 
the situation and accommodation at this place. 
Whe erection of a bridge would open to the city 
avery abundant and cheap market at Alexandria, 
“by which the inhabitants of this place could be 
“enabled to keep better and cheaper boarding-houses, 
and thereby silence at least one of the objec- 
ions to the continuance of Congress here. But 
è are called upon to say “ where is there a com- 
iercial town above a bridge?’ I answer, in al- 
most every direction, both in this country and 
Europe. [am told, and I believe correctly, that 
nine-tenths of the city of London is above its 
bridge, although it has no draw. In almost all 
_ the States northward of this, there are bridges of 
his description, and I am told by gentlemen com- 
ing from. that country, and well acquainted with 
their effects, that no serious injury has been ex- 
érienced by commercial towns above them, nor 
las.the property fallen in value, or improvement 
been checked in those. towns by the erection of 
their bridges. In Massachusetts alone there are 
-@ great many bridges below large and flourishing 


towns, some of which I will venture to say have 
ten times the commercial importance of. George- 
town. Roxbury, Cambridge, and Charlestown, 
in Massachusetts, have bridges. The first two 
are ports of delivery, which is the best evidence 
of their flourishing situation. There are also in 
Massachusetts two other bridges, Chelsea and 
Malden, through both of which you must pass to 
get to Medford, a town of considerable commer- 
cial importance, and we have been told that prop- 
erty above these bridges has experienced no dim- 
inution in value in consequence of their erection. 
But why need we travel to Europe, and to the 
northward for examples? We have almost with- 
in our view several drawbridges, through which 
vessels pass to commercial towns above them, 
and yet I have never heard any inconvenience 
complained of. There is one over the Eastern 
Branch within this District, and another on Oc- 
coquan, ata small town called Colchester, in Vir- 
ginia.. Although the commerce above the first is 
now very inconsiderable, yet there was a time 
within my recollection when more vessels were 
loaded upon the Eastern Branch than at George- 
town at this time. Above the latter bridge at 
Colchester, and at the head of the navigation, is 
a little town called Occoquan, in astate of rapid 
improvement. There are in it two or three very 
large manufacturing mills, and several stores, and 
belonging to it several vessels. This little town 
has started into consequence since the erection of 
the bridge below it, whilst Colchester, a place of 
ancient standing, and below the bridge, too, has 
dwindled into nothing. There is not belonging 
to it a single vessel, nor in it a single store. This 
is a case precisely in point. Colchester, a place 
of ancient establishment, and below the bridge, 
too, has sunk into nothing; whilst the town of 
Occoquan, only two miles above it,is progressing 
rapidly to a state of commercial importance. 
Thus it is plainly proven that bridges. have not 
the injurious effects upon commerce above them, 
which the people of Georgetown would wish us 
to believe. No, sir, itis not to these little artifi- 
cial causes that commercial towns owe their rise 
or fall, but to enterprise and capital. 

We have been told by the counter-memorial- 
ists, and it has been reiterated here, “that natu- 
ral advantages ought not to be injured by artifi- - 
cial means.” Upon this subject, Mr. Chairman, 
the people of Georgetown ought to have been 
silent; they are not aware of a retort which this 
objection will force upon them. Will they rec- 
ollect, sir, that to artificial means alone they are 
indebted for the greatest part of their commerce? 
Will they recollect that from artificial means 
alone the towns of Baltimore and Alexandria 
have been deprived of their natural advantages 
to the exclusive benefit of Georgetown? Do 
they not know that the improvement-of the Po- 
tomac above them has diverted from its natural 
course a commerce which belonged to others and 
which now enrichesthem? And will they per- 
mit me to remind them that even to the erection 
of a bridge they owe no inconsiderable share of 
their commerce? Yes, sir, I will remind the peo- 


423 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


424 


H. or R. 


Bridge across the Potomac River. 


January, 1806. 


ple of Georgetown of advantages from artificial 
means which they ought not to have forgotten, 
because to. them, in a great measure, they owe 
their present commercial standing. The bridge 
below the Little Falls, and at the head of the 
navigation of the Potomac, hasgiven to George- 
town a considerable quantity of produce from 
Virginia which must otherwise have gone to Al- 
exandria. I am very far from objecting te the 
means by which the importance of Georgetown 
has been acquired. I was pleased with the erect- 
ion of a bridge at the Little Falls, because it was 
a convenience generally, and particularly so to 
that part of the country from which I come, and 
from the same principle I should be glad to see a 
number of other bridges erected, both above and 
below the Falls. I have always thought and still 
think there ought to be a bridge at Georgetown, 
and if the people of that place are of the same 
opinion, and will propose it, I will promise to vote 
for it. Is it necessary already to remind the peo- 
ple of Georgetown that for their exclusive bene- 
fit one arm of the river Potomac has been entire- 
ly closed, by authorizing a dam from Mason's 
Island to the Virginia shore, which gives to them, 
in some measure. a mouopoly of the flour which 
comes down the Potomac? and are we now to be 
told by the same people that we possess no Con- 
stitutional right to authorize a bridge across the 
Potomac for the public good, even with a free 
passage to vessels of all descriptions, and that 
even if we possess the right, it would be a wan- 
ton and cruel exercise of it? The erection of 
the dam will certainly prevent flour boats from 
going to Alexandria at particular seasons of the 
ear, when high winds are frequent, as they will 
e obliged to go a considerable distance round 
Mason’s Island, exposed to a wide and unprotect- 
ed sheet of water, which will subject them to 
considerable danger, even when the wind is mod- 
erate; but before the erection of this dam, the 
boats could go down to Alexandria at almost any 
season, and with almost any wind, as they could, 
anddd always keep close to the Virginia shore, 
and covered by its banks were perfectly secure. 
This measure, as well as the erection of the 
bridge at the Falls, was evidently injurious to the 
interests of Alexandria. Yet, sir, had we any 
complaints from that quarter? Were our rights 
questioned by them, and our motives censured ? 
‘Were we told by them that “no place should cal- 
culate on artificial advantages, which cannot be 
afforded without depriving other places of their 
natural advantages?” No, sir, they were silent; 
not, even a murmur escaped them; they had no 
wish to deprive their neighbors of any advanta- 
ges they could derive from “ artificial means,” al- 
though their interests should in some measure be 
affected by it; they felt none of those jealousies 
which appear now to influence their neighbors. 
It is well known that at the last session of Con- 
gress I wasin favor of the causeway from Mason’s 
Island to the Virginia shore. I did not believe at 
. that time it could do any injury to the public, 
and as the people of Georgetown supposed it 
would benefit them by reclaiming a channel con- 


siderably injured by natural causes, I could have 
no aerate objection to the experiment, and of 
course gave to it my support. Mr. Chairman, Į 
have now examined such parts of this subject as 
have not been generally adverted to by those who 
have preceded me; I must now be permitted to 
answer some observations which have fallen from 
gentlemen on the other side of the question. 

The honorable gentleman from Maryland (Mr. 
Netson) has made one point of objection to this 
measure, which I had not expected from any 
quarter, and particularly from himself. Weare 
now told by that gentleman that we have no Con- 
stitutional right to authorize the erection of this 
bridge; that we are forbidden by the compact 
between Virginia and Maryland. I do not mean, 
at this time, to enter into an examination of this 
objection ; I consider it as having been completely 
refuted and settled by a vote of this House, at the 
last session of Congress, on the subject of the 
causeway from Mason’s island to the Virginia 
shore; and I am unwilling to trespass unnecessa- 
rily upon the patience of the Committee. But I 
would ask the gentleman from Maryland how it 
has happened that he who, at the last session, so 
ably vindicated the Constitutional right of Con- 
gress to build a causeway (which is a complete 
obstruction) should now deny that right in the 
case of a bridge, which is no obstruction at all, 
and which will be of great public utility? The 
gentleman has, however, acknowledged his error, 
confessed his sin, and asks forgiveness, and he 
ought to receive it. But we are again told by the 
gentleman from Maryland “that the petitions 
“upon this subject are old petitions, presented two 
t or three years ago; that he had no idea that such 
‘a measure would be acted upon, and that he was 
‘taken by surprise.’ That the petitions are old 
cannot be denied, but that the gentleman should 
be taken by surprise is really astonishing. Sir, it 
was unnecessary to have new petitions; the gen- 
tleman ought to recollect that, at the first session 
of the last Congress, the select committee to 
whom this subject was referred, made a report in 
its favor, which, for want of time, was not acted 
upon during the session; that, at the last session, 
it was revived, and the committee again reported 
in its favor; but, from the pressure of important 
business, it was not acted upon. It has now been 
called up, as part of the unfinished business of the 
last session, and.referred to another committee, 
who, after a consideration of six or seven weeks, 
haveagain reported in its favor. Can the gentle- 
man from Maryland now say he has been taken 
by surprise? Certainly not. He has been a mem- 
ber of the House from thecommencement of this 
business, and ought to have known its progress; 
every committee to whom this subject has hith- 
erto been referred has uniformly reported in its 
favor, and, I believe, it would be extremely diffi- 
cult for the Speaker of this House to appoint a 
committee indiscriminately who would not make 
the same report. But, says the gentleman again, 
“ Congress may legislate over a part of the Poto- 
t mac, they may build a causeway, but.they have — 
‘no right to build a bridge entirely across the // 


KL 


425 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


426 


January, 1806. 


Bridge across the Potomac River. 


H. or R. 


‘river? This is certainly very extraordinary 
doctrine; if-we have a right to a part we cer- 
tainly have a right to the whole of the Potomac, 
+ within the District of Columbia. An honorable 
gentleman from Georgia, (Mr. Eartuy.) also ob- 
jects to our right to legislate upon this subject ; 
“ because,’ says the gentleman, “by the compact 
t between Virginia and Maryland, neither State 
‘has a right to obstruct the navigation of the Po- 
€ tomac, and the erection of a bridge, even with a 
t draw, will be such an obstruction as is prohibit- 
t ed by that compact;” and, to give us the true 
definition of the word “ obstruct” he has favored 
us with Johnson’s Dictionary as an authority, 
which is conclusive with him, “because it is the 
plain, good old English definition,” to use the lan- 
guage of the gentleman. In the gentleman’s 
Dictionary, itis found that “obstruct” means to 
hinder, impede, &c.; and, he has triumphantly 
asked, if this bridge will not hinder and impede ? 
And if so, whether it will not qbstruct? I will, 
in my turn, ask the gentleman’from Georgia, 
whether Congress has not a right to establish 
quarantine regulations within the District, and to 
hinder vessels from proceeding for acertain num- 
ber of days? And whether they have nota right, 
if an enemy’s squadron was approaching their 
capital, to prevent their approach, by throwing 
across the channel a chevaux-de-frise or any other 
obstruction, they might think proper, for the pub- 
lic safety? Surely this right will not be ques- 
tioned; and yet. by the gentleman’s authority, bis 
good old English authority, it would be a hind- 
rance, an impediment; and, of course, such an 
obstruction as is prohibited by the compact. But, 
in what light is this subject viewed by the State 
of Maryiand?. Has she conceived the erection of 
a bridge across the Potomac as violating the com- 
pact? I believe not, sir. We find that the Le- 
gislature of that State passed a law in the year 
1791, previous to the assumption of jurisdiction 
of the territory by the United States, authorizing 
the erection of a bridge at or near Georgetown. 
As the river Potomac is navigable for some dis- 
tance above Georgetown, we must consider the 
passage of this law as expressive of an opinion of 
the Legislature of Maryland, that the erection of 
a bridge below the head of tide water, is not such 
an obstruction or injury as is prohibited by the 
articles of compact between the two States. By 
this law a bridge is authorized as well below as 
above Georgetown. Indeed, it might have been 
built at the very place where the present-bridge 
is contemplated. 

“An honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. Finptey) also denies the right of Congress 
to legislate on this subject, but yet he admits the 
tight to improve. Shall we attempt to improve 
that to which we have no right? Certainly not. 
‘He has also attempted to cast an indirect censure 
on the committee, by insinuating that, as this re- 
port differs from a spurious statement, just laid 
upon your table, they were influenced by improp- 
er considerations. How extremely unjust is this 
imputation! The select committee to whom this 
subject has been referred, have delayed their re- 


port for several weeks, that they might be enabled 
to procure all the information upon which to 
form a correct and impartial decision. Their sit- 
tings were public and open to all parties, and they 
formed their opinion from documents alone, sub- 
mitted to them. If the opponents of this measure 
had intended to act fairly, they would have at- 
tended the committee, and submitted to them 
their objections and statements, and if there had 
appeared contradictions as to fact, it would have 
been the duty of the committee, before they re- 
ported, to have investigated the subject, and to 
have ascertained the truth. But this course, it 
seems, they did not think proper to pursue; they 
were afraid of investigation. And they have 
delayed their statements until the subject is 
already under discussion, when it is impossible to 
contradict it by investigation. I will say nothing 
of the impropriety of this mode of proceeding, or 
of the indecency of the statement, but will only 
notice the difference in distance in a survey said 
to be a correct one, which was furnished the com- 
mittee three years ago, and by which they have 
been governed; and, by a survey recently made 
and secretly circulated among the members of 
this House only since the discussion of this ques- 
tion. By the first survey, (the correctness of 
which has never been contradicted,) there appear- 
ed to the committee to be a saving of five miles 
and seven-eighths between the Georgetown route 
and the bridge route to Alexandria, from the 
Capitol. But, it is said, by this new and illegiti- 
mate survey, which has found its way into this 
House at a very unseasonable time, and under 
circumstances of extreme suspicion, that the dif- 
ference in the two routes is a mere nothing, about 
a mile, or, perhaps, a little more. I will not vouch 
for the accuracy of the first survey ; it is possible 
there may be some. little mistake in calculation, 
but I will gouch for the integrity of the gentleman 
who made it. I have long known him, and an 
honester man does not exist. But can the com- 
mittee hesitate in their opinion of the relative 
correctness of the two surveys under all circum- 
stances? If it be possible, I beg them to cast 
their eyes to the town of Alexandria, which is 
due south from the Capitol, and then to George- 
town and over the ferry, which is about three- 
and-a-half miles in a northwestern direction, and 
they will find that the original survey cannot be 
incorrect. 

But there is another circumstance which proves 
indisputably the correctness of the first survey. 
General Mason, who is certainly more interested 
in opposing the erection of this bridge than any 
other person, appeared before a former committee 
upon this subject to state his objections to it, and 
I have been told by a member of that committee 
that he made no objection to the correctness of the 
survey. But, Mr. Chairman, if it be possible to 
doubt, as to the correctness of the two surveys, I 
beg the Committee to afford time for ascertaining 
the truth by voting for the present resolution, and 
enable us to bring in a bill, before. the discussion 
of which an opportunity may be given of resur- 
veying the different routes, and which: will enable 
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us to vote understandingly upon the subject. I 
will now answer an inquiry made by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Pinpiey.) It is 
asked what is meant by the public interest? Is it, 
says the gentleman, Georgetown, Alexandria, or 
the City of Washington? I answer, no; it is 
neither. I feel no partiality for either place; as a 
Representative upon this floor, I know them not; 
but it is the nation at large whose interest it is 
iny wish to promote by this measure ; and it is 
the immediate convenience to my constituents 
which I am desirous to facilitate and assist. Sir, 
I haveno partiality upon this occasion. IfI could 
be influenced by personal feeling, I know of no 
place which has a fairer claim than Georgetown, 
and I should be happy of an opportunity of man- 
ifesting it, upon any proper occasion. For its 
inhabitants generally I have the highest respect, 
and for those in particular with whom Ihave had 
the pleasure of an acquaintance, I will add, par- 
tiality and friendship ; but considerations of this 
kind must yield to public duty. 

‘We are assembled here to consult and promote 
the general good, and I should be unfaithful to 
my own judgment if I did not give to this meas- 
ure my decided support. 


Mr. Quincy supported; and Messrs. Dawson, 
G. W. Campsert, Macruper, Varnum, and 
Masters, opposed the resolution ; when the ques- 
tion was taken, and the resolution carried—yeas 
60, nays 51. The Committee immediately rose 
and reported their agreement to the resolution. 
The House took the report into consideration. 
On concurring in the resolution the yeas and nays 
were called; and were—ycas 61, nays 49—as fol- 
lows: i 
. Yeas—Joseph Barker, Burwell Basset, George M. 
Bedinger, Silas Betton. William Butler, Levi Casey, 
Martin Chittenden, John Claiborne, Christopher Clark, 
Frederick Conrad, Orchard Cook, Leonard Covington, 
Jacob Crowninshield, Ezra Darby, Elias Earle, Ebe- 
nezer Elmer, William Ely, James Fisk, James M. Gar- 
nett, Peterson Goodwyn, Silas Halsey, Seth Hastings, 
William Helms, David Hough, Walter Jones, James 
Kelly, Thomas Kenan, John Lambert, Joseph Lewis, 
jun., Henry W. Livingston, Matthew Lyon, David 
Meriwether, Nicholas R. Moore, Thomas Moore, Jon- 
athan O. Mosely, Thomas Newton, jr., John Pugh, Jo- 
siah Quincy, ‘Thomas M. Randolph, Jacob Richards, 
John Russell, Peter Sailly, Martin G. Schuneman, 
Henry Southard, Richard Stanford, Joseph Stanton, 
William Stedman, Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel Taggart, 
Benjamin Tallmadge, David Thomas, Philip R. Thomp- 
gon, Uri Tracy, Abram Trigg, Killian K. Van Rens- 
selaer, Peleg Wadsworth, Eliphalet Wickes, Nathan 
Williams, Alexander Wilson, Joseph Winston, and 
Thomas Wynns. 


Naxs—~Willis Alston, junior, Isaac Anderson, John 
Archer, David Bard, Barnabas Bidwell, John Blake, 
jun., Thomas Blount, Robert Brown, Joseph Bryan, 
George W. Campbell. John Campbell, John Chandler, 
Samuel W. Dana, John Davenport, jun., John Dawson, 
Peter Early, James Elliot, John Fowler, Charles Golds- 
borough, Edwin Gray, Andrew Gregg, Isaiah L. Green, 
Jobn Hamilton, James Holland, David Holmes, Patrick 
Magruder, Robert Marion, Josiah Masters, Jeremiah 
Morrow, John Morrow, Jeremiah Nelson, Roger Nel- 


son, Gideon Olin, Timothy Pitkin, jun., John Rea, of 
Pennsylvana, John Rhea of Tennessee, Thomas Sand- 
ford, James Sloan, John Cotton Smith, John Smith, 
O’Brien Smith, Samuel Smith, Samuel Tenney, Joseph 
B. Varnum, Matthew Walton, John Whitehill, Robert 
‘Whitehill, David R. Williams, and Marmaduke Wil- 
liams. 

Ordered, That a bill, or biils, be brought in, 
pursuant to the foregoing resolution; and that 
Mr. Tsompson, of Virarnia, Mr. CAMPBELL, of 
Maryland, Mr. Lewis, Mr. MAGRUDER, and Mr. 
Butter, do prepare and bring in the same. 

Mr. Harty moved that when the House ad- 
journ, they adjourn till Monday. 

Mr. CROWNINSHIELD hoped the motion would 
not prevail; but that the House would proceed 
without delay to the great national concerns that 
demanded their attention. 

Messrs. Quincy, Newron, and Earty, hoped 
that the motion would prevail; that time might 
be allowed for reading the voluminous documents 
presented, and fot reflection on the important sub- 
ject expected to come under view on Monday— 
the non-importation with Britain. ` 

The yeas and nays were then taken on Mr. 
Earzy’s motion, which was agreed to—yeas 64, 
nays 54, and the House adjourned until Monday. 


~__—— 


Monpay, February 3. 


A memorial of the merchants of the town of 
Boston, in the State of Massachusetts, was pre- 
sented to the House and read, stating that they 
have witnessed, with mingled feelings of indigna- 
tion towards the perpetrators, and of commisera- 
tion for their unfortunate countrymen, the insults 
and barbarities which the commerce of these 
States has sustained from the cruisers of France 
and Spain; but that it is their object, in the pres- 
ent memorial, to confine their animadversions to 
the more alarming, because more numerous and 
extensive detentions and condemnations of Ameri- 
can vessels, by Great Britain, and to advert to the 
principles recently avowed and adopted by her 
courts, relative to neutral trade in articles of colo- 
nial produce: principles which, if admitted, or 
practised upon in all the latitude which may fair- 
ly be inferred to be intended, would be destructive 
of the navigation, and radically impair the most 
lucrative commerce of our country; and praying 
that such measures may be adopted by negotia- 
tion, or otherwise, in the wisdom of the Govern- 
ment, as will tend to disembarrass our commerce, 
assert our rights, and support the dignity of the 
United States.—Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

A petition of the crew of the late frigate Phil- 
adelphia, signed by Christopher Simmons for him- 
self and the rest of the said crew, was presented 
to the House and read, praying relief in consider- 
ation of present distress, occasioned by sufferings 
sustained while in captivity at Tripolii—Referred 
to Messrs. Lets, GOLDSBOROUGH, and CHANDLER- 

Mr. Greca, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, made a report on the. petition of F. Mes- 
sonier, praying either a donation of land. or an 
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extension of the usual time of payment therefor, 
toaid him in the cultivation of the vine. The 
report is unfavorable, not only to the prayer of 
this individual case, but likewise to the principle 
on which it is founded. ; 

The House immediately took the report into 
consideration, and concurred in it without di- 
vision. 

A bill was received from the Senate, making a 
further appropriation for the support of a library. 
The bill appropriates, in addition to the unex- 
pended balance of a former appropriation, the 
yearly sum of $1,000 for five years, to be applied 
under the direction ofa joint committee of three 
members of the Senate and three members of the 
House of Representatives, to be appointed every 
session.— Referred to a Committee of the Whole 
to-morrow. 

A bill was likewise received from the Senate to 
repeal in part the fourth section of an act to au- 
thorize the grants of land to the French inhabi- 
tants of Galliopolis, and for other purposes therein 
mentioned. This bill repeals so much of the act 
referred to as imposes the condition of actual set- 
tlement.—Referred to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands. 

. On motion of Mr. Lars, the House went into a 
Committee of the Whole on the report of a select 
committee making extra allowances to certain 
officers of the House for extra services rendered 
during the last session. 
` The resolution authorizes the payment of $300 
to the Clerk, $200 to William Lambert, Josias 
W. King, thë Sergeant-at-Arms, the Doorkeeper, 
and the Assistant Doorkeeper, each, and $50 to 
Elexius Spalding and John Philips, each. 

On motion of Mr. Finney, $100 were allowed 
to James Laurie, Chaplain. 

_ After a short debate the resolution was agreed 
to—ayes 47, noes 42. 

The Committee then rose, and the House took 
Up their report, and concurred in the resolution as 
amended—yeas 60, nays 55. 

„A: Message was received from the President of 
the United States, enclosing a letter from the 
Governor.of South Carolina, stating the cession 
to the United States of certain sites of forts, &c., 
on-certain conditions.—Referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

. .A Message was likewise received from the Pres- 
ident of the United States, laying before the two 
Houses, for providing the means of fulfilling them, 
six Indian treaties, for the extinguishment of In- 
dian rights to lands within the United States. 
“The President stated that the Senate had ad- 
vised the ratification of these treaties, viz: 

1. Treaty with the Wyandots, &c.; 2. With the 
same, &c.; 3. With the Delawares; 4. With the 
Chickasaws; 5. With the Cherokees; 6. With 
the Creeks.—Referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

On motion of Mr. Sranrorp, the House re- 
solved itself into.a Committee of the Whole on 
the bill altering the time for holding the Circuit 
Court for the district of North Carolina. . : 
» dAfier the blanks were filled, Mr. Macon offered 


a new section for increasing the salary of the dis- 
trict judge of North Carolina from $1,500 to 
$2,000. 

After debate, this motion was lost by a great 
majority, as were other motions, successively 
made, to allow a salary of $1,800, $1,700, and 
$1,600. 

The Committee rose, and reported the bill, and 
the House ordered it to a third reading to-morrow. 


INTERCOURSE WITH GREAT BRITAIN. 


Mr. J. Ranvoups said, the House would recol- 
lect better than he did, for he was not present at 
the time, the very important resolution referred 
on the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylva~ 
vania, (Mr. Greaa,) whom he saw in his place, to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. It was no part of his purpose at this 
time to discuss the merits of that resolution, and 
it was still further from his purpose to throw any 
impediment, or create any delay in bringing for- 
ward that discussion; the more so, as he consid- 
ered the whole country south of the seat of Gov- 
ernment, and more particularly that part of the 
country in which he resided, decidedly interested, 
in a speedy and prompt reception or rejection of 
the proposition. Indeed, such was his opinion of 
the necessity of its being speedily acted upon, that. 
as.soon as he saw the resolution which had been 
offered, which was not until Friday, when it was 
laid on their table, the first suggestion.of his mind 
was to move the going immediately into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on it; as those. gentlemen 
with whom he had the honor of holding personal 
and political intercourse would. testify, But. a 
more mature reflection had convinced him that 
before the resolution could receive that ultimate 
decision which he trusted it would receive, the 
House -stood in need of material information, 
which, however it might be in the possession of 
this or that individual, was not possessed by the 
body of the House. His object in addressing the 
House was to obtain this information from the 
proper authority, from the Head of a Department, 
which was the only way in which information of 
a satisfactory nature, such as ought to influence 
the decision of the House, ought to be obtained. 
Mr. R. then submitted the following resolutions 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
directed to lay before this House a statement of the 
exports and imports of the United States, to and from 
Great Britain and Ireland, and the American colonies 
of the same, for the two last years, distinguishing the 
colonial trade, from that of the mother country, and 
specifying the various articles of export and import, 
with the amount of duties payable on the latter. 

Mr. Smis expressed himself in favor of the 
resolution, and observed that the species of infor- 
mation called for had not been received by the 
House later than 1803. l ; 

Mr. CROWNINSHIELD (was of opinion that it 
would be best to extend the resolution so as to 
embrace the British Provinces of Nova Scotia 
and New Brunswick, and the provinces beyond 
the Cape of Good Hope. 

A conversation of some length ensued between 
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Messrs. CROWNINSHIELD, BIDWELL, and ALsTon, 
on the one side; and Messrs. J. Ranpoipn and 
J. Cay on the other, on amending the resolution. 
The former gentlemen were for amending. the 
resolution so as to embrace a period of peace as 
‘well as war, and to obtain information from “all 
the dependencies of Great Britain,” which the 
Jatter gentlemen opposed on various grounds, one 
ef which was, that if this additional information 
were desirable, it could be obtained by a distinct 
resolution. 

On Mr. CrowninsuteLp’s motion to amend the 
resolution, so as to extend it to “British depen- 
dencies,” generally, the House divided—ayes 43, 
noes 67. 

Mr. Nicuotson suggested the propriety of add- 
ing, the following words to the resolution, in which 
the mover acquiescing, they were incorporated 
into it: 

« And also a statement, showing in detail the quan- 
tity and value of the like articles of import brought in- 
to the United States, from other nations respectively, 
with the rate and amount of duty thereon.” 


The resolution, thus modified, was agreed to 
without a division. 

Mr. CrowninsHie.p then moved the following 
resolution. He said, in substance, it was the 
same with the amendment which he had pro- 
posed to the resolution of the gentleman from 
Virginia: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
directed to lay before this House a statement of the 
amount of the exports and imports to and from the 
British dependencies, other than those of America, for 
the last two years. 

- This resolution was likewise agreed to without 
a division. 
PETITION OF FRANCIS AMORY. 

Mr. Crowninsuie ip, from the Committee of 
Commerce and Manufactures, to whom was re- 
ferred, on the 8th instant, the petition of Francis 
Amory, merchant, of Boston, Massachusetts, made 
the following report: 

The following facts are stated in the documents ac- 
companying the petition. That the petitioner was the 
owner of the ship Astrea, an American vessel, com- 
manded by Solomon Stanwood, which sailed from Ba- 
tavia, in the month of December, 1804, bound to Bos- 
ton, and loaded with a cargo of sugar and coffee. 
That, on the 17th of January following, being then in 
the Indian ocean, the ship experienced a violent hurri- 
cane, and was dismasted, and otherwise so wrecked 
and disabled, as to be obliged to put into the Isle of 
France for the preservation of the lives of the crew, 
and the property on board. That, upon examination 
in that island, finding the ship not seaworthy, and that 
it was impossible to repair her, except at an expense of 
sixteen or seventeen thousand dollars, which greatly 
exceeded her then value, the master was obliged to 
abandon her, and she was condemned and sold for the 
benefit of the underwriters, and all concerned. The 
master and supercargo now state, that, as no American 
bottom could be obtained to transport the cargo to Amer- 
ica, they chartered the Swedish ship Pelee, and shipped 
the same in that vessel to Boston, where she lately 
arrived. The Collector of Boston charged the alien or 
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foreign duty on the Pelee’s cargo, as she was a foreign 

ship, and it is this additional duty which the peti- 

tioner is desirous should be remitted to him, upon the 
| ground that the cargo was originally shipped. in an 
| American vessel, and that the change of bottom, which 

subsequently took place, was an act of necessity. be- 

yond his control, and for which he ought not to suffer., 
“It will be observed by the House, that the cargo in ques- 
tion was imported into the United States in a foreign 
ship, and it is known that the character of the ship de- 
termines the amount of duties payable upon the cargo 
imported in her. The cargo may be American proper- 
ty, but if the ship is sailing under a foreign flag, or 
even under the flag of the United States, and is not 
furnished with an American register, the cargo is lia- 
ble to the extra duty alluded to, and the ship herself is 
charged with the foreign tonnage duty. By the laws 
now in force, it will be found that all goods, wares, and 
merchandise, imported into the United States in ves- 
sels not of the United States, are subject to pay the 
addition of ten per cent. on the amount of duty, char- 
geable upon similar articles imported in American ves- 
sels. The following statement will point out the dif- 
ference of duty between a foreign and an American 
ship, and their respective cargoes, upon entering a port 
of the United States. 


American Ship. 


For instance: A cargo is imported from a foreign port 
or place, in an American vessel, and the duty amounts 


to - = 2 = + = - ~ $1,000 
Tonnage duty for the ship, supposed to be of 

the burden of 200 tons, at six cents per ton 12 
Duty on the cargo, imported in the American 

ship, including her duty of tonnage - - 1,012 


Foreign Ship. . 
If we presume the cargo to be imported in a vessel ‘not 


of the United States, the first duty is - - $1,000 
To which add the ten per cent. additional duty 

for foreign vessels - - - - - 100 
Add, also, the foreign tonnage for 200 tons, at 

50 cents per ton - - - - - 100 
And the foreign light money, for the same ton- 

nage, at 50 cents per ton - + - - - 100 
The amount of tonnage and the light money, 

for the foreign ship and the duty on her 

cargo, will be - - - - - 1,300 


Here, it is manifest, the advantage is on the side of 
the American vessel, in our own ports; but the disad- 
vantages our vessels suffer in foreign ports, from the 
extraordinary impositions on our commerce and ship- 
ping, more than counterbalance the trifling additional 
expenses to which foreign vessels are subject upon en- 
tering the ports of the United States; and if the United 
States should, at once, repeal all the alien or additional 
duties payable by foreign ships, both on imports and 
tonnage, upon the condition. that other nations would 
adopt the same liberal and just policy towards Ameri- 
can ships and cargoes, when entering their ports, plac- 
ing them on an equal footing with their own, com- 
merce would be free from some of the shackles with 
which it is at present burdened, and a fair competition 
in every market would soon determine who could af- 
ford to sell cheapest. This is all that is wanted to give 
to American shipping and commerce the free scope to 
enterprise, and a ready and advantageous sale of our 
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productions, with cheap returns for the consumer. The 
committee have been led to make these observations, 
previous to giving their opinion on the present applica- 
tion for a remission of the additional duties imposed 
on the cargo of a foreign ship. They seemed to have 
a bearing on the subject, and are supposed to be of 
some importance, from a consideration that it would be 
jnexpedient to allow such a claim without first repeal- 
ing the discriminating law. 

If the duty on the cargo is returned, it would cer- 
tainly be as fair to return the foreign tonnage duties on 
the ship. The committee are not informed of any one 
instance where either has been done. It is true, this 
was a constrained importation, but it is already seen, 
if the cargo had been brought in any unregistered ves- 
sel of the United States, it must have been charged 
with the additional duty. The cargo came from a for- 
eign port, and was of foreign production, and imported 
in a foreign built vessel. It having been once on board 
an American. ship seems to make very little difference 
in its favor. It ought to give it no new or extraordi- 
nary privileges. Let the committee be allowed to re- 
verse the case, arid to suppose the Astrea had been the 
foreign ship, and the Pelee the American ship, and 
all the other circumstances had been similar in every 
respect. The cargo then is imported in the Pelee, en- 
titled to American privileges, when it might have been 
imported in the Astrea, if no accident had happened 
to her on the voyage. Should the American or foreign 
‘duties be charged on such an importation? Surely, 
‘the American duties. And would it not have been 
manifestly unjust to have charged the owner with the 
foreign duties on the cargo of the American ship, 
merely because it was taken from a foreign ship? And 
yet, if the principle is correct in one case, it must be 
so in the other. If, however, the. transshipment had 
-been made at sea, from an American to a foreign ship, 
under circumstances of eminent distress, it would have 
placed the claim on somewhat higher ground; but, 
even in this case, the committee would hardly have 
felt themselves authorized to propose a return of the 
additional duties. The amount of the duty on this 
importation is not stated in any documents accompa- 
nying the petition. If the cargo was re-exported, the 
ten per cent. additional duty was retained, besides the 
usual three and a half per cent. deducted from the 
drawback. 

The committee are satisfied, if this claim was al- 
lowed, it would lead to many others of.a similar nature, 
and the law being clear and explicit on this head, they 
are of opinion that the House ought not to grant the 
‘prayer of the petitioner, and they recommend that he 
should have leave to withdraw his petition, with the 
documents accompanying it. 


The report was referred to a Committee of the 
Whole on Thursday next. 


Tuxuspay, February 4. 


The Spzaxer laid before the House a letter from 
the Governor of Orleans, covering a petition from 
the Regents of the University of that Territory, 
praying a donation of lands—Referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

An engrossed bill for altering the time for hold- 
- ing the circuit court in. the district of North Car- 
olina was read the third time, and passed. 

The House wentinto Committee of the Whole 
-on the bill respecting bonds given by Marshals. 


After amending the same the Committee rose, and 
the House ordered the bill to the third reading. 

A Message was received from the PRESIDENT OF 
THE Unirep States as follows: 

To the House of Representatives of the United States - - 

Sundry letters relative to Hamet Caramalli, in addition 
to the documents which accompanied my Message. of 
January 13th, having been sent to the Senate, on their 
particular request, the same are now transmitted to the 
House of Representatives also, as the same subject. is 
before them. TH. JEFFERSON. 

. Fearvary 4, 1806. 

The said Message was read, and, together with 
the documents transmitted therewith, referred to 
the committee appointed, on the thirteenth ultimo, 
on a Message from the President. of the United 
States respecting the application of Hamet Car- 
amalli, ex-Bashaw of Tripoli. 


YAZOO CLAIMS. 


Mr. Greco called for the order of the day on a 
resolution offered by him to repeal so much of an 
act as authorizes the appropriation of lands to the 
Yazoo claimants. 

Mr. Smilie moved to postpone the consideration 
of this resolution to Monday week, that in the 
mean time the national business might be trans- 
acted, undisturbed by the irritation which this sub- 
ject generally gave rise to. 

Mr. Ausvon declared himself in favor of a com- 
promise by commissioners. If this course should 
be disagreed to, he would have no objection to 
agree to the resolution offered by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. . 

Mr. Gree trusted the motion for postponement 
would not prevail. The resolution had been sub- 
mitted very early in the session. The mover had 
waived caliingit up this day that the national busi- 
ness might be first attended to. In this business 
the House had progressed to a point, at which it 
appeared convenient to take up the resolution. 
Information had been required, which would not 
probably be- received for some days. In the in- 
terim a decision might be had on the resolution. 
The subject had been so long before the House, 
and had been so fully discussed, that there did not 
appear to be occasion for much debate, nor did he 
think the irritation alluded to by his colleague, 
would take place. He hoped, if the subject was 
entered upon, the discussion would be conducted 
with that prudence and temper that were essential 
to the discovery of truth. 

The motion was agreed to—yeas 65. 


IMPORTATION OF SLAVES. 


On the motion of Mr. SLoan the House went 
into a Committee of the Whole on the bill impo- 
sing a duty on slaves imported into the United 
States. 

A motion made by Mr. Grece, requiring the 
duty to be paid at the time of entry, was agreed to 
—yeas 54, nays 24. 

Mr. J. Ranvoirs moved, with the view of get- 
ting rid of the business, that the Committee should 
rise. 

The motion was supported by Messrs. J. RAN- 
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Doirn, and HorLann, and opposed by Messrs. | subjected, under the British Crown, that the King 


Saris, Fisg, SLoan, and SOUTHARD; and disa- 
greed to—yeas 42, nays 61. 

Mr. Browse w observed, that it had been object- 
-ed by several gentlemen, particularly by one of 
his colleagues, against. this bill, laying a duty of 
ten dollars a lead on the importation of slaves, 
that it would virtually sanction and legalize the 
practice, by making it a source of revenue. The 
objection, he thought, was not well founded, be- 
cause the legality or illegality of such importa- 
tion was not within the control of the General 
Government. Congress had no power to prevent 
the importation until the year 1808. All they 
were authorized, in the meantime, to do towards 
its prevention, was to lay a ten dollar duty. If 
they had authority to prohibit, and instead of a 
prohibition, should levy a tax, it might be said, 
with some propriety, that, by so doing, they com- 
paratively encouraged the trade. Or if, after the 
time when a prohibition can, by the Constitution, 
be laid, Congress shall suffer a tax only to be con- 
tinued, the censure may be incurred. He was, 
therefore, of opinion that the continuance of the 
tax ought to be limited to that time. Accord- 
ingly, he moved to amend the bill by inserting, 
after the word “hereafter,” in the fourth line, the 
words “ and before the year of our Lord one thou- 
sand eight hundred and eight.” 

Mr. Stoan said, by way of objection, that it 
was not yet certain that sucha prohibition would 
then be imposed. 

Mr. Bipwewu replied, that whether a prohibi- 
tion should then be adopted- or not, he thought it 
. would be objectionable to continue a tax, as Con- 
gress will have the power to prevent the practice 

y prohibition. Indeed, he was convinced that 
an act might now be passed prohibiting such im- 
portation after a limited time; and, if this amend- 
ment should be adopted by the Committee, he 
would move, as a further amendment, an addi- 
tional section to that effect. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. Bioweitu.—Mr. Chairman, the Committee 
having adopted an amendment, limiting the con- 
tinuance of the proposed tax to the period preced- 
ing the year 1808, I will now, in performance of 
r promise, move an additional section, to pro- 
hibit the importation altogether after that time. 
Before I submit the motion, I beg leave to state 
some of the reasons which induce me to make it, 
and on which its propriety must depend. In do- 
ing this, it is not necessary to trace the history of 
the slave trade. It is equally unnecessary to con- 
sider it, asit respects the principles of justice and 
morality. It is sufficient to view it in the light 
of policy alone, and that only on a national scale. 
For with the political interests of the particular 
States, any further than they make a part of the 
national policy, we have no concern. It belongs 
not to Congress, but to the constituted authorities 
of each State to regulate its own internal affairs, 
in this as well as other respects. The States have 
adopted their own systems. A gentleman from 
Virginia has told us that that State complained 
of it, as one of the grievances to which they were 


in Council negatived the acts of their Legislature, 
prohibiting any further importation of slaves; 
and that, as soon as they were freed from British 
shackles by the Revolution, they passed a prohib- 
itory act. The policy was honorable and just. 
Other gentlemen have mentioned similar laws in 
their respective States. I may be permitted to 
add, that the State which I have the honor in 
part to represent in this House, has gone further. 
Our Constitution has declared that “ all men are 
born free.” The construction given to this Con- 
stitutional declaration by our Supreme Judiciary 
is, that no person properly belonging to the States 
can bea slave. Thus slavery was abolished at 
once ; and however dangerous such an experiment 
might be in some other States, it was there effected 
with perfect safety, as the number of slaves was 
small. Although I rejoice in this total abolition 
of slavery in Massachusetts, I would not, as an in- 
habitant or representative of that State, wish to 
interfere with the internal regulations of other 
States respecting the condition of their inhabit- 
ants; nor would I consider the question of prohi- 
bition, now before us, on any other than national 
grounds. No political truth, however, is plainer 
to my mind, than that a further importation. of 
slaves is contrary to the true interest of the Uni- 
ted States, It will weaken us as a nation; it will 
render us more vulnerable in many points; it will 
inerease the danger of insurrections within, and 
invasions from abroad. The maxims of sound 
policy, therefore, urge us to prevent such further 
importation, as far as it may be practicable. We 
ought not to rest satisfied with State prohibitions, 
even if every State had prohibitory laws. Itisa 
great national interest, and ought to be guarded 
by an act of the National Legislature, if indeed it 
is within our Constitutional limits. On this point 
Lam sensible a new doctrine has been broached 
and held by some gentlemen whose judgments I 
value very highly in other cases, although I differ 
from them in this, that the importation of slaves 
cannot be prohibited by Congress, even after the 
year 1808. The sum of the reasoning, in which 
this novel doctrine is attempted to be supported, 
is, that the clause in the Constitution providing 
that the importation of such persons as any of the 
existing States might think proper to admit shall 
not be prohibited prior to 1808, is a mere negative 
provision, without any positive words of grant, 
and does not consequently give Congress a power 
to lay such a prohibition after that time; and all 
powers not delegated are reserved. I agree, sir, 
that this clause grants Congress no authority on 
the subject although it evidently implies that such 
authority is granted in some other part of the 
Constitution; for it would be useless and nuga- 
tory to restrain until a certain time the exercise 
of a power which does not exist, and cannot there- 
fore be exercised atall. The framers of the Con- 
stitution must have understood, that, without such 
a restriction, Congress might proceed to an im- 
mediate prohibition; and that, notwithstanding 
the restriction, a prohibition may be laid after the 
limited time. The authority in question is un- 
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doubtedly vested in Congress: it is fairly included 
in the general power to regulate commerce with 
foreign nations. Asa part of the regulation of 
commerce, Congress may directly prohibit the im- 
portation of any article of commerce; or may do 
it indirectly, by prohibitory duties. The prohibi- 
tion may be applied to any article which is a 
subject of merchandise, as everything is which is 
liable to be bought and sold. Suchisaslave. The 
very principle of slavery is that the slave is the 
property of his master, subject to transfer by bar- 
gain and sale. This is indeed to be lamented, as 
the gentleman from Virginia has justly observed, 
but it is nevertheless true. Slaves are therefore 
articles of merchandise, and, as such, their import- 
ation may be prohibited. 

The Constitutional restriction applies only to 
the importation, not the exportation, of slaves; 
and it extends only to the States existing at the 
date of the Constitution, and not to the Territories 
of the United States, Accordingly, Congress 
have already, by law, prohibited the importation 
of slaves into the Territories. There are also two 
acts prohibiting the exportation of slaves from the 
United States to any foreign port or place, and 
the transportation of slaves by citizens of the Uni- 
ted States, or in vessels of the United States, from 
one foreign port or place to another. Under what 
authority were these prohibitory laws created ? 
Under the general power to regulate commerce. 
The same authority will equally warrant a prohi- 
bition of the importation of slaves into the United 
States after the time specified in the Constitution. 
But can we now pass an act for that purpose? I 
think we may, consistently with both the spirit 
and the letter of the Constitution. The object of 
the restrictive clause was, to secure to every State 
which might wish to exercise it, a right to admit 
slaves until the time limited. The limitation has 
reference to the termination of this right by the 
commencement of a prohibition, and not to the 
date of the act by virtue of which such prohibi- 
tion might be introduced. The words are, the 
importation “shall not be prohibited by Congress 
prior to the year 1808.” If we now pass an act 
prohibiting, after that time, such importation, it is 
clear that, until that time, the law will not take 
effect—the prohibition will not commence; in 
other words there will be no prohibition. In the 
language of the Constitution, the importation will 
not be prohibited prior to the year 1808. The act 
will, in this respect, be like many others which go 
into operation not immediately after their pas- 
sage, but at a specified future day. This is not an 
Unusual mode of legislation. 

Being satisfied that we are now authorized to 
legislate on the subject, I think it is expedient to 
adopt a permanent prohibition, and to make it a 
part of the present bill. This isa delicate and 
irritating subject. Judging of the sentiments of 
others by my own, I believe most of us are reluc- 
tantly called to act on it at all. But we cannot 
avoid giving our vote upon the bill; and, while 
We are about it, let us go through and finish the 

usiness. An intermediate tax alone will not 
complete it. To render the system entire it is 


necessary to add a final prohibition. To do it on 
the present occasion, will effect a saving, not onl 
of time, but also of the unpleasant feelings whie 
may otherwise be excited by another agitation of 
the subject. Some gentlemen have considered 
the tax objectionable, as they think it has the ap- 
pearance of being pointed at one State, which 
alone continues to permit the importation of slaves, 
and consequently will have all the duty to pay. 
I submit to those gentlemen whether the addition 
of a total and permanent prohibition, operating 
alike upon all the States, without regard to their 
existing laws, will not remove that objection and 
reconcile them to the measure? In another point 
of view, it appears to me reasonable and proper 
that our system on this subject should be now es- 
tablished, in order that all persons concerned may 
have seasonable notice of it, that there may be no 
room for disappointment or surprise, and that the 
world may know the policy we mean to pursue. 
For these reasons, and others with which it is not 
necessary to detain the Committee, I move the 
following section in addition to the bill under 
consideration: : 

Be it further enacted, That, after the last day of De- 
cember, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight 
hundred and seven, no person shall directly or indireetly 
import or cause to be imported, or aid and abet in im- 
porting, any person as a slave, into any port or place 
within the United States, from a port or place without 
the same; and no person shall sell or buy any person 
imported as aforesaid into the United States after the 
said last day of December, one thousand eight hundred 
and seven, knowing him or her to have been so im- 
ported in violation of this act; and every person so of- 
fending and being thereof convicted before a district or 
circuit court of the United States, (which courts shall 
have cognizance thereof within their respective districts) 
shall, for every such offence, forfeit and pay a sum not 
exceeding dollars, and suffer imprisonment, for a 
term not exceeding —— years; and any ship or vessel, 
which, after the said last day of December, one thousand 
eight hundred and seven, shall, with the knowledge and 
consent of the owner or owners thereof, be employed 
in importing any person, or have on board any person 
for the purpose of being imported, as a slave, contrary _ 
to this act, shall be forfeited, together with her tackle, 
furniture, and apparel, and may be libelled and condemn- 
ed in the district or circuit court of the United States, for 
any district, in which such ship or vessel shall be found. 

Mr, J. Cray was sorry this additional section 
was brought forward. He had strong doubts 
whether Congress possessed the Constitutional 
right to legislate on the object of probibition prior 
to the year 1808. If this doctrine prevails, where 
will it end? The Senate and President havea 
negative upon all our laws. If we legislate upon 
a subject before any occasion calls for it, what as- 
surance have we, if it be the wish of the people to 
repeal our laws, that the President and Senate 
will concur in their repeal? Have we aright, by 
an adventitious majority, to bind the Union here- 
after? If so, it may be contended that we have 
aright to bind posterity a hundred years hence. 
No man was more anxious than himself to pro- 
hibit this trade, but he could not consent to violate 
what he conceived a Constitutional impediment, 
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to carry a favorite point. Heconceived the pow- 
er at present to pass a prohibitory law beyond their 
power. 

Mr. Dana thought it extremely questionable 
whether, when the subject-matter was not within 
their power, they had a right to legislate on it. He 
should suppose the fair construction of the Con- 
stitution was this. The Constitution established 
a system for the good of all; in delegating pow- 
ers it says, that some shall not be exercised within 
a given time; that the States may in the mean 
time act upon the subjects on which they would 
be most likely to harmonize. If within this time 
you act upon subjects calculated to excite State 
jealousies, one great object of the inhibition will 
belost. Underthis view of the subject, he thought 
the observations of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania most consonant to the true spirit of the Con- 
stitution. 

The question was then taken on Mr. BipweE.’s 
amendment, which was disagreed to—yeas 17. 

Mr. D. R. Wtutiams proposed a new section 
prohibiting the introduction, after the passage of 
this act, into the Territories of the United States, 
of slaveshereafter imported into the United States. 

After a short debate on this motion, the Com- 
mittee rose, reported progress, and asked leave to 
sit again. 

Mr. J. Ranvowra opposed leave being given 
them to sit again, and Messrs. Jackson and SMILIE 
supported it. 

Mr. D. R. Wittrams hoped the Committee 
would not have leave to sit again. If the object 
of bringing forward this business was to give gen- 
tlemen an opportunity to vent their spleen against 
the State of South Carolina, they had enjoyed it, 
when they had painted her conduct in the most 
odious and detestable colors their ingenuity could 
invent; when they had cast on that community, 
in a most unmanly manner, all the opprobrium 
applicable to an inhabitant of Newgate; and had 
applied toa whole community what they dare not 
apply to a single individual of it, South Carolina 
deserved a far different character from that given 
her by those gentlemen who had taken upon them- 
selves the task of abuse. Setting aside this one 
blot he would call upon gentlemen to compare 
notes. There was nota State in the Union which 
had appropriated so much money for objects of 
munificence and improvement, for the encourage- 
ment of literature, for the maintenance of the poor. 
Was South Carolina backward in the Revolution- 
ary contest, or deticient in the number of her pa- 
triots or statesmen ? ‘There sits the descendant of 
as brave an officer as ever lived, and in the other 
branch of the Legislature is to be seen a man who 
may be called the hero of liberty; a man who in 
the worst of times did not despair of the Republic. 
And are we now to be anthematized as depraved 
and abandoned? ‘There is another reason for not 
giving leave to the Committee to sit again. Some 
gentlemen seem determined to plunge us in a war, 
whether we will or not. Is this a proper time to 
destroy the harmony that subsists among the dif- 
ferent members of this Confederacy? Shall a 
man spend time in adjusting the tie of his cravat 


when the hangman’s noose is athisneck? Shall 
we be engaged in our little divisions when the en- 
emy is at our door? Asa pledge of harmony and 
conciliation, I hope the Committee will be refused 
leave to sit again. 

The question was taken ata late hour, and leave 
given—yeas 73. 


Wepnespay, February 5. 


Mr. Joun C. Smita, from the Committee of 
Claims, presented a bill making an appropriation 
for the payment of witnesses, and other expenses, 
on the impeachment of Samuel Chase; which 
was read twice and committed to a Committee of 
the whole House on Monday next. 

On motion, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee of Commerce 
and Manufactures be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to cause a survey to be made of the 
shoals of Cape Hatteras, Cape Lookout, and the 
Frying-Pans, and to have such an examination 
made of them, respectively, as will ascertain the 
practicability of erecting a light-house, lighted bea- 
con, or buoy, on or near the extreme points of 
either of them; and that the committee report 
thereon by bill or otherwise. ; 

Mr. Tuomas M. RANDOLPH, from the commit- 
tee appointed on the fifth of December last, pre- 
sented a bill removing the limitation of the right 
of suffrage in the Mississippi ‘Territory, and em- 
powering the Legislature thereof to increase the 
number of Representatives in the General Assem- 
bly, by a given ratio to that of Electors; which 
was read twice, and committed to a Committee of 
the Whole on Wednesday next. i 

The Speaker laid before the House a letter 
from Charles Goldsborough, Esq., presenting to 
Congress, in the nameof Mr. Robert Henry Golds- 
borough, of Talbot county, in the State of Mary- 
land, a copy of the works of the late Baron Bynk- 
ershoek, to receive a place in their library. 

Resolved, That the Librarian be directed to re- 
ceive and take charge of a set of the works of the 
late Baron Bynkershoek, presented to Congress 
by Robert H. Goldsborough, of Talbot county, in 
the State of Maryland, and that the SPEAKER be 
requested to acknowledge, by a letter addressed to 
the said Robert H. Goldsborough, the acceptance 
of the said books. 

Mr. Crarx moved the following resolution, 
which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be re- 
quested to inform this House of the nature and extent 
of the services rendered to the captive crew of the frig- 
ate Philadelphia, by the Danish Consul at Tripoli. 

Mr. Varnom observed, that considerable light 
would be thrown on the extent to which colonial 
products were exported from the United States, 
by a statement of the amount of exports for which 
drawbacks were allowed. He therefore move 
the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be di- 
rected to lay before this House a statement of the 
amount of the revenue derived to the United States 
from merchandise, the growth, product, or manufac- 
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ture of any foreign country, which have heretofore been 
imported into the United States and exported from the 
same, during the three last years. 

This resolution was agreed to. 


TRADE WITH GREAT BRITAIN. 


Mr. CROWNINSHIELD observed that the House 
had, on the third instant, directed the Secretary 
of the Treasury to lay before them a statement of 
imports and exports from Great Britain to the 
United States, for the two last years. It was 
probable the Secretary would not be able to fur- 
nish a statement for the year 1805; but that he 
could make it for the years 1803 and 1804. Mr. 
C. said, he had been anxious, when this subject 
was before the House, to have received a state- 
ment for the year 1802. Great Britain seizes our 
ships, loaded with colonial produce, on the idea 
that we did not enjoy the colonial trade during a 
period of peace. ‘Whether this isa fact will be 
decided by the statement he wished to obtain, as 
the year 1802 was a period of peace. Mr. C. con- 
cluded, by moving a resolution directing the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to Jay befure the House a 
like statement of exports and imports for the year 
1802, as was directed on the third instant, to be 
furnished for the last two years. 

The House immediately considered this resolu- 
tion, and agreed to it. = 
NON-INTERCOURSE WITH GREAT BRITAIN, 


Mr. J. Cray.—The gentleman from Massachu- 
setts having laid on the table a resolution arising 
out of the present state of our foreign relations, 
and as that subject is one on which I think there 
cannot be too much deliberation before we act, or 
of which too many views cannot be taken, I will 


take the liberty of submitting some resolutions | P 


which I have drawn up, and to which I ask the 
attention of the House. In the present state of 
our relations with foreign Powers, it appears to 
me that a system of commercial regulations, 
mild and yet firm, one which can be carried into 
permanent effect without much inconvenience to 
ourselves, will be more effectual than any tempo- 
rary expedients. If we are disposed to adopt 
such a system, it will be looked: upon by foreign 
nations as one in which we are likely to perse- 
vere. They will consider its probable effects in 
time of peace upon their colonial possessions, and 
they may be induced to enter into permanent regu- 
lations opening to us a trade with their colonies. 
The distinction attempted to be made between a 
war trade and an accustomed trade will be de- 
stroyed, and with it the only pretext upon which 
are founded the vexations and depredations com- 
mitted on American commerce. The present is 
a favorable moment for the adoption of such a 
plan. At this time the ports of the belligerent 
Powers are open, and the effect of the measures, 
which I am about to propose, will not have an 
immediate distressing effect upon the West Indies. 
If these measures are taken, the Powers of Europe 
will find that, unless they admit our ships into 
their colonial ports in time of peace, the trade 
between their colonies and us will be cut off by a 
system which will be but slightly injurious to 


ourselves, I think, I repeat it, that a permanent 
system, mild but firm, will be more likely to in- 
duce Great Britain, in particular, to recede from 
the unjust pretensions she has set up, than more 
violent and extreme measures which, from their 
very nature and their injurious consequences to 
ourselves, must be necessarily temporary. 

Mr. C. concluded, with offering the following 
resolutions: 


Resolved, That after the day of next, no 
trade or intercourse in any ship or vessel owned in 
whole or in part by any citizen or subject of any foreign 
Government, shall be permitted between the United 
States or their Territories, and any port or place in the 
colonies or dominions of any European Power, which 
trade or intercourse is not permanently permitted by 
the laws or regulations of such European Power, to be 
carried on in ships or vessels of the United States. 

Resolved, That, after the day of aforesaid, 
no goods, wares, or merchandise, shall be exported 
from the United States or their Territories, in any ship 
or vessel owned in whole or in part by any citizen or 
subject of any foreign Government, to any port or place 
in the colonies or dominions of any European Power, 
the importation of which into such port or place, in 
ships or vessels of the United States, is not permanent- 
ly permitted by the laws or regulations of such Euro- 

ean Power. f 

. Resolved, That, after the day of aforesaid, 
no goods, wares, or merchandise, shall be imported into 
the United States or their T'erritories, in any ship or 
vessel owned in whole or in part by any citizen or sub- 
ject of any foreign Government, from any port or place 
in the colonies or dominions of any European Power, 
the exportation of which fsom such port or place, in 
ships or vessels of the United States, is not permanent 
ly permitted by the laws or regulations of such Euro- 
ean Power. ‘ 


Resolved, That, after the ——~ day of —— aforesaid, 
no goods, wares, or merchandise, shall be imported into 
the United States, in any ship or vessel owned in whole 
or in part by any citizen or subject of any foreign Gov- 
ernment, excepting articles of the growth, produce, or 
manufacture of the colonies or dominions of such for- 
eign Government, unless such importation be expressly 
permitted by treaty between the United States and 
such foreign Government, or unless during a war in 
which the United States may be a party. 

The House immediately considered these reso- 
lutions, and referred them to a Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 


IMPORTATION OF SLAVES. 


The House again resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole, on the bill imposing a duty 
of ten dollars on every slave imported into the 
United States. 

Mr. D. R. Wittiams said, as the advocates of 
the bill seemed to think the amendment he had 
offered intended to defeat it, he would withdraw 
it, and make it the subject of a distinct reso- 
lution. 

Mr. Jackson offered a new section, the object 
of whieh was to prohibit the importation into the 
United States of all slaves, brought either from 
abroad or from any State, except, im the latter case, 
by citizens of the United States removing toa 
Territory to settle therein. 


443 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


444 


H. or R. 


Importation of Slaves. 


Feervary, 1806. 


Mr. Jacxson viewed this provision as neces- 
sary, in consequence of a legal construction given 
to an act of the last session, which allowed the 
importation of slaves from abroad into Louisiana. 

This motion was opposed by Messrs. ALSTON, 
Evy, Morrow, Sparpinea, and Stoan, who either 
viewed it as inexpedient in itself, or as proper to 
be introduced into a distinct bill. 

Mr. Jaceson said, as it was the wish of his 
friends he would withdraw the motion, and offer 
it on another occasion. 

No farther amendments haying been offered 
the Committee rose, and reported their agreement 
to the bill. - 

The House immediately considered the report. 

The amendment limiting the imposition of the 
tax to the first day of January, 1808, was disa- 
greed to; and the other amendments agreed to. 

Mr. Jackson inquired what the effects would 
be of the forfeiture of the cargo, in case slaves 
were smuggled into the United States? "Would 
they be kept in the service of the United States? 
He did not wish to have anything to do with 
them. 

Mr. Joun C. Smrra said, he had voted for the 
resolution; but the defects in the details of the 
bill were so glaring, that he hoped it would be re- 
ferred to a select committee, that it might be so 
modified as to cure these defects ; or, that in case 
it were found insusceptible of modification, it 
might be rejected. Mr. S. accordingly moved the 
recommitment of the bill to a select committee. 

Mr. Jackson advocated this motion, and re- 
marked that the provisorof the bill that declared 
the duty should not be construed as giving a sanc- 
tion to the importation of slaves, offered an addi- 
tional reason for either rejecting or recommitting 
it. How could this language be used with pro- 
priety in a law, when the Constitution, the highest 
authority, authorized the trade ? 

Mr. Quincy spoke to the like effect, and further 
inquired, whether it was the intention of gentle- 
men to apply the provisions of the bill to slaves 
navigating the ships of the United States, 

Messrs. Hastings and SLoan defended the pro- 
visions of the bill as perfectly correct. They ob- 
served that slaves were considered as property, as 
merchandise, and could only, therefore, in the 
bill be treated as such. 

The motion to recommit was lost—ayes 39, 
noes 61. 

Mr. Crowninsutecn spoke against the bill, and 
moved its postponement to an indefinite day. 

Messrs. Joun C. Smirna, Tacaart, and Rusa 
of Tennessee, supported; and Messrs. SLOAN, 
Ermer, and Saris, opposed the motion; when 
the yeas and nays were called on it, and were— 
yeas 42, nays 69, as follows: 

Yuss— Willis Alston, jr, George M. Bedinger, Silas 
Betton, Phanuel Bishop, William Blackledge, Joseph 
Bryan, William Butler, Levi Casey, Martin Chitten- 
den, Christopher Clark, Matthew Clay, Frederick Con- 
rad, Jacob Crowninshield, Samuel W. Dana, John 
Davenport, junior, John Dawson, Elias Earle, Pe- 
ter Early, James Elliot, James M. Garnett, Edwin 
Gray, James Holland, John G. Jackson, Walter Jones, 


Thomas Kenan, Robert Marion, Josiah Masters, Wil. 
liam McCreery, David Meriwether, Thomas Moore, 
Timothy Pitkin, jr., Thomas M. Randolph, John Rhea 
of Tennessee, Thomas Sanford, O’Brien Smith, Thom. 
as Spalding, Samuel Taggart, Samuel Tenney, David 
Thomas, Thomas W. Thompson, David R. Williams, 
and Thomas Wynns. 

Nays—Isaac Anderson, John Archer, Joseph Barker, 
John Blake; jr., Thomas Blount, Robert Brown, John 
Chandler, John Claiborne, Joseph Clay, Leonard Coy- 
ington, Richard Cutts, Ezra Darby, Ebenezer Elmer, 
William Ely, John W. Eppes, William Findley, James 
Fisk, John Fowler, Peterson Goodwyn, Andrew Gregg, 
Isaiah L. Green, Silas Halsey, John Hamilton, Seth 
Hastings, David Holmes, David Hough, Nehemiah 
Knight, John Lambert, Michael Leib, Joseph Lewis, 
junior, Matthew Lyon, Patrick Magruder, Nicholas R, 
Moore, Jeremiah Morrow, Jonathan O. Mosely, Jere- 
miah Nelson, Thomas Newton, jr., Joseph H. Nichol- 
son, Gideon Olin, John Pugh, John Rea of Pennsyl- 
vania, Jacob Richards, John Russell, Peter Sailly, 
Thomas Sammons, Martin G. Schuneman, Ebenezer 
Seaver, James Sloan, John Smilie, John Cotton Smith, 
John Smith, Samuel Smith, Henry Southard, Richard 
Stanford, Joseph Stanton, Lewis B. Sturges, Philip R. 
Thompson, Uri Tracy, Abram Trigg, Philip Van Cort- 
landt, Joseph B. Varnum, Peleg Wadsworth, John 
Whitehill, Robert Whitehill, Eliphalet Wickes, Mar- 
maduke Williams, Alexander Wilson, and John Win- 
ston. 

Mr. Jackson moved to strike out the proviso of 
the bill, which motion was disagreed to; when 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading to-morrow—ayes 69. 


Tuorsvay, February 6. 


Another member, to wit: from South Carolina, 
Ricuarp Winn, appeared, produced his creden- 
tials, was qualilied, and took his seat in the 
House. 

Several petitions of sundry inhabitants of the 
State of Pennsylvania, were presented to the 
House and read, praying an amendment of the 
second section of the third article of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, which extends the judi- 
cial power of the United States to controversies 
between citizens of different States, between citi- 
zens of the same State claiming lands under 
grants of different States, and between a State, or 
the citizens thereof, and foreign States, citizens, 
or subjects. 

Ordered, That the said petitions be severally 
referred to the Committee of the whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

The bill laying a duty of ten dollars on every 
slave imported into the United States, was read a 
third time. 

Mr. Jonn C. Smita stated, in a more detailed 
way, the objections previously offered to the pro- 
visions of the bill, and moved its recommitment 
to a select committee, in which the House concur- 
red without a division. 

A confidential Message was received from the 
President of the United States about 12 o'clock: 
Whereupon, the galleries were cleared. ‘They 
remained cleared until near 4 o’clock, when the 
House adjourned. 
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A memorial and petition of the American Con- 
vention for promoting the abolition of slavery, 
signed by Gersham. Craft, their President, was 
presented to the House and read, praying that the 
act of Congress, passed on the tenth day of May, 
one thousand eight hundred, entitled “An act in 
addition to the act to prohibit the carrying on the 
slave trade from the United States to any foreign 
place or country,” may be so far amended, that 
the forfeitures therein declared may inure, one 
moiety thereof to the use of the informer, and the 
other moiety to the use of the United States; that 
written testimony, taken in the form prescribed 
to maintain civil suits, may be received and have 
effect in the district and circuit courts of the Uni- 
ted States; and that persons convicted of offences 
against the said act, may be disqualified to hold 
any office under the United States. 

Referred to Messrs. FINDLEY, Stanton, ELY, 
Marron, and NicHoLson, to examine and report 
their opinion thereupon to the House. 

Mr. Greca, fromthe Committee on Public Lands, 
reported that it was expedient to pass without 
amendment the bill received from the Senate, to 
repeal so much of an act to regulate a grant of 
land to the French inhabitants of Galliopolis, as 
requires the actual settlement of the land. 

Mr. Greao observed that the committee had 
been induced to make this report in consequence 
of the terms of a former law not having been com- 
plied with, from a number of tracts belonging to 
minors, and from several tracts being so broken as 
not to admit of settlement; and inasmuch as no 
condition of settlement had been attached to any 
other lands of the United States. 

The House ordered the bill to a third reading 
to-morrow. 

On motion of Mr. D. R. Witirams the House 
came to the following resolution: 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire 
whether any, and if any, what additional provisions are 
necessary to prevent the importation of slaves into the 
territories of the United States. 

A committee of five. members were appointed. 

The House then went into.a Committee of the 
Whole on the bill fixing the compensation of the 
officers of the two Houses. 

At the instance of Mr. TaLumanes, the bill was 
so modified as to repeal the existing law, and to 
form a new one, fixing the compensation of the 
respective officers at their present rates, excepting 
the compensations of the Sergeant-at-Arms, and 
Doorkeepers of the two Houses, which are fixed 
at $950 a year, and the Assistant Doorkeepers at 
$900 each, with an inhibition to make any addi- 
tion to the fixed compensations of the officers by 
an allowance out of the contingent fund. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third 
reading on Monday—ayes 69. 

On motion of Mr. CrowninsureLp the House 
came to the following resolution: 

Resolved, that the Secretary of the Treasury be di- 
tected to lay before this House a statement of the ex- 
ports from the United States ofall foreign goods, wares, 


and merchandise, during the last three years, which 
have not been particularly directed to be made by the 
resolution of the third and fifth instant. 

On motion of Mr. Marton, the House went in- 
toa Committee of the Whole on the bill declaring 
the assent of Congress to an act of the State of 
South Carolina, authorizing the imposition ofa 
tonnage duty by the City Council of Charleston, 

After considerable debate, the Committee rose 
and reported theʻbill with sundry amendments, 
in which the House concurred, and ordered the 
bill to be engrossed for a third reading on Mon- 
day—ayes 65. : 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on a bill declaring the assent of Con- 
gress to an act of the State of North Carolina. 
The object of the bill is to give to Tennessee 
power to perfect titles to lands granted by North 
Carolina, agreeably toa compact between the two 
States. Having passed through the Committee 
without amendment, the House took it into con- 
sideration: when, after some explanations relative 
to the nature of the bill, it was ordered to a third 
reading on Monday. 


JOURNAL OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. Lers said he had long been of opinion that 
the present mode of keeping the Journal of the 
House was incorrect. He had always thought 
that the name of the mover of every proposition 
should appear on the Journal, and that the Jour- 
nal should be so kept as to enable the people to be 
fully acquainted with the proceedings of their 
Representatives. To make an inquiry on this 
subject, he offered the following resolution: 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire 
into the expediency of amending the standing rules 
and orders of the House so far as to prescribe the mode 
of keeping the Journal. 

Mr. Stutz considered the motion as unneces- 
sary. 

The question was taken and the motion-agreed 
to—ayes 65—and a committee of five members 
appointed. 


AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION, 


Mr. J. Ranvoupn, agreeably to notice given by 
him yesterday, made the following motion: 

Resolved, by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America, in Congress as- 
sembled, two-thirds of both Houses concurring, That 
the following article be submitted to the Legislatures 
of the several States, which, when ratified and confirmed 
by the Legislatures of three-fourths of the said States, 
shall be valid and binding as a part of the Constitution 
of the United States: 

The Judges of the Supreme, and all other courts 
of the United States, shall be removed from office by 
the President, on the joint address of both Houses 
of Congress requesting the same. 

The House having agreed to consider the motion, 
it was, at the instance of Mr. J. RANDOLPH, re- 
ferred to a Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. J. Ranpotrx gave notice that he should 
call up this motion on Thursday. 
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NAVAL PEACE ESTABLISHMENT. | 


The House went into a Committee of the Whole 
on the bill relative toa Naval Peace Establish- 
ment. 

Mr. Grece explained at some length the pro- 
visions of the bill. The bill he said, correspond- 
ed with the intimations of the President relative 
to giving an opening to the promotion of several 
officers who had greatly distinguished themselves 
in the Mediterranean service. He stated that the 
pill contemplated giving the President power to 
keep in service nine hundred and twenty-five able 
and ordinary seamen and boys, making two-thirds 
of the fall complement of six frigates, two of forty- 
four guns, two of thirty-six, and two of thirty-two ; 
that it contemplated the increasing the number 
of captains from ten to thirteen ; the creation of 
nine masters commandant, and the increase of 
lieutenants from thirty-six to seventy-two. This 
arrangement was proposed, in order to give to the 
young officers in the navy that rank and reward 
merited by them, and to enable the doing this, 
without interfering with the rules of promotion 
usual in the naval service. 

Mr. Leis spoke against the feature of the bill 
that augmented the number of officers. It ap- 

eared to him, indeed, a pension bill, and to make 
feige allowances without services rendered. It 
also contemplated the keeping six frigates in ser- 
vice, and provides for them thirteen captains, nine 
master-commandants and seventy-two lieutenants. 
He did not consider the Treasury in such a state 
of overflow as to justify this liberality. 

Mr. Greca said the gentleman had misunder- 
stood his remarks as well as the nature of the bill, 
which, so far from directing six frigates to be kept 
in actual service, repealed that part of a former 
law which contained this provision. 

No motion having been made to amend the bill, 
the Chairman proceeded in the reading of the re- 
maining sections; When 

Mr. Goipssoroucs expressed his opinion that 
the bill required considerable amendment, and 
that he had understood from the Secretary of the 
Navy that its provisions were not consonant to 
that system which he considered the most con- 
ducive to the public service. With a view to 
obtain fuller information relative to the subject, he 
moved that the Committee should rise and ask 
leave to sit again. 

This motion obtained, without opposition, when 
the Committee rose and received leave to sit again. 


| 
| 


Monpay, February 10. 

Another member, to wit: Duncan McFar- 
LAND, from North Carolina, appeared, produced 
his credentials, was qualified, and took his seat in 
the House. 

The bill sent from the Senate, entitled “Anact 
to authorize a grant of lands to the French in- 
habitants of Galliopolis, and for other purposes 
therein mentioned,” was read the third time and 
passed. 

An engrossed bill declaring the assent of Con- 
gress to an act of the General Assembly of the 


State of North Carolina was read the third time 
and passed. 

An engrossed bill supplementary to “An act to 
regulate and fix the compensation of the officers 
of the Senate and House of Representatives” was 
read the third time and passed. 

Mr. Tenney, one of the members for the State 
of New Hampshire, presented to the House cer- 
tain resolutions of the Legislature of the State of 
New Lampshire, “ proposing an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States, so as to au- 
thorize and empower Congress to passa law, when- 
ever they may deem it expedient, to prevent the 
further importation of slaves, or people of color, 
into the United States, or any part thereof;” 
which were read, and ordered to lie on the table. 

The Speaker laid before the House a letter 
from Christopher Greenup, Governor of the State 
of Kentucky, transmitting a memorial of the Gen- 
eral Assembly of the said State, together with. 
sundry documents in relation to the Ohio Canal 
Company; which were read and referred to Mr. 
Boy se, Mr. Dicxson, Mr. T, W. Tuomrson, Mr. 
J. Morrow, Mr. Hastines, Mr. Trice, and Mr, 
Darpy; that they do examine the matter thereof, 
and report the same, with their opinion thereupon, 
to the House. 

A petition of John G. Macan and others, man- 
agers on behalf of “ the Louisiana Company,” in- 
habitants of the State of Ohio, was presented to 
the House and read, praying a grant-of the public 
lands, on parts adjacent to the river Mississippi, 
and in the neighborhood of St. Louis, on such 
terms and under such restrictions as Congress may 
judge proper, to aid them in establishing a colony, 
consisting of all such mechanics and professional 
characters as may be necessary to the welfare of 
the intended settlement.—Referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. CrownNINsHIELD, from the Committee of 
Commerce and Manufactures, presented a bill de- 
claring the town of Jersey, in the State of New 
Jersey, to be a port of delivery, and to provide for 
a light-house on Wood island; which was read 
twice and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole on Wednesday next. 

Mr. C., from the same committee, to whom was 
referred, on the twenty-seventh of December last, 
a resolution of the House “ to inquire into the pro- 
priety of erecting the port of Newcastle, in the 
district of Delaware, into a port of entry,” made 
a report thereon; which was read, and referred to 
a Committee of the Whole on Thursday next. 

On motion of Mr. Dana, 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to 
consider and report whether any amendments 
should be made in the standing rules of the House 
relative to confidential communications.—Refer- 
red to a committee of five members. 

The bill declaring the consent of Congress to 
the act of the Legislature of South Carolina au- 
thorizing the imposition of a tonnage duty by the 
City Council of Charleston was read a third time. 

Messrs. J, Chay and Marion supported, and 
Mr. GRowNINSHIELD opposed the bill, which, on 
the question being taken, was passed—yeas 52. 
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IMPORTATIONS FROM GREAT BRITAIN. 


Mr. NıcgoLson said he wished to lay on the 
table a resolution relative to the subsisting differ- 
ences between the United States and Great Brit- 
ain, on which several resolutions had already 
been offered. When this subject first came into 
notice, at an early period of the session, he had 
foreseen that it might lead to the proposition of 
plans which might deeply affect the revenue of 
the Government. He was, therefore, anxious 
that it might be referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, in whose hands the superin- 
tendence of the revenue was placed. To this 
committee it was referred in the first instance. 
But the House afterwards thought fit to discharge 
that committee from its consideration, and to re- 
fer it toa Committee of the Whole on thestate of 
the Union. 

Mr. N. observed that it was with great defer- 
ence that he undertook to offer any resolutions 
embracing objects of such importance as the dif- 
ferences between Great Britain and this country. 
If the subject‘had remained with the Committee 
of Ways and Means, or with any other select 
committee, a set of resolutions in a digested form 
might have been expected, and it might have 
been shown in what manner and to what extent 
the revenue would probably be affected. When, 
however, resolutions were offered by individual 
members, it was impossible to offer any such cal- 
culations, and the subject would consequently 
come before the House in an undigested form. 

Mr. N. said he had seen two propositions, 
neither of which heliked. One was a resolution 
offered by a.gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. 
Greec.) When he considered that our importa- 
tions from Great Britain amounted annually to 
about twenty-five millions of dollars,and that the 
whole of this trade was, according to the propo- 
sition of the gentleman, to be prohibited; and it 
was also considered that the average amount of 
duties on articles imported from Great Britain 
was twenty per cent., it would at once be seen 
that the measure would affect the revenue to the 
amount of five millions annually. 

Nor did it, in offering these resolutions, appear 
to have been taken into view, that while the 
measure had a very material effect on the reve- 
nue, it had likewise an immediate effect on the 
habits ot our citizens who consumed goods im- 
ported from Britain. With regard to the single 
article of cotton, its prohibition would operate in 
three different ways. In the first place, the wants 
of our people will be increased in proportion to 
the prohibition of cotton goods; in the second 
place, the revenue would be affected by it; and 
in the last place, it was extremely probable that 
the foreign demand for the raw material we fur- 
nish would be considerably diminished. A sin- 
gle fact would evince this with some force. In 
the year 1791, there were exported to Liverpool 
64 bales of cotton; and in the first nine months 
of 1805 there had heen exported to the same place 
93,000 bales. This would show what the effect 
might be of the prohibition of the importation of 
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articles manufactured from cotton in Great Brit- 
pin on the demand for the raw material we fur- 
nish, . 

Mr. N. said he had seen another proposition, not 
offered, indeed, in the House of Representatives, 
but elsewhere, (alluding, it is supposed, to the re- 
port of a committee in the Senate,) which did not 
go to the extent of the motion by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, and therefore was not so de- 
leterious in its effects, but which, in his judgment, 
was extremely objectionable. This proposition 
went to prohibit the importation of woollens of all 
descriptions, linens, nails, hats, looking-glasses, 
rum, hardware, slate, salt, coal, boots, shoes, rib- 
bons, silks, plated and glass wares. 

In this list there were four articles of great im- 
portance with which we are supplied from Great 
Britain, which our habits, at Jeast, have enrolled 
on the list of necessaries, and with which we can- 
not be supplied either by ourselves or by other 
nations. With coarse woollens we are supplied 
altogether from Great Britain, and we cannot 
procure them elsewhere. Mr. N, said he had taken 
some pains to inquire into the state of the German 
manufactures, aud he was convinced, from the 
information he had received, that we could get, 
neither from Germany nor Holland, those coarse 
cloths which are extensively consumed in the 
Middle and Southern States, and he presumed 
throughout the whole country, except by those 
who moved in the higher walks of life. In Hol- 
land and Brabant there were some such manu- 
factures, but they were too narrow to supply us 
with any considerable quantity of them. 

That kind of rum which we derive from Ja- 
maica, Antigua, and Barbadoes, and from which 
a large revenue is obtained, Mr. N. presumed was 
not to be got elsewhere ; as the whole of this arti- 
cle which was imported into the United States 
was consumed, and no part of it exported, it fol- 
lowed of course that the revenue would be dimin- 
ished in proportion to the extent of the prohi- 
bition. ` a 

The manufactures of Birmingham and Shef- 
field, going generally by the name of hardware, 
could be got no where else. The whole of these 
imported were consumed in the United States, 
and their prohibition would have the same effect 
on our revenue. 

Of salt, which was imported from different 
countries, and which amounted annually to three 
and a half millions of bushels, not more than the 
one-hundredth part was exported. By diminish- 
ing the quantity imported, we both increase the 
price of the article-and decrease the amount of 
the revenue. 

Mr. N. said, that the course which seemed to 
him most proper, was to select among the manu- 
factures of Great Britain such articles as we im- 
port from thence, and can supply ourselves with 
by our own industry, or obtain from other coun- 
tries. This would present to Great Britain & 
plan that would at once be seen to be practicable. 
By laying a prohibition on the importation of all 
articles received from Great Britain or her colo-. 
nies one of two. effects must ensue, Hither we 
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shall be laughed at by Great Britain and other | he thought it proper to say a few words. That 
European Powers for adopting a system altoge-{ gentleman had observed that the proposition of- 


ther impracticable, because’ we cannot adhere to 
it; or we shall furnish to ber Minister, whose 
character for decision is well known, a pretext 


for sweeping the ocean of every dollar of Amer- Í 


ican property afloat on it. . 

If on the contrary, we adopt a system which 
is practicable, to which it is seen that we can 
adhere withcut injuring ourselves, and which 
will materially affect Britain, we may hope that 
measures will be taken by her Government for 
the adjustment of our differences, and the ren- 
dering us complete justice. 

Mr. N. then submitted the following resolution: 

Resolved, That, from and after the day of 
next, the following articles, being of the growth, or man- 
ufactures of Great Britain or Ireland, or of any’ of the 
colonies or dependencies of Great Britain, ought to be 
prohibited by law from being imported into the United 
States, or into the territories thereof, viz: 

All articles of which leather is the material of chief 
value ; all articles of which tin or brass is the material 
of chief value, tin in sheets excepted; all articles of 
which hemp or flax is the material of chief value ; all 
articles of which silk is the material of chief value; 
woollen cloths, whose invoice prices shall exceed ; 
woollen hosiery of all kinds; window glass, and all 
other manufactures of glass; silver and plated wares ; 
paper of every description; nails and spikes; hats; 
clothing ready made; millinery of all kinds; playing 
cards ; beer, ale, and porter ; and pictures and prints. 
` Mr. Nicuouson concluded by remarking that he 
would not undertake to say that he bad made the 
best selection of articles. It was with great diffi- 
dence he had made the selection. He would, how- 
ever, offer itat this time, that gentlemen might give 
their attention to it, and be prepared to enter on 
its discussion when the subject came before the 
House. He submitted these propositions at this 
time, to avoid any delay which might arise from 
withholding them till the House should have en- 
tered upon the subject. 

This resolution was immediately considered 
by the House, and referred to a Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered 
to be printed. 

On motion of Mr. G. W. Campne te, certain 
resolutions offered on the 3d of January, 1794, by 
Mr. Madison, on the differences at that time sub- 
sisting between the United States and Great Brit- 
ain, were ordered to be printed. 


WEST INDIA TRADE. 

Mr. Crowninsutetn said, the gentleman from 
Maryland (Mr. Nicuouson) had offered several 
resolutions prohibiting the importation of sundry 
articles of British manufactures into the United 
States. Mr. C. observed that he had another pro- 
ject which he wished to submit, relative to our 
trade with the British West Indies. He did not 
mean atthis time to discuss the subject. either so 
as far it was connected with the propositions of the 
gentleman from Maryland. or with that of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, which went to a 
much greater extent. But with regard to one 
idea expressed by the gentleman from Maryland, 


fered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania would 
affect the revenue to the amount of five mil- 


lions of dollars; and therefore impressed upon 


the House ihe duty of being extremely cautious 
in taking such a step. Mr. Č. said he did not be- 
lieve the adoption of that prdposition would 
affect the revenue to any such extent. He did 
not believe it would affect the revenue to the 
amount of a million cf dollars. Because, al- 
though we should prohibit the importation of 
British goods, we could get most of the same ar- 
ticles from other countries. We get salt from 
Cadiz, and Lisbon, and from several other places. 
Rum could be got from every island in the West 
Indies; and if we should not be able to get a suf- 
ficient quantity of it to supply our wants, we 
could import from France brandies, which will be 
a good substitute. We may al~o get woollens from 
the continent of Europe, and every article on the 
list, perhaps at higher prices. It was not, how- 
ever, Mr. Č. said, his object at this time to dis- 
cuss the merits of either proposition. His chief 
object was to offer his own project, which related 
to the West Indies. Every one knows that those 
islands are dependent on the United States for 
the necessaries of life; that they cannot get many 
important articles they absolutely want from other 
countries. Every one knows that for fish, beef, 
pork, and lumber, they are dependent on us, inas- 
much as they cannot get them elsewhere. How is 
the trade carried on? Great Britain has adopted 
a curious commercial principle, bottomed on the 
principle of her navigation act; which in time of 
peace almost amounts toa prohibition to introduce 
into her islands any articles of ours; and which 
in time of war opens the ports of a few of her 
islands for the introduction of particular articles 
for three or six months. Mr, C. said he wished 
to see this trade permanently open to the citizens 
of the United States. He thought it probable 
this might be done by the adoption of his plan. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania had offered a 
proposition which was calculated to meet in part 
the practices of Great Britain. The first resolu- 
tion related to trading to the West Indies in for- 
eign vessels,and notin vessels of the United States. 
Every one knew that in the trade between the 
United States and the West Indies there were 
either none, or very few foreign vessels. 


Mr. C. then offered the following resolution: 


Resolved, That, from and after the day of 
next, no goods, wares, or merchandise, shall be exported 
from, or imported into, the United States or the territo- 
ries thereof, in any ship or vessel whatever, to or from 
any European colonies or settlements, situated on the 
eastern side of the continent of America, or its adja- 
cent seas, northward of the Equator, unless the impor- 
tation of all articles of the growth, product, or manu- 
facture of the United States and their territories, in 
American bottoms, is at all times admitted into the said 
colonies, or settlements, and unless the exportation of 
the productions of the said colonies, or settlements, is 
permanently allowed in American bottoms from the 
same to the United States, and the territories thereof. 
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The resolution was considered, and referred to 
a Commiitee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, agd ordered to be printed. 

DRAWBACK. 

The House went into a Committee of the 
Whole on the bill to extend the time for taking 
the oath, and giving bond in cases of drawback, 
and for other purposes. 

Qn the second section, which is as follows: 

“That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 


hereby authorized and empowered to extend the benefit of L 


drawback, in cases which have happened since the pas- 
sage of the act of March 2, 1799, entitled, “An act to reg- 
ulate the collection of duties on imports and tonnage,” 
where the persons claiming such benefit have omitted 
to take the oath and give bond within the ten days 
proscribed by law: Provided, The Secretary of the 
Treasury shall be satisfied that such omission was 
caused by unavoidable accident, and that no fraud was 
intended thereby to be committed against the revenue 
laws of the United States; and provided, also, that sat- 
isfactory proof shall be exhibited to him that the goods, 
Wares, and merchandise, on which the drawback is 
claimed, have been landed without the limits of the 
United States. , 

A long debate ensued, which continued beyond 
the usual hour of adjournment, in which Messrs. 
J. Cray, Lee, ELMER, Nicuotson, Crownin- 
SHIELD, N. Witurams. and SLOAN supported ; 
and Messrs. HoLLanD CLARK, J. C. Smita, Jack 
SoN, BioweLL, Conran, Macon, and SmiLre, op- 
posed the section. 
` When the question was taken on the striking 
out the section, and carried—yeas 70. 

The second and third sections, bottomed on the 
second, were also struck out. 

_ The Committee then rose and reported their 
disagreement to all the sections except the first. 

e House immediately considered the report. 
Mr. J. C. Smirn spoke in favor, and Mr. Crown- 
"o INSHIELD against concurring in it; when the 
House adjourned without coming to g decision. 


Tuespay, February 11. 


. Mr, J.C. Swern, from the Committee of Claims, 
presented.a bill for the relief of the Governor, 
Juices and Secretary of the Indiana Territory ; 
which was read twice and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole to-morrow. 
Mr. S., from the same committee, to whom 
“was referred on the fifteenth ultimo, the memo- 
tial of Peter Landais, made a report thereon; 
which was read, and ordered to be referred to a 
Committee of the Whole tomorrow. 
~ A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed a bill, entitled “An 
< act for the relief of Seth Harding, late a captain 
in the Navy of the United States?” to which they 
desire the concurrence of this House. 
. The bill sent from the Senate, entitled “An act 
for the relief of Seth Harding, late a captain in 
he Navy of the United States,” was read twice 
god committed toa Committee of the Whole to- 
Morrow. 
oA: message from the Senate informed the 


of Samuel Chase,” 


House that the Senate have passed a bill, entitled 


“An act authorizing the sale of a tract of land in 


the town of Cincinnati, and State of Ohio;” and 
also, a bill, entided “An act making provision for 
the compensation of witnesses who attended the 
trial of the impeachment of Samyel Chase >? to 
which they desire the concurrence of this House. 

The bill sent from the Senate, entitled “An act 


authorizing the sale of a tract of land in the towa 


of Cincinnati, and State of Ohio,” was read twice 
and referred to the Committee on the Publie 
ands, 

The bill sent from the Senate, entitled “An act 
making provision for the compensation of wit- 
nesses who attended the trial of the impeachment 
was read twice and commit- 
ted to the Committee of the Whole to whom 
was committed, on the fifth instant, the bill mak- 


ing an appropriation for the payment of the wit- 


nesses, and other expenses, oa the impeachment 
of Samuel Chase. 


Ordered, That the Secretary of the Treasury 


cause to be printed for the use of the members of 


both Houses, the report to be made to this House, 
in pursuance of the several resolutions of the 
House, passed on the third, fifth, and seventh days 
of the present month, 


DRAWBACK. 


The House took up the unfinished business of 
yesterday, being the report of a Committee of the 
whole House, to strike out the 2J, 3d and 4th sec- 
tions of the bill to extend the time fur taking the 
oath, and giviog bond in cases of drawback, and 
for other purpuses. The sections are as follows: 


“Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the Sec- 


retary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, auther- 


ized and empowered to extend the benefit of drawback, 
in cases which have happened since the passage of the 
act of the second day of March, in the year one thou- 
sand seven hundred and ninety-nine, entitled “An act 
to regulate the collection of duties on imports and ton- 
nage,” where the persons claiming such benefit have 
omitted to take the oath and give bond within the ten 
days prescribed by law: Provided, The Secretary of 
the Treasury shall be satisfied that such omission was 
caused by unavoidable accident, and that no fraud wag 
intended thereby to be committed against the revenue 
laws of the United States. And, provided also, That 
satisfactory proof shall be exhibited to him that the 
goods, wares, and merchandise, on which the drawback 
is claimed, have been landed without the limits of the 
United States. 

“Sec. 3, And be it further enacted, That, before re- 
lief shall be granted by the Secretary of the Treasury 
as aforesaid, the person or persons applying for the 
same shall take the oath and give bond, in like manner 
as is now required by law. 

“Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That nothing 
in this act conta’ned shall be construed to extend the 
allowance of drawback upon any goods, wares, and 
merchandise, which have been heretofore exported to 
New Orleans, and upon which the drawback may ree 
main, at this time, unpaid.” 

On concurring in this report a lengthy debate 
ensued. Messrs. Jonn C. Smita, Jackson, BED- 
INGER, and HorLann, spoke in favor of concur- 
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ring; and Messrs. LEIB, CROWNINSHIELD, NEw- 
TON, Broom, J. Cuay, and ELMER, against con- 
curring. in the report. When the question was 
taken by yeas and nays, on concurrence, and car- 
ried—yeas 71, nays 45, as follows: 

Yuas—Willis Alston, jr., Isaac Anderson, Burwell 
Bassett, George M. Bedinger, Silas Betton, Barnabas 
Bidwell, William Blackledge, Robert Brown, John 
Boyle, Joseph Bryan, William Butler, Levi Casey, 
John Chandler, Martin Chittenden, Christopher Clark, 
Matthew Clay, Frederick Conrad, Samuel W. Dana, 
John Davenport, jr., William Dickson, Elias Earle, 
James Elliot, Caleb Ellis, William Ely, John W, Eppes, 
James M. Garnett, Charles Goldsborough, Peterson 
Goodwyn, Edwin Gray, Andrew Gregg, John Hamil- 
ton, William Helms, James Holland, David Holmes, 
John G. Jackson, Thomas Kenan, Nehemiah Knight, 
Joseph. Lewis, jr., Duncan McFarland, Patrick Magru- 
der, David Meriwether, Thomas Moore, John Morrow, 
Gideon Olin, Timothy Pitkin, jr., John Rea of Pennsyl- 
vania, John Rhea of Tennessee, Peter Sailly, Thomas 
Sammons, Thomas Sandford, Martin G. Schuneman, 
James Sloan, John Smilie, John Cotton Smith, John 
Smith, Henry Southard, Thomas Spalding, Richard 
Stanford, Benjamin Tallmadge, David Thomas, Philip 
R. Thompson, Thomas W. Thompson, Abram Trigg, 
Killian K. Van Rensselaer, Joseph B. Varnum, Peleg 
Wadsworth, Robert Whitchill, David R. Williams, 
Alexander Wilson, Richard Winn, and Joseph Win- 
ston. 

Naxs—John Archer, David Bard, Joseph Barker, 
Phanuel Bishop, John Blake, jr., James M. Broom, 
John Claiborne, Orchard Cook, Jacob Crowninshield, 
Richard Cutts, Ezra Darby, Peter Early, Ebenezer 
Elmer, William Findley, James Fisk, Isaiah L. Green, 
Silas Halsey, Seth Hastings, Michael Leib, Henry W. 
Livingston, Matthew Lyon, Robert Marion, Josiah 
Masters, William McCreery, Nicholas R. Moore, Jere- 


iniah Morrow, Gurdon S. Mumford, Jeremiah Nelson, | 


Thomas Newton, jr., Joseph H. Nicholson, John Pugh, 
Josiah Quincy, Thomas M. Randolph, Jacob Richards, 
John Russell, O’Brien Smith, Samuel Smith, Joseph 
Stanton, Samuel Taggart, Philip Van Cortlandt, 
Daniel C. Verplanck, John Whitehill, Marmaduke 
Williams, Nathan Williams, and Thomas Wynns. 
Mr. J. Ranpoupn said he had a report to make 
which, according to the rules of the House, re- 
quired the galleries to be cleared. They were 


accordingly cleared for a few minutes; when the 
House adjourned. 


Wennespay, February 12. 


Mr. Greaa, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, to whom was referred, on the eleventh in- 
stant, the bill sent from the Senate, entitled “ An 
act authorizing the sale of.a tract of land in the 
town of Cincinnati, and State of Ohio, reported to 
the House their agreement to the same, without 
amendment. 

Ordered, That the said bill be recommitted to 

a Committee of the Whole on Monday next. 
_ Mr. P. R. Trompson reported a bill authoriz- 
ing the erection of a bridge across the Potomac, 
within the District of Columbia; which was re- 
ferred to a Committee of the Whole on Friday. 

Mr. Macruper presented a petition from sun- 


dry inhabitants of Georgetown, praying that if 


Congress determine to authorize the erection of a 
bridge across the Potomac, it may be at a point 
above Georgetown.—Referred to the same Com- 
mittee. 


LIMITS OF GEORGIA. 


Mr. Spauoine, from the committee to wh 
was referred, on the thirteenth ultimo, the memo 
rial of the Legislature of the State of Georgia, 
made a report thereon, which was read, as follows: 


The committee to whom was referred the memorial of 
the Legislature of the State of Georgia, respecting 
disputed limits between that State and the State of 
North Carolina, having taken into consideration the 
matter of the said memorial, as well as such informa- 
tion as the documents attached to the memorial and 
former reports made to this House afford, beg leave 
to submit the following report: 


Between the latitude of 35 degrees north, which is 
the southern boundary claimed by North Carolina, and 
the northern boundary of Georgia, 4s settled by a con- 
vention between that State and South Carolina, inter- 
venes a tract of country supposed to be about twelve 
miles wide, from north to south, and extending in length 
from the western boundary of Georgia, at Nicajack, on 
the Tennessee, to her northeastern limits, on the Tu- 
galo. This tract was consequently within the limits of 
South Carolina, and in the year 1787 it was ceded to the 
United States, who accepted the cession. This terri- 
tory remained in possession of the United States until 
1802, when it was ceded to the State of Georgia. From 
the most correct information relative to the said torri- 
tory, it appears that it is inhabited by about 800 souls, 
and (to adopt the words of a former report) it is not 
shown at what period they made the settlement, nor 
had they any title to the land on which they settled 
and made improvements. No such title indeed could 
have been created, as those lands remained within the 
boundary of the Cherokees until the year 1798, when 
a part of this territory was purchased by a treaty held 
at Tellico. It does not appear that the lines that bound 
the tract of land in question, and divide it from Caro- 
lina, have ever been established by public authority. 

After the transfer of this territory by the United States 
to Georgia, the Legislature of that State, in compliance 
with the earnest request of those self-governed people, 
praying that they might be allowed to participate in the 
civil rights enjoyed in common by the’ people of the 
United States, passed an act in the year 1803 to or- 
ganize the inhabited part of the territory, and to form 
it into a county, authorizing, at the same time, the Gov- 
ernor to appoint commissioners, to meet such commis- 
sioners as should be appointed by the Government of 
North Carolina, to ascertain and plainly mark the line 
dividing this territory from North Carolina. The Gov- 
ernor of North Carolina expressed a readiness to accede 
to the proposition, under the provisions of a former act 
of the Legislature of that State, but clogged with a con- 
dition which the Legislature of North Carolina refused 
to depart from, and which the Legislature of Georgia 
refused to accede to. Her reason may be found ina 
letter from General Pickens, of the State of South Car- 
olina, attached to a report made to the House respect- 
ing that territory while the property of the United States. 
The letter states, that before the people inhabiting that 
territory settled on the lands, it was surveyed, and grants 
obtained for most part of it from the State of North 
Carolina, and probably by men who cared little whe- 
ther the land was within the Indian claim or the limits 
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of South Carolina. Your committee conceive that they 
have no right to enter into the feelings of either of the 
parties, or to pronounce upon the justice of the condi- 
tion made by North Carolina on the one part, or its 
rejection by Georgia on the other, and have therefore 
confined their attention to that part of the memorial 
which calls upon Congress to define and mark out the 
thirty-fifth degree of latitude—the line which North 
* Carolina admits to bound her State—upon the south 
and north of which Georgia can have no claim of ter- 
ritory. Your committee, after giving to this point the 
most deliberate consideration, are of opinion that the 
United States are bound, in good faith, to use their 
friendly offices with the State of North Carolina for 
obtaining an amicable adjustment of the limits of the 
territory, which they have transferred’ to Georgia, in all 
parts where such limits may be disputed. 
Your committee, therefore, beg leave to offer the fol- 
lowing resolution: : 2 
Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be authorized to appoint a commissioner, to meet such 
commissioners. as may be appointed by the States of 
North Carolina and Georgia, for the purpose of ascer- 
taining and running the line which divides the terri- 
tory transferred by the United States to Georgia, from 
North Carolina. 


The report was read, and referred to a Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on Friday next. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. Smilie submitted the following resolutions: 

“ Resolved, That it is expedient for Congress to re- 
cede to the State of Maryland the jurisdiction of that 
part of the Territory of Columbia which was ceded to 
the United States by the said State of Maryland, by an 
act passed the nineteenth day of December, in the year 
one thousand seven hundred and ninety-one, entitled 
* An act concerning the Territory of Columbia and the 
City of Washington :’ provided the said State of Ma- 
ryland shall consent and agree thereto. 

“ Resolved, That it is expedient for Congress to re- 
cede to the State of Virginia the jurisdiction of that 
part of the Territory of Columbia which was ceded to 
the United States by the said State of Virginia, by an 
act passed the third day of December, in the year one 
thousand seven hundred and eighty-nine, entitled ‘An 
act for the cession of ten miles square, or any lesser 
quantity of territory, within this State, to the United 
States, in Congress assembled, for the permanent seat 
of the General Government:’ provided the said State 
of Virginia shall consent and agree thereto.” 

Mr. Smiuiz stated he had two objects in view 
in offering these resolutions. The first was, that 

“Congress might be divested of that multiplicity of 
business which arose from the situation of the 
‘territory, which would increase with the growth 
“of population and the progress of society. The 
other reason was still moreimportant. He wished 
to see the people of the District restored to their 
-political rights, the deprivation of which was to 
him a matter of great regret, and which could not 
be remedied until there was a decided change in 
their situation. Alluding to the apprehension of 
the inhabitants that this measure was connected 
-with a removal of the seat of Government, he 
“declared that this was not his object; he, on the 
‘contrary, believed the measure would be highly 
beneficial to the City of Washington. 


On considering the resolutions, the House di- 
vided—ayes 43, noes 36. 

Mr. Smis moved a reference of them to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the first day of March, . 

_Mr. Lewis moved their postponement indefi- 
nitely, 

Mr. Lyon hoped an immediate decision would 
be had upon them. 

Mr. Stoan hoped some time would be allowed 
previous to their decision. 

The House determined to refer them to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole—ayes 56, 

Mr. Conran moved their being made the order 
for the first Monday in August; which motion 
was disagreed to—-ayes 44, noes 56. 

Then on the first Monday of May. Lost 
ayes 39, 

Mr. Nichouson moved Monday next. He said 
there was much important business relative to the 
territory before the House, and if the propositions 
of retrocession were permitted to remain unacted 
on, they would supersede all attention to the other 
objects. 

Mr. Smite acquiescing in making the resolu- 
tions the order for Monday next, the House so 
determined without division. 


BRITISH AGGRESSIONS. 


Mr. Suoan.—Mr. Speaker: I trust Iam correct, 
first, in saying that the Representatives of the 
people, in Congress assembled, are the only tribu- 
nal to whom they can look for redress of national 
grievances and protection in their national rights; 
and secondly, that every member, as a component 
part of the National Legislature, has a right to in- 
troduce resolutions in such form as he may think 
best calculated to redress existing grievances, or 
secure them from future insult and injury. 

Notwithstanding several resolutions have been 
laid on the table respecting the impressment of 
our seamen by the commanders of British armed 
vessels, and their depredations on our commerce, 
I have seen none which I consider fully adequate 
to the purpose proposed, or couched in that firm 
and decisive language that I conceive the nature 
of the case requires. Under this impression, I beg 
leave to offer a resolution; and, previous thereto, 
ask the indulgence of the House to offer a few 
reasons, 

Are not the people calling on us from almost 
every part of the Union? Previous to my leaving 
home to attend this session, I expected the im- 
pressment of our seamen by British armed vessels, 
and their depredations on our commerce, would 
have been taken up; but, to my astonishment, 
more than ten weeks have elapsed, and we are 
only preparing to discuss this important subject. 
Is this giving immediate attention to the sufferings 
of our constituents? But what astonishes me 
still more is, that by conversation I have had 
with some members, they appear yet unprepared 
to do anything decisive. 

One member, (Mr. Nicnotson,) who offered a 
resolution two days past, objected to a former res- 
olution offered by a gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
(Mr. Greae,) from an apprehension that it would 
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injure our revenue $5,000,000. [Here Mr. Nicn- 
oLson explained, stating that he had only said 
that it would affect it to that amount.] Another 
member, from Massachusetts, (Mr. Crownin- 
SHIELD.) well acquainted with mercantile busi- 
ness, supposed. it would not injure it more than 
$1.000,000. 

Bur I hope, Mr. Speaker, that however pleasing 
it may be to see our debt diminishing and our rev- 
enue Increasing, the fear of diminution of revenue 
will never deter the Congress of the United States 
from supporting their national rights. I hope we 
shall not shrink from a temporary evil, to procure 
a great and permanent benefit. ` 

In hearing the conversation of some members 
out of doors, and observing the delay that has 
taken place in the House, this query is extorted 
from me: Where is the spirit that actuated the 
noble patriots of Seventy-six, at the risk of life, to 
oppose the unjust aggressions of Great Britain ? 
Has it fled from our land, or is it only sleeping ? 
Lhope the latter; and that it may speedily awake, 
refreshed and invigorated by its long nap. 

But, perhaps, some may conclude that I wish to 
involve the United States in war. God forbid! 
I want to prevent war with those horrid engines 
made to destroy the human species. I want to 
prevent it by doing to all nations as we would 
‘they should do unto us. Are we so doing whilst 
‘we permit one of the belligerent Powers to im- 
press and keep on board her vessels of war three 
thousand of our seamen, to assist in fighting her 
battles with other belligerent Powers in amity and 
peace with us? I want the United States to treat 
Great Britain as they would treat an individual, 
who, in. bis dealings, had evidently been unjust; 
break off all intercourse until reparation is made 
for past injuries, and security given that they shall 
not be repeated in future. This line of conduct, 
I éonceive, instead of producing war, would be 
the most certain means of securing a permanent 
and lasting peace. In the present state of Europe, 
can Great Britain do without our trade? Certain- 
ly she cannot, It is probable that Bonaparte has, 
ere this time, prohibited ber trade with a consid 
erable part of Europe. Thus cireumstanced— 
trembling for her very existence—if we make a 
firm, determined. demand for reparation of dam- 
ages, my opinion is that she dare not, that she can- 
not, or will not refuse. 

I will not detain the House, at this time, with a 
more detailed investigation of the subject; but, 
knowing it to be the desire of many of our constit- 
uents, and hoping that, upon a full examination, it 
will be the determination of this House to adopt 
firm and decisive measures for the purpose of ob- 
taining redress for injuries stistained, and to pre- 
vent the like in future, I offer the following resolu- 
tion, hoping the House will commit it to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union: 

Whereas the commanders of British armed vessels 
have impressed many American seamen, and compelled 
them to bear arms on board said vessels, and assist in 
fighting their battles with natione in amity and peace 
with the United States; and, also, brought into British 
ports for adjudication, many merchant vessels sailing 


under the flag, and owned by citizens of the said Uni. 


ted States, where some have been a long time unjustly 
detained, and others condemned, contrary to justice 
and the law of nations: For remedy whereof, 
Resolved, That in case the Governmetit of Great 
Britain shall neglect, or refuse, for months, to rë- 
store all American seamen, impressed and detained ag 
aforesaid, anid also discharge all American vessels, de 
tained contrary to the law of nations, making compen- 
sation for the loss sustained by such detention, and 
also, for those condemned 4s prizes; all trade and in. 
tercourse shall thenceforth cease, and be prohibited bë- 
tween these United States and Great Britain and its 
dependencies, until equitable arrangements shall be 
made between the two Governments that shall insure 
a Yeturn or compensation for the property unjustly 


seized and condemned; and also, the restoration of 


American seamen to liberty and their country.: Pro- 
vided also, that upon such arrangements being niadé, 
the President of the United States shall have power, 
by proclamation, to open tradé and commerce, upon 
the principle of such equitable arrangements between 
the said United States and Great Britain and her 
dependencies. 

This resolutiohi was immediately considered, 
and committed to a Committee of thè Whole 
on the state of the Union. 


PORT OF PHILADELPHIA. 


On the motion of Mr. J. Cuay, the House re- 
solved itself into a Committee of the Whole on 
the bill declaring the consent of Congress to an 
act of the State of Pennsylvania entitled “An 
act to empower the Board of Wardens for the 
port of Philadeiphia to collect a certain duty on 
tonnage, for the purposes therein mentioned.’ 

[This bill authorizes the imposition of four cents 
a ton on all vessels clearing out of the port of Phil- 
adelphia, for any foreign port, to be expended in 
building piers in, and otherwise improving the 
navigatioa of the Delaware]  - 

On this bill, a debate of considerable length 


arose; Messrs.J. CLay, Finptey, Lert, and Mak- 


10N supporting. and Messrs. J.C. SMITH, CROWN- 
INSHIELD, Quincy, and ELY opposing it. 

it was opposed on two grounds—on the ground 
of unconstitationality and inexpediency. On the 
former ground, it was contended that the impo- 
sition of the proposed duty was inhibited by that 
provision of the Constitution which prescribes 
that, “no preference shall be given by any regula- 
‘tion of commerce, or revenue, to the ports of one 
‘ State over those uf another ;” that the object of 
the bill was, to lay a special tax for the exclusive 
benefit of the purt of Philadelphia—which would 
be giving a preference to that port over the other 
ports in the United States ; that instead of doing 
this, in ease the navigation of the Delaware re- 
quired improvement, which was feasible, the bet- 
ter way would be, to drawa sum for this purpose 
from the general Treasury. It was, however, 
contended that it was inexpedient to make any 
provision whatever for this purpose, as it was ex- 
tremely doubtful whether the object contemplated 
was practicable, and asthe navigation of the Del- 
aware was much better than that of many other 
streams on which other ports were situated, which, 
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consequently, had higher claims on the aid of Con- 
gress. It was further stated, that the contemplated 
duty would operate. not merely on vessels belong- 
ing to the port of Philadelphia, but likewise on 
fureign vessels entering therein; and that it was 
unjust to derive revenue from them for the accom- 
plishment of objects of a local nature. 

The advocates of the bill contended that it was 
strictly Co: stitutional, in proof of which, they 
appealed to that part of the Constitution which 
says, that, “no State shall, without the consent 
of Congress, lay any duty of tonnage ;” which 
provision exactly met the present case. As tothe 
Constitutional provision quoted on the other side, 
they observed that it was only made with the view 
of preventing the adoption of partial regulations 
of trade or revenue, or the establishment of free 

orts. They quoted several precedents, by which 
it appeared, that in several instances, a like au- 
thority with that in the bill had been given, and 
in some cases without any limitation of time. On 
the ground of expediency, they represented the 
navigation of the Delaware as seriously. obstructed 
by a shoal, which was every year increasing, and 
which might, unless measures were taken, operate 
at some future period to the destruction. of the 
navigation. The tax asked, would be paid exclu- 
sively by vessels trading from the port of Phila- 
delphia, and ought not, therefore, to be opposed by 
those whose interests were notin the least impli- 
cated. It was added, that it was strange that, 
while scarcely a year passed without large appro- 
priations being made from the general. Treasury 
for the erection of light-houses in various parts of 
the United States, the request of the merchants 
of Philadelphia to be authorized to subject them- 
selves to a tax for the improvement of the navi- 
gation of the only port in Pennsylyania should be 
opposed.. 

The question was then put on Mr. Crownin- 
SuIeLD’s motion to strike out the first section, 
which was negatived—yeas 27. 

Mr: CrowninsaigzLp moved to amend the bill, 
so as to confine the duty to vessels belonging to 
the port of Philadelphia. 

Mr. CrowninsHtgeLp spoke in favor of, and 
Messrs. J. Cuay, Suoan, Conran, and ELMER, 
against thisamendment, which was disagreed to— 
yeas 12. 

Mr. CROWNINSHIELD offered an amendment, 
limiting the duration of the bill to three, instead 
of seven years. 

Mesrs. CROWNINSHIELD, Souruarn, and Ey, 
supported; and Messrs. J. Cuay, Leis, and SLOAN, 
Opposed it; when the question was put, and the 
‘amendment disagreed to—yeas 34, nays 56. 

The Committee then rose, and the House order- 
ed the bill to be engrossed for a third reading to- 
morrow. 


Tuurspay, February 13. 

Mr. Goopwyn. one of the members from Vir- 
ginia, presented to the House certain resolutions 
of the inhabitants of the town of Petersburg, in the 
said State, expressive of their opinion of the present 


state of public affairs, and proffering their Hives 
and fortunes in support of the public honor and 
security, and of such measures of national redress 
and retribution, as Congress may deem 11 expedi- 
ent to adopt; which were read, and referred toa 
Committee of the Whole on the stateof the Union, 

An engrossed bill declaring the consent of Con- 
gress to an act of the State of Pennsylvania, en- 
tied “An act to empower the Board of Wardens 
for the port of Philadelphia to collect a certain 
daty on tonnage, for the purposes therein men- 
tioned.” was read the third time, and passed—yeas. 
52, nays 27. 

A message from the Senate, informed the House 
that the Senate have passed the bill, entitled “An. 
act for altering the time of holding the circuit. 
court in the State of North Carolina,” with seves 
ral amendments; to which they desire the con- 
currence of this House. 

The House proceeded to consider the amend- 
menis proposed by the Senate to the said bill: 
Whereupon, l 

Ordered, That the said amendments, together 
with the bill, be committed to Mr. Boyig, Mr, 
Srranrorp, and Mr. Rura of Tennessee, 

On motion, it was 

Ordered. That the committee appointed on the 
letter of William H. Harrison, and the memorials 
and petitionsofthelodiana Territory, be discharged 
from the farther consideration ofso much of those 
memorials and petitions as relates tu the donation 
and pre-emption rights, and the salt springs in that 
Territory; and that the same be referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

The bill making exira compensation to the Gov- 
ernor, Judges, and Secretary of the Indiana Ter 
ritory, allowing each $300 for compiling a code 
of laws, having passed through a Committee of 
the Whole, was ordered to be reada third time to» 
morrow. 

The bill from the Senate, making, in addition 
to the unexpended balances of $1,200, an appro- 
priation of $1,000a year, for five years, for the sup- 
port of a library, was read a third time and passed 
—yeas 68, 


PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. Latrimore observed, that in addition to the 
various objectsembraced by several petitions which 
had been referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, relative to lands in the Mississippi Terri- 
tory, there were others, an attention to whieh 
seemed necessary, as well to do justice to individ- 
uals, as to facilitate the execution of the business 
of the land office west of Pearl river. In order, 
therefore, that the subject might undergo a proper 
investigation, he begged leave to offer the follow- 
ing resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be 
instructed to inquire, 

Whether it be expedient to confirm any claims to 
lands in the Mississippi Territory, founded upon Span- 
ish warrants or orders of survey, which were not. in- 
habited and cultivated on the twenty-seventh day of 
October, one thousand seven hundred and ninéty-tive, 
agreeably to the first section of the act, entitled “An 
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act regulating the grants of land, and providing for the 
disposal of the lands of the United States south of the 
State of Tennessee :” 

Whether it be expedient to repeal so much of the 

first section of the said act, as precludes persons under 
the age of twenty-one years, and not heads of families, 
from the benefits of the provisions of the section afore- 
said: 
_ Whether it be expedient to make provision, by law, 
for reimbursing pre-emption claimants, in such sums as 
they may have paid to the United States, in the event 
of their being evicted of the lands for which such sums 
may have been paid, by a judicial decision in favor of 
any grant not derived from the United States: 

Whether it be expedient to invest the Commissioners 
west of Pearl river with such extensive equitable juris- 
diction, as may enable them to guard, on the one hand, 
against the admission of claims, which may be support- 
ed by a literal construction of legal provisions, though 
founded in fraud; and to confirm, on the other hand, 
those which may not be thus supported, though founded 
upon principles of equity and justice: And, also, 

Whether any, and, if any, what, further amendment 
ought to be made to the act aforementioned; and that 
they have leave to report by bill, or otherwise. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. G. W. CameBeELL observed that a law had 
been passed the last session authorizing the Pres- 
ident to cause the lands in the Territory of Orleans 
to. be surveyed. The object of this act was to 
prepare the lands for sale and settlement. Believ- 
ing thatasettlement of that territory would greatly 
contribute. to its security and prosperity, his wish 
was to bring the subject directly before the House. 
‘Whatever doubts may be entertained of the pro- 
priety of encouraging the settlement of Upper 
Louisiana, he believed no difference of opinion ex- 
isted as to the expediency of fostering the settle- 
‘ment of the Territory of Orleans by citizens of 
the United States; which end would be best effect- 
ed by opening land offices for the sale of lands 
therein. 

Mr. CamrreLL concluded by moving the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved, That —— offices be established for the 
sale of the lands belonging to the United States within 
the Territory of Orleans. 


Referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
SOCIETY OF HARMONY. 


The House wentintoa Committee of the Whole 
on the bill received from the Senate, the object of 
which is to authorize the location of a quantity 
of land in the Indiana Territory by George Rapp 
and his associates, they paying two dollars there- 
for,and giving them a credit, without the payment 
of interest, for six years, when they are to pay one- 
fourth of the purchase money, and the residue in 
six annual payments, on condition that, agreeably 
to prescribed terms, the vine shall be cultivated. 

Mr. McCreery stated that George Rapp and 
his associates, amounting to about 3,000 persons, 
were natives of the Electorate of Wirtemburg ; 
that they were Lutherans, who had fled from op- 
pression in that country; that they were mostly 
cultivators of the vine, and wished an extension 
of the usual time for paying for public lands, they 


not having the means of the common payment; 
they wished to live together, and to cultivate the 
vine for their principal support, for their prosper- 
ity, and for the good of the community, in intro- 
ducing its culture into.this country. 

Mr. Euy observed that the bill appeared to give 
a preference in the sale of the public lands; that 
the bill was presented from the Senate without 
the documents or testimony which might justify 
this preference; he therefore moved that it should 
be committed to the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. Grecc.—They obtain a whole township of 
the best land at only two dollars per acre, and it 
is proposed to extend to them an unusual indul- 
gence in the time of payment. He would not 
agree to it. 

Mr. Finney spoke in favor of the bill. 

Mr. Conrap.—The indulgence of time for pay- 
ment is not unprecedented. He showed an act 
granting twelve years for payment where land 
was purchased for the same purpose, and that act 
does not bind the purchasers to plant the vine, 
whereas this does. It were better to make a pres- 
ent of the land than not have the settlement 
among us of such persons. If not thus sold, it is 
more than probable that the land will lie waste 
and unsold more than the six years. 

Mr. Ouin.—If we can be justified in a sale of 
this kind, why oblige foreigners instead of our 
own countrymen? We have citizens enough of 
our own who would be glad to purchase on such 
terms. 

Mr. Stoan.—Though I drink no wine myself, 
Ihave no wish to prevent others, for I think it 
may often be serviceable. I consider the indul- 
gence as to the time of payment in the light of an 
encouragement or bounty, that may prove useful 
to us as well as the applicants. 

Mr. Smiuiz.—I cannot say with the gentleman 
from New Jersey that I drink no wine, for I cer- 
tainly do when I can get it. Ido not consider it 
as a valid objection that the petitioners are for- 
eigners. I am myself an European, who! have 
fled from oppression in the country where I was 
born. How great a part of Pennsylvania is set- 
tled by such characters ! 

Mr. McCrerry.—The applicants are men of 
piety and industry. Let us give them a good 
chance, for our own sakes as well as theirs, to in- 
troduce the culture of the grape here. 

Mr. Finpiey.—If this indulgence be not given, 
the land will lie waste. We wish to populate the 
territory. Their settlement will enhance the value 
of the public lands around them. 

_ Mr. Evy.—I am sorry my motion has occa- 
sioned so much debate. I was ignorant of the 
circumstances relating to this society, and to the 
character of it; my object was information, not 
an intention to defeat the bill. We deviate from 
the usual mode, which is to have the report of a 
committee in cases of this sort. 

Mr. Greee.—This bill very improperly author- 
izes a deviation from the established practice of 
selling public lands—it is a change of principle. 
I do not wish to see so great a body of foreigners 
settled together; we shall have a little Wirtem- 
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berg; we must legislate for them; they cannot 
speak our language; they cannot serve as jury- 
men, and from the information I have received, I 
am confident they will not proceed in cultivating 
the vine in that country. 

Mr. Bepineer.—I am a shareholder in a vine- 
yard in Kentucky, and our success has exceeded 
our most sanguine expectations. 

Mr. Macon.—In order to try the sense of the 
committee, I move to strike out the words “George 
Rapp and his associates.” Why should we not 
grant bounties for raising wheat or corn as well 
asthe vine? If wine can be made here to ad- 
vantage, there is no need of the encouragement 
of this House. A few years since we raised no 
cotton, but the profit of this culture once known, 
it has become an article of vast exportation. 
What claim have these aliens over our own citi- 
zens? They have been oppressed; put your 
finger on any spot of Europe that is not under 
oppression. If you commence this new system, 
all the best sections of land will be taken up in 
this manner. Who will not purchase on such 
terms ? 

Mr. Lyon.—Lands not belonging to the public 
may be had for less than one dollar an acre in 
many places. 

Mr. O.in.—We have men that can cultivate 
the vine as wellas those foreigners. It is a plain, 
simple thing. 

Mr. Jacxson.—If disposed to grant favors, let 
us grant to those who have the greatest claim. 
There are many old soldiers of the Revolution, 
who would rejoice to purchase land on these 
terms. Why encourage the making of wines? 
They are luxuries, not necessaries. Lands on the 
Ohio are from six to eight dollars in many places; 
this bill gives the petitioners their choice of the 
best, and they pay no interest for their purchase, 
at two dollars. 

Mr. Stoan.—This bill will enhance the value 
of landsadjoining. It will be a humane act. 

Mr. Jacxson.—I rise merely to state a fact I 
have just now learned. There are at this ver 
time men waiting for the passage of this bill, who 
are ready to give six dollars per acre for much of 
the very land the bill contemplates. 

Mr. Hottanp.—Some small tracts only may 
sell for six dollars. We bind the purchasers to 
plant the first year 9,000 plants, and 3,000 annu- 
ally after. 
~ Mr. Morrow, of Ohio.—I rise only to reply to 
the gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. Jackson.) I 
never seek for information in the lobby, nor the 
gallery, nor Pennsylvania avenue. The gentle- 
man is misinformed. 

Mr. Jackson.—My authority is an honorable 
member near me—an authority at least as respect- 
able as any the gentleman from Ohio can have. 

The question was taken—50 for striking out, 
51 against it. The Committee rose, and the 
House considered the bill. 

Mr. Crowninsu1eLp.—T here is no interest to 
be received. I have made a calculation that, con- 
sidering the want of interest to the time of the 
last payment, we now get only ninety-seven cents 


per acre. I move to strike out two, and insert 
three dollars per acre. 

The motion was lost—44 only for it. 

Mr. CrowNINSHIELD.—There are in a séction 
about 23,000 acres, making 46,000 dollars. 1 
move to insert six per cent. interest till paid, 

Mr. NicuoLtson.—Publie lands are sold with- 
out interest for a certain time. If the money be 
not punctually paid, I am willing the debt should 
be on interest.after. 

Mr. Jacxson.—I move to postpone the consid- 
eration of the bill indefinitely. 

The ayes and noes were called for, and taken 
on this motion—yeas 53, nays 59. 

Mr. CrRowNINSHIELD’s motion for the insertion 
of interest was lost-—52 to 49. 

Mr. D. R. Witutams moved the insertion of 
two instead of six years for payment of the land. 
Motion lost—54 to 45. The bill passed to a third 
reading for to-morrow. 


Faipay, February 14. 


An engrossed bill for the relief of the Governor 
Judges, and Secretary, of the Indiana Territory, 
was read the third time and passed. 

Mr. Sioan, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill imposing a duty of ten dollars on 
every slave imported into the United States re- 
ported a bill, with sundry amendments. ; 

The principal feature of the amended bill is a 
provision, in the case of smuggling slaves into the 
State of South Carolina, that the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall be authorized to remove them into 
some other State and hire them out for a term of 
years. 

7 Mr. Jackson moved to reject the bill. 

This motion, after a short debate, was negatived. 

and the bill referred toa Committee of the Whole. 


INDIANA TERRITORY. 


Mr. Garnet, from the committee appointed 
on the eighteenth of December last; to whom 
were referred the report of a select committee on 
the letter of William H. Harrison, made the sev- 
enteenth of February, eighteen hundred and fours 
a memorial of the Legislative Council and House 
of Representatives of the Indiana Territory, and 
several petitions of sundry inhabitants of the said 
Territory ; made the following report: 

That, having attentively considered the facts stated 
in the said petitions and memorials, they are of opinion 
that a qualified suspension, for a limited time, of the 
sixth article of compact between the original States and 
the people and States west of the river Ohio, would be 
beneficial to the people of the Indiana Territory. The 
suspension of this article is an object almost universally 
desired in that Territory. It appears to your commit- 
tee to be a question entirely different from that between 
slavery and freedom, inasmuch as it would merely oc- 
casion the removal of persons, already slaves, from one 
part of the country to another. The good effects of 
this suspension, in the present instance, would be to 
accelerate the population of that Territory, hitherto re- 
tarded by the operation of that article of compact, as 
slaveholders emigrating into the Western country 
might then indulge any preference which they might 
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feel for a settlement in the Indiana Territory, instead 
of seeking, as they are now compelled to do, settlements 
in other States or countries permitting the introduction 
of slaves. The condition of the slaves themselves 
would be much ameliorated by it, as it is evident, from 
experience, that the more they are separated and dif- 
fused, the more care and attention are bestowed on 
them by their masters, each proprietor having it in his 
power to increase their comforts and conveniences in 
proportjon to the smallness of their numbers. The 
dange, too, (if any are to be apprehended,) from too 


large "a black population existing in any one section of 
country, would certainly be very much diminished, if 


not entirely removed. But whether dangers are to be 
feared from this source or not, it is certainly an obvious 
dictate of sound policy to guard against them, as far as 
possible. If this danger does exist, or there is any 
cause to apprehend it, and our Western brethren are 
not only willing but desirous to aid us in taking pre- 
cautions against it, would it not be wise to accept their 
assistance? We should benefit ourselves, without in- 
juring them, as their population must always so far ex- 
ceed any black population which can ever exist in that 
country, as to render the idea of danger from that 
source chimerical. 


Your committee consider the regulation, contained 


in the ordinance for the government of the Territory of 


the United States, which requires a freehold of fifty 
acres of land as a qualification for an elector of the Gener- 
al Assombly, as limiting too much the elective franchise. 
Some restrictions, however, being necessary, your com- 
mittee conceive that a residence continued long enough 
to evince a determination to become a permanent in- 
habitant, should entitle a person to the rights of suffrage. 
This probationary period need not extend beyond twelve 
months. 

T'he petition of cortain settlers in the Indiana Ter- 
ritory, praying to be annexed to the State of Ohio, 
ought not,in the opinion of your committee, to be 
granted. 

It appears to your committes that the division of the 
Indiana Territory, in the manner directed by the ordi- 
nance of 1787, and for which the people of Randolph 
and St. Clair have petitioned your honorable body, 
would be inexpedient at this tine, The people of the 
two sections have lately entered into the second grade 
of government, the whole expense of which would fall 
on the people of one section, if a division were now to 
be made, his, in the opinion of your committee, 
would be neither politic nor just. But, although a di- 
vision of the ‘Lerritury appears improper at this time, 
we think it should be made as soon as the population 
of eithor section has increased so far as to entitle them 
to form a State Government. The petition which 
prays that such a Government may be formed, by uni- 
ting the two sections as soon as their inhabitants 
shall have augmented so far as to authorize it, your 
committee conceive ought not to be granted. A Ter- 
ritory, when once erected into a State, cannot be divi- 
ded or dismembered without its own consent; the for- 
mation, therefore, of two States out of this Territory, 
originally intended by the ordinance of 1787, could not 
constitutionally be effected, if the two sections were 
once permitted to form one State, without the consent 
of that State, however necessary the extent and popu- 
lation of that ‘Territory might render such division. 

After attentively considering the various objects de- 
sired in the memorials and petitions, the committee re~- 
spectfully submit to the House the folowing resolutions: 


1. kesowed, That the sixth article of the ordinance 
of 1787, which prohibits slavery within the Indiana 
Territory, be suspended for ten years, so as to permit 
the introduction of slaves, born within the United 
States, from any of the individual States. 

2. Resolved, That every white freeman of the age of 
twenty-one years, who has resided within the Territory 
twelve months, and within the county in which he 
claims a vote, six months immediately preceding the 
election; shall enjoy the rights of an Elector of the 
General Assembly. 

3. Resolved, That the petition of certain settlers in 
the Indiana Territory, praying to be annexed to the 
State of Ohio, ought not to be granted, 

4. Resolved That it is inexpedient, at this time, to 
grant that part of the petition of the people of Randolph 
and St. Clair which prays for a division of the Indiana 
Territory, 

5. Resolved, That so much of the petition of the 
Legislative Council and House of Representatives of the 
Indiana Territory as prays that the two sections may 
be united into one State Government, ought not to be 
granted. 

Referred to a Committee of the Whole on 
Thursday next. 

SOCIETY OF HARMONY. 

The bill allowing George Rapp and his associ- 
ates to locate a township of jand in the Indiana 
Territory on certain conditions, was read a third 
time 

Mr. CLark moved to recommit the bill to the 
Committee on Public Lands. The bill wants 
several amendments. There is no penalty, should 
the petitioners neglect to plant the vines. 

Mr. Jacxson.—I second the motion of my col- 
league. These public lands formerly belonged to 
the State of Virginia; when ceded by that State, 
the Government of the United States were made 
trustees “for the common benefit of the Union; 
faithfully and bona fide for that use, and for no 
other,” to use the words of the act granting the 
cession. This is a contract between Virginia 
and the United States; we are in the place of 
trustees ; we cannot violate the trust, yet this 
mode of selling the land for the benefit of indi- 
vidual foreigners is a violation of the trust. This 
precedent will be quoted hereafter, and will ope- 
rate most injuriously. Notwithstanding what the 
gentleman from Ouin (Mr. Morrow) has said, I 
cannot help saying, that there are men ready at 
this time to give six dollars per acre for this very 
land, or land of this description, This bill will 
give them a whole township, 23,000 acres of land 
of the first quality. [cannot conceive the culti- 
vation of the vine asa national benefit, as being 
“for the common benefit of the Union.” It will 
diminish the revenue, should vines be raised in 
abundance here. Wine is heavily taxed, and the 
tax is paid by the rich. Iam altogether opposed 
to the bill. 

Mr. Smiuie.—A new argument indeed is brought 
forward by the gentleman from Virginia. We can 
hardly turn ‘round without somehow invading the 
rights of Virginia. If we talk of building a 
bridge or erecling a dam, at once the rights of 
Virginia are invaded. If we wish to dispose of 
some of our public land in the West as we think 
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proper. the rights of Virginia are invaded. Vir- 
ginia claimed lands stretching to the north pole; 
she took what she wanted, and gave a quit claim 
to the United States for the rest. Some of the 
House think this sale, this indulgence in the pay- 
ment for the purpose of introducing the cultiva- 
tion of the vine,and of serving these worthy for- 
eigners, will be “for the common benefit of the 
Union ;” some think otherwise; it is merely a 
matter of opinion, and a majority of opinion must 
decide. 

~: Mr. Morrow.—There are some small tracts of 
Tand, on which what are called squatters are set- 
tled, and where already improvements have been 
‘nade, which would sell for four or six dollars per 
acre; but I doubt whether any township of land 
would sell for two dollars, even with the usual 
instalments. 

Mr. Parxe, of the Indiana Territory —Even 
in the settled parts of the Territory, lands are 
not above three dollars. 

Mr. Lyon.—The price of lands is various. I 
know of 200,000 acres of land on the Wabash, 
¿whicli is offered for sale at twenty cents per acre; 

` yet I have given fifty dollars per acre for several 
acres near me, which I much wanted, 
Mr. Ery.—Gentlemen have said that poor lands 
“were proper for the vine. It may be so; but the 
. petitioner and his associates mention also the 
> $aising of hemp, which requires the best bottom 
‘jands. Iam far from wishing to discourage these 
“gettlets; büt they are already among us, and will 
‘not leave this country. They are represented to 
be, (and I fully believe the representation,) men 
, 6f-piety and morality; the United States are not 
“beyond improvement in piety and morality ; in- 
‘stead of putting them in one, and that a far dis- 
‘tant place, let them be scattered over the Union. 
Ahat all parts may be benefitted. Such a body of 
-“Yaen, of one sect, of one language, will wish to 
"Seclude itself from the rest of the Union; they 
ll wish what this bill gives them, and what I 
ink injurious, an exclusive territory. We are 
= @éviating from our common usage in the sale of 
<: Jand. Is the deviation necessary or proper ? Gen- 
<ctlemen have said they were flying from oppres- 
sion to this land of liberty; liberty was their ob- 
«feet; a republican Government; yet it appears 
“oothat when they left Wir.emberg, their expecta- 
-tion and intention was to settle in Louisiana, then: 
ander the Spanish Government. The bill obliges 
them to plant a certain number of vines; perhaps 
he expense of this will not be $100, and there is 
io forfeiture even if they should refuse to com- 
“ply: It may prove a fine speculation for them ; 
they may get perhaps the finest land and the best 
Salt liek in the territory. 
"Mr, Nicrotson, (after recapitulating the argu- 
„ments previously adduced:) I have no objection 
“to the settlement of the applicants in one body; 
‘nor can I see any prohable evil resulting from it. 
‘Fhe gentleman from Massachusetts has informed 
Bs that the people of the United States are bad 
“enough, and that the distribution of this society. 
ever the whole States might prove advantageous 
{o the- Union; if not in one body, they must settle 


on lands for sale in different parts of Kentucky, 
Tennessee, Ohio, &c. This distribution would 
be unfair, as Massachusetts has not lands for sale, 
except perhaps in the district of Maine; hence 
that State would be deprived of the advantage it 
might obtain by an improvement of its piety and 
morality from a distribution of a part of this so- 
ciety among the citizens of that State. I know 
not why the sale of this land, according to the 
terms of the bill, should be considered as not con- 
ducing to the good of the nation. We have given 
lands for colleges and schools, and for the sup- 
port of clergymen; we have also sold lands, the 
proceeds of which were to be expended for the 
improvement of roads—roads by which the pub- 
lic at large would be benefitted, though the citizens 
of Maine or Georgia might never travel them. 
The bill was recommitted to a Committee of 
the Whole—62 to 53, and made the order of the 
day for Monday next. 


Mownpay, February 17. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill declaring the town of Jersey, 
in the State of New Jersey, to be a port of deliv- 
ery; and for erecting a light-house on Wood Isl- 
and, or Fleteher’s Neck, in the State of Massa- 
chusetts. The bill was reported without amend- 
ment, and ordered to be engrossed, and read the 
third time to-morrow. 

A memorial of the Chamber of Commerce, of 
the town of New Haven, in the State of Connecti- 
cut, signed by Henry Dagzet, their President, was 
presented to the House and read, setting forth 
their surprise and solicitude at the embarrassment 
to which the commerce of the United States is 
subjected, by the new assumed principles and doc- 
trines of the admiralty courts of Great Britain, as 
well as from the depredations of lawless freeboot- 
ers, and the unwarrantable impressment of our sea- 
men; that, impressed with the necessity of meas- 
ures for defence, which shall be firm but temperate, 
and bold, yet marked with a spirit of conciliation, 
they are ready and desirous to give aid and sup- 
port to every measure of Government calculated 
to accomplish this important object.—Rererred to 
the consideration of a Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the report of the Committee of 
Claims, to whom was referred the petition of 
William Breck, junior. The Committee rose and 
reported a resolution thereupon ; which was twice 
read and agreed to by the House, as follows: 

Resolved, That provision ought to be made, by 
law, for the payment of expenses incurred ia 
bringing to the United States, by order of the 
American Consuls, the mutineers on board the 
ship Ulysses; and forthe adjustment of the claims 
made by individuals who may have performed 
that service. $ i 

Ordered, That a bill, or bills, be brought in, 
pursuant to the said resolution; and that the Com- 
mittee of Claims do prepare and bring in the same. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
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the Whole on the report of the Committee of 
Commerce and Manufactures, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of John McK adon and Francis 
Johonnot. The Committee rose and reported a 
resolution thereupon; which was twice read and 
agreed to by the House, as follows: 

Resolved, That the prayer of the petitioners, 
so far as relates to their exemption from imprison- 
ment for debts due to the United States, is reason- 
able and ought to be granted. 

Ordered, That a bill, or bills, be brought in, 
pursuant to the said resolution ; and that the Com- 
mittee of Commerce and Manufactures do pre- 
pare and bring in the same, 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the report of the Committee of 
Commerce and Manufactures, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of John McFadon. The Com- 
mittee rose and reported a resolution thereupon ; 
which was twice read, and agreed to by the House, 
as follows: 

Resolved, That the person of John McFadon 
shall be exempt from arrest on account of any 
debt owing by him to the United States, for the 
principal and interest of custom-house bonds, 
signed by him assurety for John A. Jolly, deceased. 

Ordered, That a bill, or bills, be brought in, 
pursuant to the said resolution ; and that the Com- 
mittee of Commerce and Manufactures do pre- 

are and bring in the same. 

Ordered, That the Committee of the whole 
House to whom was committed the report of the 
Committee of Commerce and Manufactures on a 
resolution of the twenty-seventh of December 
last, “to inquire into the propriety of erecting the 

ort of Neweastle, in the District of Delaware, 
into a port of entry,” be discharged from the far- 
ther consideration of the said report. 

The House then proceeded to consider the said 
report at the Clerk’s table, and the resolution con- 
tained therein, in the words following, to wit: 
“that it is expedient to erect Newcastle into a` 
port of entry,” being twice read, was, upon the 
question put thereupon, agreed to by the House. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the report of the Committee on the 
Public Lands, to whom was referred the petition 
of George Ash; and after some time spent therein, 
the Committee rose and obtained leave to sit again. 


FISHING BOUNTY. 


refuses to pay the bounty allowed to fishing vessels, 
alleging that the owners neglected to provide their 
vessel with the usual document to entitle them to th 
benefit of the law. : 

The Committee are satisfied that the collector hag 
performed his duty in the particular alluded to. The 
bounty cannot be paid to vessels sailing with coasting 
papers, any more than it could be to vessels clearing 
out for foreign voyages. When the regulations of law 
are calculated for the security of the revenue, and are 
not found to operate injuriously to individuals in gene- 
ral, there would seem to be no necessity for an altera- 
tion to meet every deviation from the ordinary practice. 
If the petitioners had stated to the collector, at the 
time of clearing out their vessel, that they intended to 
employ her upon a fishing voyage, he could not have 
refused to grant the fishing licence; and, as they omit- 
ted to do this, it would appear that the relief prayed 
for from Congress ought not to be granted. 

The Committee, therefore, recomment that the peti- 
titioners have leave to withdraw their petition. 

The report was agreed to. 


IMPORTATION OF SLAVES. 


Mr. Davip R. Wituiams, from the Committee 
appointed, on the seventh instant, “to inquire 
whether any, and, if any, what, additional provi- 
sions are necessary to prevent the importation of 
slaves into the Territories of the United States, 
made the following report: 


That the act of Congress, passed the 7th April, 1798 
authorizing the establishment of a Government in the 
Mississippi Territory, permits slavery within that Terri- 
tory, by excluding the last article of the ordinance of 
13th July, 1787. The seventh section of this act pro- 
hibits, after the establishment of a Government, the 
importation of slaves from any port or place without 
the limits of the United States; of course, the right to 
import slaves from any place within the limits of the 
United States is not restricted. 

- The act of 2d March, 1805, further providing for the 
Government of the Territory of Orleans, secures to its 
inhabitants “all the rights, privileges, and advantages, 
secured by the ordinance of 13th July, 1787, and now 
enjoyed by the people of the Mississippi Territory.” 
The importation of slaves, from any place within the 
limits of the United States, is one of those rights; con- 
sequently, the inhabitants of the Territory of Orleans 
may exercise it also. f 

The tenth section ofthe act of 26th March, 1804, 
“erecting Louisiana into two Territories, and providing 
for the temporary government thereof,” prohibits. the 
introduction of slaves into that Territory, from any 

7 ie A 

Mr. CROWNINSHIELDÐ, from the Committee of place, “except ane citizen of the United States, nd 

Commerce and Manufactures, to whom was re- | panos into; paid ol oratory, for actual eee en an 
vas ae being at the time of such removal bona fide owner of 
ferred the petition of John Earle, jun., and Thomas 


: ‘ such slave or slaves.” This tenth section, being re- 
M. Hazard, of Newport, in the State of Rhode pugnant to the first section of the act of ‘od March, 
Island, made the following report: 


1805, was repealed by the last section of said act, 
The petitioners, in the month of May, 1805, fitted 


which declares: “that so much of an act. entitled “An 
out the sloop Abigail, of the burden of thirty tons, for | act erecting Louisiana into two Territories, and provi- 
a fishing voyage in the straits of Belle Isle, and as they 


ding for the temporary government thereof, as is repug- 

state, through ignorance of law in this particular, the | nant with this act, shall, from and after the first Mon- 

vessel sailed under a coasting licence, and not under a | day of November next, be repealed.” 

fishing licence, as is provided for by the several acts of| ‘The committee are in the possession of the fact, that 

Congress, relative to the coasting trade and fisheries. | African slaves, lately imported into Charleston, have 
The vessel was seized by the collector of Newport, | been thence conveyed into the Territory of Orleans; 

on her returr to Rhode Island, but was released by the 


and, in their opinion, this practice will be continued to 
order of the Secretary of the Treasury. The collector | a very great extent while there is no law to prevent it. 


` 
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Upon this view of the subject, the committee believe 
it is expedient to prohibit any slave or slaves, who may 
be hereafter imported into the United States, from be- 
ing carried into any of the Territories thereof; they, 
therefore, respectfully recommend the following reso- 
lution: 

Resolved, That it shall not be lawful for any person 
or persons to import or bring into any of the Territo- 
ries of the United States any slave or slaves that may 
“hereafter be imported into the United States. 

The report was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole to-morrow. 


NICKLIN AND GRIFFITHS. 


The House went into a Committee of the 
Whole on the report of the Committee of Com- 
merce and Manufactures on the petition of Nick- 
lin.and Griffiths. The report states the following 
circumstances. The petitioners bought from Jo- 
seph Anthony and Co. a vessel, possessed of an 
American register. Some time after this pur- 
chase, it was disclosed that Joseph Anthony and 
Co. were indebted to — Coulon, a foreigner, for 
a part of this ship; in consequence of which the 
collector refused considering her an American 
ship. The petitioners pray that this vessel may 
receive an American register; in which the Com- 
mittee of Commerce and Manufactures concur. 

Messrs, CROWNINSHIELD, J. CLAY, NICHOLSON, 
and Euy, supported; and Messrs. Conrap and 
Macon opposed the report; which was agreed to 
yeas 56, nays 31. 

he Committee rose and reported their agree- 

ment to the report of the Committee of Commerce 

and Manufactures. The House immediately took 

“ up the report, concurred therein, and ordered a 
bill to be brought in. 


SOCIETY OF HARMONY. 


The House went into a Committee of the 
‘Whole on the bill authorizing George Rapp, and 
his associates, to locate a township of land in In- 
diana Territory. 

Mr. Conran spoke in favor of the bill. To make 
the bill more agreeable to gentlemen who were 
opposed to it, he moved an amendment, putting 
the first time of payment to four years instead of 
six.—Carried. 

,. Mr. Lers moved an amendment, obligating Mr. 
Rapp to make the location of land before the 1st 
of January next.—Carried. 

Mr. Ciarx.—I am opposed to the bill, but since 
gentlemen in favor of it form a majority, I wish 
to make a further amendment, striking out that 
part which obliges George Rapp and his associ- 
ates to plant the vine. 

Mr, Conrav.—This bill is a contract. I wish 
the experiment of making vines tried. 

Mr. Finptey.—I am opposed to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. Ciarx.—The obligation is a hardship on 
their part. I shall not vote for the bill, but with 
the amendment I should like it better. 

. Mr. Etmer.—lIn favor of the amendment, I do 
not desire to compel them to cultivate the vine, 
unless they find it profitable and choose to do it. 

Mr, Lyon.—I am pleased with the bill as it is. 


Lhave no notion of accommodating any gentle- 
man who declares that even with his amendment, 
he will not vote for the bill, especially when I 
can see no good reason for it. 

Mr. Hotianp.—It is no objection in my mind 
that these people speak a different language. The 
settlement of the Moravians in North Carolina 
has been of no disservice, but of much benefit. I 
trust the case will be similar here. 

Mr. CrowninsHIELD moved to insert an amend- 
ment, obliging Rapp and his associates to pay in- 
terest, after the four years, till the whole sum 
should be paid. 

Mr. Stoan.—The gentleman from Massachu- 
setts has made a calculation of the amount of in- 
terest. Men in his line of business are generally 
ready reckoners, especially when to their advant- 
age; but the land will yield no interest if not 
sold, as probably it will not be, for ten years, 
should this bill not pass. . 

Mr. NiıcnoLson.—They cannot take lands on 
navigable waters; they must take poor and good 
lands as every such section is composed of. Their 
location must be in one place; they cannot, like 
other purchasers, pick good spots here and there. 
The sale is to our advantage. Hither. give them 
not the credit, or do not oblige them to give in- 
terest. The credit will be of no service to them 
if you charge them interest. 

Mr. Lyon.—The amendment of the gentleman 
speaks of interest on the last payments; I know 
not, among six or seven payments, which can be 
called the last. The sale will be a good bargain 
on our part. I am against the insertion of interest. 

Mr. CrowninsaigeLp.— The gentleman from 
Kentucky is perfectly right; the “last payments” 
can mean only the two last payments. Í wisha 
further amendment, by saying “the last six pay- 
ments.” 

Mr. Jacxson.— Would you give this indulgence 
to several hundred of your own native citizens? 
No, sir. Why, then, to these aliens? [Mr. J, 
went largely into the arguments previously. used. ] 

Mr. Lyon.— Will any gentleman show where 
any townships of 23,000 acres together have been 
sold for 46,000 dollars ? 

Mr. Sioan spoke some time in favor of the 
bill. 

Mr. FINDLEY also. 

Mr. Masrers.——Some gentlemen think George 
Rapp will make a rap, and some think George 
Rapp will not make a rap; I wish the insertion 
of interest, and George Rapp may do as he 
pleases. 

The question on interest was taken and lost— 
For it 43, against it 46. l 

Mr. BioweLL.— This is a deviation from our 
usual rule in the sale of lands, and the fluctuation 
in the sales will lessen the value of our land. 

Mr. Jacxson moved to insert “further,” so as 
to read “ for the further introduction of the vine ;” 
because vines are already introduced. Five mem- 
bers for it. 

The Committee of the Whole rose, and ‘the 
House took up the bill. Several new amend- 
ments were proposed and lost. The House at 
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length adjourned, at 4 o’clock, without deciding 
on the bill, 


Tuespay, Feervary 18. 


Mr. Tenney, from the Committee of Revisal 
and Unfinished Business, made a further report; 
which was read and ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ‘Tenney, from the same committee, pre- 
sented a bill to continue in force an act, entitled 
“An act to authorize the Secretary of War to issue 
land warrants,and for other purposes ;” which was 


read twice and committed to a Committee of the 


Whole on Friday next. 


Mr CROWNINSHIELD, from the Committee of 


Commerce and Manufactures, presented a bill for 
the relief of John McFadon and Francis Johonnot; 
which was read twice and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole to-morrow. 

Mr. Crowninsnietp from the same commit 
tee, presented a bill to change the name of the 
District of Nanjemoy to that of St. Mary’s; which 


was read twice and committed to a Cummittee of 


the Whole to-morrow. 

Mr. Crowntnsnte co, from thesame committee, 
presented a bill for the relief of Philip Nicklin 
and Robert Eaglesfield Griffith ; which was read 
twice and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole to-morrow, 

An engrossed bill declaring the town of Jersey, 
in the State of New Jersey, tu be a port of deliv- 
ery, and for erecting a light-house on Wood 
Island, or Fietcher’s Neck, in the State of Massa- 
chusetts, was read the third time: Whereupon, a 
motion was made, and the question being put. 
that the said bill be recommitied to a Committee 
of the Whole immediately, it was resolved in the 
affirmative. 

The House, accordingly, resolved itself into the 
said Committee; and, after some time spent 
therein, the bill was reported with an amend- 
ment; which was twice read, and agreed to by 
the House. 

Ordered, That the said amendment be engross- 
ed, and, together with the bill, read the third time 
to-day. The said engrossed bill, together with 
the amendment, was then read the third time, and 

assed. 

The following Message was received from the 
Presipenr of rae Uniren Srares: 

To the House of Representatives of the United States : 

I now communicate to the House of Representatives 
the information desired by their resolutions of January 
twenty-fourth, relative to the fortifications erected at 
the several ports and harbors of the United States and 


their Territories, and to the Navy and Navy Yards of 


the United States. 


Fen. 18, 1806. TH. JEFFERSON. 


The said Message was read, and, together with 
the documents accompanying the same, referred 
to the consideration of a Committee of the Whole 
on. the state of the Union. 

A message from the Senate informed the 
House that the Senate have passed the bill, enti- 
tled “An act to extend jurisdiction, in certain 
cases, to State judges and State courts,” with an 


amendment; to which they desire the concur- 
rence of this House. The Senate have also pass- 
ed a bill, entitled “An act relating to the salaries 
of the judges of New Orleans ;” to which they 
desire the concurrence of this House. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole, on the Message of the President of the 
United States, of the fifth of February, one 
thousand eight hundred and five, respecting the - 
case of the brigantine Henrick, and a report of 
the Committee of Claims made thereon; and 
after some time spent therein, the Committee 
rose, and reported a resolution thereupon; which 
was twice read, and agreed to by the House, as 
follows: : 

Resolved, That the sum of dollars ought to be 
appropriated, out of any moneys in the Treasury, not 
otherwise appropriated, to enable the President of the 
United States to make such restitution as shall appear 
to be just and equitable, to the owners of the Danish 
brigantine called the Henrick, and her cargo, which 
were recaptured by an American armed vessel, in the 
year one thousand seven hundred and ninety-nine, and 
sold by order of the Vice Admiralty Court, in the Brit- 
ish island of St. Christopher: Provided, the Govern- 
ment of Denmark shat! make compensation for the 
seizure of certain prizes, captured by the armed vessels 
of the United States, during the late Revolutionary 
war with Great Britain, and carried into the port of 
Bergen, in the year one thousand seven hundred and 
seventy-nine ; and which, by order of the Danish Gov- 
ernment, were, without a judicial trial, restored to their 
original proprietors. 

Ordered, Thata bill, or bills, be brought in, pur- 
suant to the said resolution ; and that the Com- 
mittee of Claims do prepare and bring in the 
same. 


SOCIETY OF HARMONY. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
bill sent from the Senate, entitled “An act to em- 
power George Rapp and his associates, of the So- 
ciety of Harmony, to purchase certain lands ;” 
and a motion being made further to amend the 
said bill by inserting, at the end thereof, the 
words following: 

“ And interest, at the rate of six per cent. per ans 
num, commencing from the end of the four years 
aforesaid, shall be charged on the whole of the six last 
payments, until the same shall be received into: the 
public Treasury.” 


The question was taken that the House do 
agree to the said amendment, and resolved in the 
affirmative—yeas 62, nays 44, as follows: 

Yxas—Burwell Bassett, George M. Bedinger, Bare 
nabas Bidwell, Phanuel Bishop, William Blackledge, 
John Blake, junior, Thomas Blount, William Butler, 
John Campbell, Levi Casey, John Chandler, John 
Claiborne, Christopher Clark, Matthew Clay, Orchard 
Cook, Jacob Crowninshield, Richard Cutts, John 
Dawson, Elias Earle, Caleb Ellis, Ebenezer Elmer, 
William Ely, John W. Eppes, James Fisk, James M. 
Garnett, Peterson Goodwyn, David Holmes, John G. 
Jackson, Walter Jones, Thomas Kenan, Patrick Ma- 
gruder, Robert Marion, Josiah Masters, David: Meri- 
wether, John Morrow, Thomas Newton, jun., Gideon 
Olin, Timothy Pitkin, jun., Josiah Quincy, John Rhea 
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of Tennessee, Jacob Richards, Thomas Sammons, 
Thomas Sandford, Ebenezer Seaver, John C. Smith, 
John Smith, Henry Southard, Richard Stanford, Wil- 
Ñam Stedman, Lewis B. Sturges, Benjamin Tallmadge, 
Samuel Tenney, David Thomas, Philip Van Cortlandt, 
Joseph B. Varnum, Peleg Wadsworth, Matthew Wal- 
ton, Eliphalet Wickes, David R. Williams, Marmaduke 
Williams, Nathan Williams, and Alexander Wilson. 
Nars— Willis Alston, junior, David Bard, Silas Bet- 
ton, James M. Broom, Robert Brown, Joseph Clay, 
George Clinton, junior, Frederick Conrad, Samuel W. 
Dana, Ezra Darby, John Davenport, junior, William 
Dickson, James Elliot, William Findley, Silas Halsey, 
Seth Hastings, William Helms, James Holland, David 
v Hough, Michael Leib, Duncan MacFarland, Nicholas 
R.: Moore, Thomas Moore, Jeremiah Morrow, Gurdon 
S. Mumford, Joseph H. Nicholson, John Pugh, John 
Rea of Pennsylvania, John Russell, Peter Sailly, Mar- 
tin G. Schuneman, James Sloan, John Smilie, Samuel 
Smith, Thomas Spalding, Joseph Stanton, Samuel 
Taggart, Thomas W. Thompson, Uri Tracy, Killian 
K: Van Rensselaer, Daniel C. Verplanck, John White- 
< hill, and Robert Whitehill. 
© iv Ordered, That the said amendments, together 
with the bill, be read. the third time to-day. 
The said bill, together with the amendments 
» thereto, was read the third time ; and, on the ques- 
$ tion that the bill, as amended, do pass, it passed 
in the negative—yeas 46, nays 46. 
Mr. Speaxer declaring himself with the nays. 
¿| And'so the said bill was rejected. 
2 = Those who voted in the affirmative, are— 
..” David Bard, Frederick Conrad, Leonard Covington, 
< Ezra Darby, John Davenport, junior, James Elliot, 
_ William Findley, James Fisk, Isaiah L. Green, Silas 
© Halsey, William Helms. James Holland, Michael Leib, 
“Duncan MacFarland, Patrick Magruder, Josiah Mas- 
ters, William McCreery, Nicholas R. Moore, Thomas 
=~ Moore, Jeremiah Morrow, Gurdon S. Mumford, Joseph 
“= H. Nicholson, John Pugh, Thomas M. Randolph, John 
Rea of Pennsylvania, John Russell, Peter Sailly, Thos. 
Sammons, Martin G. Schuneman, James Sloan, John 
Smilie, Samuel Smith, Henry Southard, Thomas 
Spalding, Joseph Stanton, David Thomas, Uri Tracy, 
Philip Van Cortlandt, Joseph B. Varnum, Daniel C. 
Verplanck, John Whitehill, Robert Whitehill, Elipha- 
let Wickes, Marmaduke Williams, Nathan Williams, 
and Thomas Wynns. : : 
“Those who voted in the negative. are— 
3 Willis Alston, jun., Joseph Barker, George M. Bed- 
inger, John Blake, jun., Thomas Blount, William But- 
ler, John Campbell, Levi Casey, John Chandler Mar- 
in Chittenden, John Claiborne, Christopher Clark, 
fatthew Clay, Jacob Crowninshield, Richard Cutts, 
John Dawson; Elias Earle, Caleb Ellis, Ebenezer El- 
mer, William Ely, John W. Eppes, Peterson Good- 
wyn, David Holmes, John G. Jackson, Walter Jones, 
Thomas Kenan, Robert Marion, David Meriwether, 
Thomas Newton, jun., Gideon Olin, Timothy Pitkin, 
jun., Josiah Quincy, John Rhea of Tennessee, Jacob 
ichards, Thomas Sandford, John Cotton Smith, John 
mith, Richard Stanford, William Stedman, Lewis B. 
turges, Benjamin Tallmadge, Samuel Tenney, Peleg 
‘Wadsworth, Matthew Walton, David R. Williams, 
ü Richard Winn. 


CHURCH IN GEORGETOWN. 


Mr. Finotey called up the bill for incorpora- 
ting: the Presbyterian Society in Georgetown. 


The bill was long, and was read by sections. One 
section authorized a lottery for fiuishing the 
church. 

Mr. CLarK moved to strike out the section; 
you would not convert your church into a gam- 
bling house. I never considered that religion of 
the best kind which was supported by lotteries. 

Mr. Stoan.—1 am for striking out. I never 
wi consent to an act authorizing publie gam- 
bling. 

Mr. CLargk.—Corporations of all kinds, but 
more particularly ecclesiastical corporations, are 
objects of my particular hatred. Religion Ido 
not consider of this world. Iam no enemy to it, 
however; Iadore it. To try the principle of the 
bill, I move to strike out the first section. 

Mr. Sournarp.—l can see no possible objec- 
tion to ap act of incorporation in this as well as 
other eases. There are many advantag:s a soci- 
ety of this nature cannot enjoy without incorpo- 
ration. Dunations from the wealthy, who often 
bequeath sums for the benefit of religion, cannot 
be held without such incorporation. 

Mr. SLtoan.—We have no acts of incorpora- 
tion in the society in which I was brought up, 
(the Quakers ;) yet we find no difficulty in the 
management of our affairs—no difficulty in re- 
ceiving gifts. I abhor all ecclesiastical corpora- 
tions. Congress never has, and I hope never will, 
stain ils pages with an act of this sort, 

Mr. Smtiig.—I hope the gentleman from New 
Jersey will not frighten himself with the echo of 
bis own words. No evil can result from this act. 
The opinion of the Quakers is, that no money 
ought to assist them in their passage to heaven; 
others believe that money is em loyed to the best 
advantage in this way; hence the Quakers never 
pay those who preach for them, while almost all 
other classes of Christians do. The gentleman 
trom New Jersey surely does not wish to forbid a 
clergyman’s payment. I hope that citizens of 
different persuasions may all have a full enjoy- 
ment of their modes of religious worship. 

Mr. Etmer.—There never was a nation with- 
out religious establishments. All. sects, except 
the Quakers, pay their preachers, and if the 
preachers among the Quakers have not a direct 
salary, they ind means to obtain something of 
that kind indirectly, thuugh not from direct funds. 
Considered in a moral, political, and religious 
view, these acts of incorporation are highly ne- 
cesary and proper for the well being of society. 

Mr. Cuarx.—This is the first request that has 
been made to Congress for a religious incorpora- 
tion; if we check it now, we may cheek what 
may hereafter prove an immense evil. It is from 
small beginnings that great disasters usually rise. 
Should this bill pass, I foresee what may perhaps 
in time come to sass. I can foresee the practice 
of pious frauds. The priests dressed in. their ca- 
nonicals, attending the rich man on bis dying 
bed, and urging the repentiog sinner to part with 
a portion of his wealth for the good of the church, 
and fur the obtainment of a certain passport to 
heaven. 

Mr. Finptey.—Thisis anaccommodation Con 
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gress only can grant, and which is enjoyed in all 


the States. 
Mr. Nicnouson.—I never knew an application 


of this kind to be refused in the State, a part of 


which I have the honor to represent. In the Le- 


gislature of that State, half a dozen applications 
of this sort would have been granted in the time 


we have already spent in this unnecessary and 


shameful debate. Why should we refuse? If a 
society of Hindoos in the District should make 
such an application, I should not think of refu- 


sing them. If the dying rich man believes the 
bestowment of a part of his wealth for the bene- 


fit of religion will be a deed rendering him more 
acceptable to heaven, shall he be deprived of this 


right to give, because another thinks otherwise ? 
Mr. Raega, of Tennessee, moved to postpone the 
consideration of the bill till the Ist of May. 
Mr. Smilie spoke against postponement. 


Mr. Quincy.—I had not intended to open my 
mouth on a subject that appeared to me so plain ; 


where our duty was so apparent; but the debate 


has taken so strange a turn that I must make a 


few remarks. This is a mere civil affair—reli- 
gion has nothing to do with it, so far as we are 
concerned in granting or refusing the application. 
I never knew an application of this kind to be 
refused—it is an application for the grant of cer- 
tain powers to a certain number of persons; it is 
like an application for the incorporation of a 
bank, or anything similar. Congress have only 
to inquire whether or not the ends are proper; 
whether the powers asked are, orare not likely to 
be, injurious. The gentleman from Virginia (Mr. 
es says, that incorporations of all kinds, 
particularly ecclesiastical, are objects of his great 
abhorrence. The objects of his abhorrence must 
then be very numerous, for they almost every- 
where abound. In Massachusetts nothing can 
be more common. The incorporation of a reli- 
pons society is not for the mere purpose of ena- 
ling such a society to receive the gifts that may 
be bequeathed them; the incorporation is for the 
purpose of enabling a society, or number of per- 
sons, to transact their{business, to hold property, 
to sueand be sued, &e. Property they must hold, 
and, if not held as a corporate body, they must 
hold it as joint tenants—tenants in common—or 
they must have trustees to hold it for them, or a 
part must hold as trustees for the rest; and hence 
arise innumerable difficulties, litigations, and dis- 
agreements—difficulties that will not arise in cor- 
porate bodies. You have only to take care, when 
an act of incorporation is granted, that no powers 
be granted that may have an injurious effect. 
Mr. Sournarp.—The incorporation of almost 
all societies ıs for the advantage of the public; 
the incorporation of religious bodies has ever 
been beneficial to morals and to society at large. 
It enables them to give and to receive justice; to 
sue and to be sued. The benefits of incorpora- 
tion. are innumerable; what were society without 
them ? what are we but a corporate body? 
The bill passed to a third reading by a large 
majority. Lh ; 


Wepnespay, February 19. 

A Message was received from the President of 
the United States communicating information 
from Captain Meriwether Lewis, of the first regi- 
ment of infantry, who was appointed, with a party 
of men, to explore the river Missouri from its 
mouth to its source. The Message was read, and, 
together with the documents transmitted there- 
with, ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. Joun C. Smıra, from the Committee of 
Claims. presented a bill enabling the President of 
the United States to make restitution to the Goy- 
ernment of Denmark for the capture and condem- 
nation of the Danish brigantine called the Hen- 
rick; which was read twice, and committed toa 
Committee of the Whole to-morrow. 

Mr. Greca, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, who were directed by a resolution of the 
House, of the twentieth ultimo, “to inquire into 
the expediency of providing, by law, for the ad- 
judication of claims set up by persons in virtue 
of purchases, or transfers from purchasers of 
lands of the United States, previous to the ema- 
nation of grants under their authority,” made a 
report thereon; which was read, and referred to 
a Committee of the whole House on Monday 
next. 

Mr. Bove, from the committee to whom was 
referred, on the thirteenth instant, the amendments 
proposed by the Senate to the bill, entitled “An 
act for altering the time for holding the Circuit 
Court in the district of North Carolina,” made a 
report thereon; which was read, and ordered to 
lie on the table. 


The House proceeded to consider the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senate to the bill, entitled 
“An act to extend jurisdiction in certain cases to 
State judges and State courts:” Whereupon, the 
said amendment, together with the bill, were re- 
ferred to Mr. Sarry, Mr. Pirxin, Mr. Barn, Mr. 
Morrow, and Mr. Fow er. 

On motion, it was 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to 
consider the propriety of amending the fourth 
section of the act, entitled “An act concerning 
the Library for the use of both Houses of Con- 
gress”? so as to extend the privilege of taking 
books out of the Library, to the ceretary of 
State, the Secretary of the Treasury, the Sec- 
retary of War, the Secretary of the Navy, and 
the Attorney General of the United States; and 
that the Committee have leave to report by bill, 
or otherwise. 

Ordered, That Messrs. Josera Cray, NicHoL- 
son, and Jonn C. Smrrs, be appointed a com- 
mittee, pursuant to the said resolution. 

The bill sent from the Senate, entitled “An act 
relating to the salaries of the judges of New Or- 
leans,” was read twice, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole to-morrow. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole, on the report of the Committee of 
Commerce and Manufactures, to whom was re- 
ferred, on the eighth ultimo, the petition of Fran- 
cis Amory. The Committee rose, and reported 
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against the prayer of the petitioner; which was 
agreed to by the House. r 

The House took into consideration the amended 
bill for laying a duty of ten dollars on every slave 
imported Into the United States. 

‘Various amendments were made, when the bill 
was ordered to a third reading on Monday, 

[As the bill now stands, it provides, in case of 
smuggling slaves into the United States, that the 
vessel in which they are brought shall be forfeited. 
It is silent with regard to the forfeiture or libera- 
tion of the slaves.] 


CHURCH IN GEORGETOWN. 


_ The bill to incorporate the Trustees of a Pres- 
byterian Church in Georgetown was read a third 
time. 

Mr. ELMER supported, and Messrs. Jackson, 
Sroan, Houianp, and Raga, opposed the bill. 
- The question was taken by yeas and nays, and 
the bill passed—yeas 72, nays 40, as follows: 


Yuas—David Bard, Joseph Barker, Silas Betton, 
Barnabas Bidwell, William Blackledge, John Blake, 
jun, James M. Broom, Robert Brown, John Campbell, 
John Chandler, Martin Chittenden, Joseph Clay, Fred- 
erick Conrad, Leonard Covington, Richard Cutts, Sam- 
uel W. Dana, Ezra Darby, John Davenport, junior, 
James Elliot, Caleb Eilis, Ebenezer Elmer, William 
Ely, William Findley, James Fisk, Andrew Gregg, 
Isaiah L. Green, John Hamilton, Seth Hastings, Wil- 
liam Helms, David Holmes, David Hough, Michael 

v Leib, Henry W. Livingston, Duncan MacFarland, 
Patrick Magruder, Robert Marion, Josiah Masters, Wil- 
liam McCreery, Nicholas R. Moore, Jeremiah Morrow, 
Jonathan O. Mosely, Gurdon S. Mumford, Jeremiah 
Nelson, Timothy Pitkin, junior, John Pugh, Josiah 
Quincy, John Rea of Pennsylvania, John Russell, Tho- 
mas Sammons, Martin G. Schuneman, John Smilie, 
John Cotton Smith, Henry Southard, Thomas Spald- 
ing, Josoph Stanton, William Stedman, Lewis B. 
Sturges, Samuel Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Sam- 
uel Tenney, David Thomas, Thomas W. Thompson, 
Uri Tracy, Philip Van Cortlandt, Killian K. Van Rens- 
selaer, Joseph B. Varnum, Peleg Wadsworth, John 
Whitehill, Robert Whitehill, Eliphalet Wickes, Na- 
than Williams, and Thomas Wynns. 

Nays--Willis Alston, junior, George M. Bedinger, 
Phanuel Bishop, Thomas Blount, John Boyle, William 
Butler, Levi Casey, John Claiborne, Christopher 
Clark, Matthew Clay, Orchard Cook, Jacob Crownin- 
shield, William Dickson, Elias Earle, Peter Early, John 
W. Eppes, Peterson Goodwyn, Edwin Gray, Silas 
Halsey, James Holland, John G. Jackson, Thomas 
Kenan, David Meriwether, Thomas Moore, Thomas 
Newton, junior, Gideon Olin, Thomas M. Ran- 
dolph, John Rhea of Tennessee, Peter Sailly, Thomas 
Sandford, Ebenezer Seaver, James Sloan, John Smith, 
Samuel Smith, Richard Stanford, Matthew Walton, 

; David R. Williams, Marmaduke Williams, Alexander 
Wilson, and Richard Winn. 


JOURNALS OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. Josera Cray, from the committee to whom 
was referred the petition of William Levis and 
Hogh Maxwell, made the following report : 

. That, on a member taking his seat in Congress for 
the first time, it-has been heretofore customary to sup- 
ply bim with a copy of the Journals of the Congress 

9th Con.—16 


under the Confederation. Four this purpose, by a joint. 
resolution of the Senate and House of Representatives, 
approved on the 2d day of March, 1799, the Secretary 
of the Senate and Clerk of the House of Representa- 
tives were authorized and directed to subscribe for four 
hundred copies of the said Journals, then p:oposed to. 
be published by Richard Folwell. Those copies were 
accordingly procured, and have been distributed to 
members of each Congress, until the present. At the 
meeting of the present Congress it has been found that 
only ten copies remain, which are by no means suffi- 
cient to supply those members who have not served a 
former Congress with one copy each. 

The petitioners offer to furnish one hundred and 
thirty copies, bound in boards, to be delivered at Wash- 
ington, at $16 a set. This is the price, including bind- 
ing and the expense of transportation, at which former 
sets were furnished, and is, as the committee. are. in- 
formed, at a much less rate than that at which the 
Journals could now be printed. 

Provision ought, perhaps, to be made for printing at 
the public expense another edition of these important. 
Journals; this, however, is not a subject on which your 
committee will, at this time, offer an opinion; but they 
can see no reason why the members. who have now 
taken their seats in Congress for the first time should 
be denied those Journals with which members of every . 
former Congress have been supplied. They, therefore, 
recommend the following resolution : À 

Reso'ved, That the Secretary of the Senate and 
the Clerk of the House of Representatives be authorized 
and directed to purchase, for the use of the Senate and 
House of Representatives, from William Levis and 
Hugh Maxwell, 130 copies of Folwell’s edition of the 
Journals of the Congress under the Confederation, at 
such price, not exceeding sixteen dollars per set, as 
they may deem eligible. 


Referred toa Committee of the whole House 
to-morrow. 


Tuurspay, February 20. 


Mr. Joun C. Smiru from the Committee of 
Claims, to whom was referred on the seventh ul- 
timo, the petition of Willis Wilson, made a re- 
port thereon; which was read, and ordered to be 
referred to the consideration of a Committee. of . 
the Whole House to-morrow. 

Mr. Jonn C. Smita, from the same committee, 
presented a bill making provision for extinguish- 
ing the debts due from the United States; which 
was read twice and committed to a Committee: 
of the Whole on Monday next. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill for relief of Philip Nicklin 
and Robert Eaglesfield Griffith. The bill was 
reported without amendment, and ordered to be 
engrossed and read the third time to-morrow. 

Mr. Josera Cray, from the committee appoint- 
ed yesterday, presented, according to order, a bill 
to amend an act entitled “An act concerning the 
Library for the use of both Houses of Congress ;” 
which was read twice and committed to a Com- 
mitiee of the Whole to-morrow. : 

` Ordered, That the Committee of the Whole 
House to whom was committed, on the fifth in- 
stant, the bill making an appropriation for the 
payment of the witnesses and other expenses on 
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the impeachment of Samuel Chase, and to which 
Committee of the Whole was also committed, on 
the eleventh instant, the bill sent from the Senate, 
entitled “An act making provision for the com- 
pensation of witnesses, who attended the trial of 
the impeachment of Samuel Chase,” be dischar- 
ged from the consideration of the said last men- 
tioned bill; and that the said bill be committed 
to a Committee of the Whole to-morrow. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill sent from the Senate, en- 
titled “An act authorizing the sale of a tract of 
land in the town of Cincinnati, and State of Ohio. 
The bill was reported with an amendment there- 
to; which was twice read and agreed to by the 
House. 

Ordered, That the said bill, with the amend- 
ment, be read the third time to-morrow. 

On motion, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Public 
Lands be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of granting a pre-emption right to George Ash, 
of one mile square of land. in the Indiana Terri- 
tory, to include his improvements. 

Mr. Newron said, he had been requested to 
` present several resolutions, unanimously adopted 

by the citizens of Norfolk and Portsmouth, ex- 
ressive of their indignation at the conduct of 
Britain onthe restrictions and plundering to which 
our commerce is exposed, and at the degrading 
situation to which our brave seamen are subjected 
by arbitrary and illegal impressments; also, ex- 
pressive of their determination to support, with 
their lives and fortunes, such measures as the 
councils of this nation may adopt. 

Mr. N. said he was happy, on this occasion, to 
be made the organ of this communication, The 
resolutions were characterized, Mr. N. said, by that 
language which bad been used on the birth-day 
of American freedom and independence ; and they 
breathed a spirit highly honorable to the citizens 
of a free and independent nation. 

The resolutions were then read, and referred to 
a Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 


CHARLESTOWN, VIRGINIA. 


Mr. Crowninsutecp, from the Committee of 
Commerce and Manufactures. made a report on 
the petition of sundry inhabitants of Charlestown, 
Virginia, praying that said place may be made a 
port of entry and delivery. 

The report is detailed, and assigns a variety of 
reasons against the expediency of granting the 
prayer of the petitioners, and concludes with a 
resolution that they have leave to withdraw their 
petition. 

The House, having taken the report into con- 
sideration— 

Mr. Jackson observed that the facts detailed in 
the report were conceded. It was probable that 
there would never be a vessel entered at Charles- 
town from a foreign country. With regard to 
the success of the prayer of the petitioners, Mr. 
F. said be should not have been sanguine, but for 
a Constitutional provision which he considered 
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imperative. No port of entry existed in the west- 
ern part of Virginia, in consequence of which, ves- 
sels sailing from Charlestown were obliged to 
pay duties at New Orleans. The Constitutional 
provision, to which he alluded, was this: “No 
preference shall be given by any regulation of 
commerce or revenue to the ports of one State 
over those of another; nor shall vessels bound to 
or from one State be obliged to enter, clear, or pay 
duties in another.” Was it not obvious that a 
preference was given to the ports of one State 
over those of another by requiring the vessels of 
the one. to enter and clear in the ports of the other; 
and was it not also obvious that the latter part of 
the provision was equally violated? It would be 
a great convenience to the petitioners to give 
bonds and take out clearances in the neighorhood 
of the place where their vessels are built, instead 
of being obliged to go to a distance of 2,000 
miles, where they would find themselves among 
strangers. 

Mr. CrRowNINSHIELD observed that there were 
several ports of entry already in Virginia from 
which vessels might clear without paying duties 
at New Orleans. He further observed that New 
Orleans and Natchez were not within the limits 
of a State, and therefore were not embraced by 
the Constitutional provision referred to; and 
added tbat duties were only paid on the entry of 
vessels from a foreign country. 

Mr. J. C. Smitu thought there was sufficient 
plausibility in the remarks of the gentleman from 
Virginia, to give the subject a full discussion. 
He, therefore, moved a reference of the report to 
a Committee of the whole House on Monday, 
which was agreed to—yeas 59. 


SALARIES OF JUDGES. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole, on a bill from the Senate, relative to 
the salaries of the judges of the Territory of Or- 
leans. . l 

The bill increases the salaries of the. judges of 
the superior and district court from two thousand 
to two thousand five hundred dollars; and allows 
I. B. Prevost, a judge of the superior court, an ad- 
ditional salary of five hundred dollars, for services 
heretofore performed by him without the aid of 
the other judges. 

Messrs. Stoan and Meriwetuer called for 
information relative to the grounds on which the 
proposed increase of salaries is made. 

Mr. Barty replied, that, since the organization 
of the Territory of Orleans, the President had not 
been able to obtain any person or persons properly 
qualified, except Mr. Prevost, who had conse- 
quently been obliged to perform all the duties of 
the court; that it was requisite for the judges not 
only to understand the laws of their own country, 
but likewise those of the country to whom the 
Territory belonged previous to its cession; and, 
in addition to this. it was necessary for them to 
be acquainted with the French and Spanish lan- 
guages. Added to this, the price of living was 
extremely high, and the climate very unhealthy. 

Mr. Finp.ey corroborated this statement. 
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The Committee rose and reported their agree- 
ment to the bill, which was ordered to a third 
reading this day. f 

The bill was accordingly read a third time. 

Messrs. MERIWETHER and G. W. CAMPBELL 
opposed, and Messrs. J. Chay, CLARK, and Nica- 
OLSON, supported the bill. 

Mr. Conrap moved a postponement of the bill 
till to-morrow. 

Mr. Jackson: hoped the bill would be recom- 
mitted to a select committee empowered to pass 
in review the salaries of all the judges of the Uni- 
ted States. He did not think the salaries in this 
bill too high, but he thought those allowed to the 
other judges too low. 

Mr. Ruea spoke in favor of the bill. 

Mr. Leme thought too much celerity should 
not be given to the passage of an appropriation 
bill. 

Mr. Earty spoke against the postponement. 

Mr Svanton spoke against the bill. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
postpone, which was carried—ayes 50. 


Faipay, February 21. 

Mr. Nicuoxson, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, presented a bill making appropria- 
tions for the support of Government, during the 
year one thousand eight hundred and six; which 
‘was twice read, and committed to a Committee 
of the Whole on Monday next. 

The bill sent from the Senate, entitled “An act 
authorizing the sale of a tract of land in the town 
of Ciucinnati and State of Ohio,” together with 
the amendment agreed to yesterday, was read the 
third time, and passed. 

A bill was received from the Senate, to suspend 
the commercial intercourse between the United 
States and certain parts of the island of St. Do- 
mingo. This bill prohibits ali commercial inter- 
course between citizens or inhabitants of the Uni- 
ted States and any part of the island of St. 
Domingo not in the possession and under the 
acknowledged Government of France; in viola- 
tion of this provision, the vessel and cargo are to 
he forfeited. It is limited to one year, and the 
President is authorized, at any intermediate time, 
to take off the restraints and prohibitions. 

Referred to a Committee of the Whole on 
Monday. 


NICKLIN AND GRIFFITH. 


The bill for the relief of Philip Nicklin and R. 
E. Griffith was read the third time, and passed— 
yeas 69, nays 40, as follows: 

Yzas— Willis Alston, jr-, Isaac Anderson, David 
Bard, Joseph Barker, Phanuel Bishop, John Blake, jr., 
James M. Broom, Robert Brown, John Campbell, John 
Chandler, Joseph Clay, Jacob Crowninshield, Richard 
Cutts, Samuel W. Dana, William Dickson, Peter Bar- 
ly, James Elliot, Ebenezer Elmer, William Ely, Wil- 
ham Findley, James Fisk, Andrew Gregg, Isaiah L. 
Green, Silas Halsey, Seth Hastings, David Holmes, 
John G. Jackson, Walter Jones, Thomas Kenan, Mi- 
chael Leib, Henry W. Livingston, Robert Marion, Josi- 
ah Masters, William McCreery, Nicholas R. Moore, 


Thomas Moore, Jeremiah Morrow, John Morrow, Gur- 
don S. Mumford, Jeremiah Nelson, Thomas Newton, 
jr» Timothy Pitkin, jr., Jacob Richards, John Russell, 
Peter Sailly, Thomas Sammons, Ebenezer Seaver, John 
Smilie, Samuel Smith, Henry Southard, Thomas Spald- 


ing, Joseph Stanton, Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel Tag- 


gart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Samuel Tenney, David 
Thomas, Uri Tracy, Philip Van Cortlandt, Killian K. 
Van Rensselaer, Daniel C. Verplanck, Peleg Wads- 
worth, John Whitehill, Robert Whitehill, Eliphalet 
Wickes, Marmaduke Williams, Nathan Williams, 
Richard Winn, and Thomas Wynns. : 

Naxs—Burwell Bassett, George M. Bedinger, Silas 
Betton, Barnabas Bidwell, William Blackledge, Thom- 
as Blount, John Boyle, William Butler, Levi Casey, 
Martin Chittenden, John Claiborne, Frederick Conrad, 
Ezra Darby, John Davenport, jr., Elias Earle, Caleb 
Ellis, John W. Eppes, John Fowler, Peterson Good- 
wyn, Edwin Gray, Joseph Lewis, jr., Matthew Lyon, 
Duncan McFarland, Patrick Magruder, David Meri- 
wether Gideon Olin, John Pugh, John Rea of Penn- 
sylvania, John Rhea of Tennessee, Thomas Sandford, 


Martin G. Schuneman, James Sloan, John Cotton: 


Smith, John Smith, Richard Stanford, William Sted- 
man, Thomas: W. Thompson, Joseph B. Varnum, Da- 
vid R. Williams, and Alexander Wilson. 


SALARIES OF JUDGES. 


The bill for increasing the salaries of the judges 
of the Territory of Orleans, was read the third 
time, and rejected—yeas 45, nays 68, as follows: 

Yxas—Willis Alston, jr., David Bard, William Black- 
ledge, James M. Broom, William Butler, John Camp- 
bell, John Claiborne, Joseph Clay, Frederick Conrad, 
Jacob Crowninshield, John Davenport, jr., Peter Early, 
William Findley, John Fowler, Isaiah L. Green, Seth 
Hastings, Michael Leib, Henry W. Livingston, Mat- 
thew Lyon, Robert Marion, William McCreery, Nicho- 
las R. Moore, Gurdon S. Mumford, Thomas Newton, 
jr, Josiah Quincy, John Rea of Pennsylvania, John 
Rhea of Tennessee, Martin G. Schuneman, John Smi- 
lie, John Cotton Smith, William Stedman, Samuel 
Taggart, Samuel Tenney, David Thomas, Philip Van 
Cortlandt, Killian K. Van Rensselaer, Joseph B. Var- 
num, Daniel ©. Verplanck, Matthew Walton, John 
Whitehill, Eliphalet Wickes, David R. Williams, Na- 
than Williams, Richard Winn, and Thomas Wynns. 

Nays—Isaac Anderson, Joseph Barker, Burwell 
Bassett, George M. Bedinger, Silas Betton, Barnabas 
Bidwell, Phanuel Bishop, John Blake, jr., Thomas 
Blount, Robert Brown, John Boyle, George W. Camp- 
bell, Levi Casey, John Chandler, Martin Chittenden, 
Matthew. Clay, Orchard Cook, Samuel W. Dana, Ezra 
Darby, William Dickson, Elias Earle, James Elliot, 
Caleb Ellis, Ebenezer Elmer, William Ely, John W. 
Eppes, James Fisk, James M. Garnett, Peterson Good- 
wyn, Edwin Gray, Andrew Gregg, Silas Halsey, John 
Hamilton, David Holmes, David Hough, John G. Jack- 


son, Thomas Kenan, Joseph Lewis, jr, Duncan Mac- * 


Farland, Patrick Magruder, Josiah Masters, David Mer- 
iwether, Jeremiah Morrow, John Morrow, Jeremiah 
Nelson, Gideon Olin, Timothy Pitkin, jr. John Pugh, 
Jacob Richards, John Russell, Peter Sailly, Thomas 
Sammons, Thomas Sandford, Ebenezer Seaver, James 
Sloan, John Smith, Samuel Smith, Henry Southard, 
Thomas Spalding, Richard Stanford, Joseph Stanton, 
Lewis B. Sturges, Benjamin Tallmadge, Thomas W, | 
Thompson, Uri Tracy, Robert Whitehill, Marmaduko’ 
Williams, and Alexander Wilson. 


x 


487 HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 488 


H. or R. Yazoo Claims. Ferrvary, 1806. 


ences with one of the belligerent nations had not, 
before this time, been acted on. He had laida 
resolution on the table on this subject, four weeks 
ago, but it had been delayed by a call for various 
Treasury statements—which he regretted having 
consented to.ask, as, in his opinion, they had no 
bearing on the subject. 

Mr. Jackson rose to move a postponement 
indefinitely. 

Mr. Less said, as this motion involved a decis- 
ion of the main question, he would call for the 
taking of the yeas and nays. 

Mr. Tuomas hoped the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia (Mr. Jackson) would withdraw his motion, 
as, from its going to reject the resolution, it would 
produce all the remarks which would. arise from 
a direct discussion of it. For the reasons which 
had been urged by the gentleman from Virginia, 
(Mr .Epres.) who had first spoken, which he cop- 
sidered very cogent; and as the subject. of cvm- 
promise was progressing, and might be settled be- 
fore the second Monday of March, he hoped the 
motion for an indefinite postponement would be 
withdrawn, and that for a postponement to the 
second Monday of March prevail. 

Mr. Jackson said if he viewed the subject in 
the same light with the gentleman who had just 
spoken, he would agree to withdraw his motion. 
He could, however, never make principle bend to 
expediency. Principle had heretofore governed 
his vote, and should still continue to govern it. 
Even on the ground of expediency, he doubted 
the propriety of adopting the resolution. It was 
known there was another subject, connected with 
it, before the Legislature. If that should be de- 
cided in the negative, it might be proper to agree . 
to this resolution. As there was a probability that 
that subject would come before the House, he did 
not wish to bring the subject twice before them 
in one session. Its discussion had heretofore ex- 
cited all the malignant passions of the human 
heart, and it was well calculated to disturb that 
harmony which ought assiduously to be cherish- 
ed when they were on the eve of entering on busi- 
ness of the deepest national interest. 

Mr. J. said he wished the subject could be avoid- 
ed altogether. He was heartily sick of it, and 
wished to get rid of it forever. But he thought 
it most proper that the question of compromise 
should first be decided. If that were negatived, 
the course puinted out by the resolution of the 
gentleman from Penosyirania might be necessary. 

Mr. Ausron hoped the motion for an indefinite 
postponement would prevail. Hesaid that though 
his sentiments were not changed on this subject, 
and though they were the same now as they ever 
had been. he did believe the tranquillity of the. 
nation depended much on the decision of this 
question, and the meeting it fairly and fully. He 
hoped this would take place this session ; but with 
his friend from Virginia, he hoped the subject 
would not now betaken up. He thought that the 
other question, relative toa compromise of claims, 
should be previously discussed. If the question 
of compromise could not be agreed to, he would 
agree to that course which would prevent the sub- 


Mr. Jackson observed; that the House having 

- decided: against augmenting the salaries of the 
judges of the Territary of Orleans, in consequence, 
probably, of the idea that a general review of the 
salaries of the judges of the several Territories of 
the United States should be previously made, he 

‘would, in correspondence with that impression, 
offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of increas- 
ing the salaries of the officers of the Territories of the 
United States, and of the District of Columbia, or any 
of them; and that they be authorized to report by bill 
or otherwise. : 

On the question to take this motion into consid- 
eration, the House divided—ayes 23. 


YAZOO CLAIMS. 


Mr. Gresa, agreeably to notice given yester- 
day, called for the order of the day, on a resolu 
tian offered by him on the 6th day of December, 
for the repeal of so much of an act of Congress 
regulating the grants of land, and providing for the 
disposal of the lands of the United States south 
of the State of Tennessee, as appropriates any 
portion thereof to the satisfaction of claims under 
certain acts of Georgia. 

Mr. Mertwerner moved a postponement till 
Monday: 

Mr. Erpes moved a postponement till the sec- 
ond Monday of March. He said every member 
knew his sentiments on this subject. He was in 
favor of the proposition of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. But while so many interesting 
subjects, in which the national welfare was direct- 
ly involved, remained unacted upon, he did think 
that everything calculated to disturb the harmony 
of the House, ought to be withheld from consider- 
ation; that no unpleasant circumstances, or di- 
vision of opinion on ‘subordinate points, should 
prevent the concurrence of men of all parties in 
the adoption of measures called for by the inter- 
esting crisis of our affairs. 

Mr. Gregg did-not know on what ground gen- 
tlemen. inferred that this proposition was calcu- 
lated to cause more division among the members 
of this House than any other proposition which 
might be offered. It wasa plain and simple ques- 
tion, whether it was not best, under all the cir- 
cumstances of the case, to repeal the law making 
an appropriation for satisfying the claims under 
the act proposed to be repealed, that Congress 
might thus forever be done with the subject ? 
Mr. G. said he had forborne calling up this reso- 
lution. for the reasons assigned by the gentleman 
from Virginia. Though he considered the sub 
ject important, and that it behooved the Legisla- 
ture to decide upon it at an early day, he had 
thought it most advisable not to call it up till 
the great national business before the House was 
attended to. This last business had been, unex- 
pos to him, delayed from time to time, and 

e thought it probable that the resolution under 
consideration could be acted upon before the 
House were prepared to act on the national busi- 
ness, He regrewed that the subject of our differ- 
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ject from ever being agitated within these walls, 
‘by transferring it entirely to the judiciary tribu- 
nals of the country. He would rather make a 
voluntary return of the whole territory to Geor- 
gia than suffer the subject to remain in its present 


state, Should the compromise be not agreed to, | 


he would, in proper time, lay a proposition to this 
effect before the House. He thought the interest 
of the nation required the getting rid of the sub- 
ject in this way. 

Mr. Jackson withdrew his motion. He said 
his object could be effected by postponing the res- 
olution from time to time, till the question of com- 
promise should be first decided. He was indeed 
‘willing that both questions should be decided at 
the same time. 

Mr. Cuarx was really concerned his colleague 
had made this motion. The resolution of the gen- 
tileman from Pennsylvania had been beforé them 
two months, and not a single step taken respect- 
ing it, and now we arë told we are not to act upon 
it, till a proposition, not even before us, shall be 
decided upon. Whatever may be before the other 
branch of the Legislature, we are not at liberty to 
argue upon ir. hat prospect, then, is there to 

et at this subject, when gentlemen say their ob- 
ject is to postpone it from time to time, till a prop- 
‘osition, in its embryo, shall be decided upon ? 
If the subject were really considered as composed 
of such inflammable materials as some gentlemen 
think. the sooner it is decided the better. Mr. C. 
Said he was ready to go at once into the discus- 
sion, and he thought, the hotter the battle, the 
_ éarlier would be the peace that followed it. He 
‘was ready to repeal the law, which, in the opinion 
of some gentlemen, gave a sanction to claims 
founded in fraud and corruption. 

Mr. Greca said he had no objection to the post- 
ponement moved by the gentleman from Virginia, 
provided they could get at the business contem- 
plated by him. But if this could not be done, he 
Was rather for going into a consideration of the 
resolution. As to the proposition of cotnpromise, 
he knew nothing of it. No proposition of this 
kind had been received, by the House, from the 
claimants. To postpone, therefore, this resolution 
for a business they’ knew nothing about, was very 
extraordinary. If he was satisfied they could get 
at this business within the time mentioned, he 
would be content to let it rest for the present. But 
as that was uncertain, he hoped the resolution 
‘would not prevail. 

Mr. G. W. Campre.u hoped the motion to post- 
‘pone would prevail. Business of much moreim- 
Portance claimed a prior attention. He conceived 
that the resolution, when investigated. would be 
found to contain a very curious principle which 
the House would not be likely toadopt. It went, 
not merely tò decide on the rights of others, but, 
to strip them of thé right of deciding upon those 
fights. He should be against deciding on the 
resolution until they had previously decided the 
question of compromise, as he did not think it 
necessary, before this decision was made, to de- 
prive themselves of the power of allowing claims 
which might be brought before them. The post- 


ponement would leave an opening to Congress to 
act on these claims as they might see ft. For 
this reason, and in order that business of greater 
moment might be taken up in the first instance, 
he should be in favor of the postponement. 

The question was then taken on the postpone- 
ment, until the second Monday of March, and 
carried—yeas 73, nays 39. 


PAYMENT OF WITNESSES. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill from the Senate, providing 
for the payment of the witnesses on the trial of 
Samuel Chase, 

Mr. J. C. Smiru said, at the close of the last 
session, a bill providing for the payment of the 
witnesses on the part of the United States, had 
gone from the House to the Senate, and been dis- 
agreed to by them. The Senate on their part, 
had passed a bill providing for the payment of all 
the witnesses, to which the House had disagreed. 
A conference had taken place on the disagreeing 
votes of the Houses, and the bill had been lost 
from a want of concurrence. The consequence 
was, the witnesses still remained uncompensated ; 
some of whom have sustained heavy expenses. 
Petitions received this session from several wit- 
nesses on the part of the prosecution, had been rë- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims, who had ré- 
ported a bill; which was the sanie in substance 
with that adopted by the House the last session 3 
the committee not considering themselves at lib- 
erty to depart from the principle then established 
by the House. TES 

It wás for the House to decide how long this 
unprofitable contest (for unprofitable it surely wag 
to the witnesses) should be kept up. Mr. S. said 
he was not disposed to go into a consideration of 
the question, whether the expenses of an impeach- 
ment should in all casés be incurred by the Guy- 
ernment. He would barely observe that the Sen- 
ate had been unanimous; and if the House should 
adhere to the grotind they had taken, no compen- 
sation would be allowed to the witnesses, He 
submitted it, whether, under these circumstances, 
it were proper to keep up such a ¢onflict. It had 
so happened that many of the witnesses, summon- 
ed by the accused, had been used by the managers 
and the process of summoning them had been sim- 
ilar on both sides. In the bill, there was an omis- 
sion to provide for the expenses incurred by the 
managers. If no other gentleman proposed an 
amendment, he should think it his duty to offer 
one, providing for these expenses. He hoped the 
Committee would agree to the bill. Some gentle- 
men might thiak, by agreeing to it, they evinced 
an opinion of the guilt or ianocenceof the accused. 
But such a vote could not be viewed in this light. 
The House hadexercised their Constitutional right 
by voting an impeachment, while the Senate had 
exercised the saine right in acquitting the accused, 
The same bo'y who had acquitted, had sent down 
this biil, involving their opinion that the proposed 
compensation to witnesses was tight. Indeed he 
considered the bill from the Senate as a taxation, 
of costs by the court who sat on this occasion. 
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Mr. Macon, with a view to try the question, 
whether the House would agree to pay all the wit- 
nesses, moved to insert after the word wiinesses 
the words—“on behalf of the United States.” 
Be said the history of this business given by the 
gentleman from Connecticut was correct. The 
accused had been acquitted by a Constitutional 
majority, consisting of a minority of the Senate. 
It was not, he believed, the practice in any crim- 
inal court, of any State in the Union, for witnesses 
summoned by the defendant, to be paid by the 
State. The States, in many instances, pay their 
own witnesses, where the person accused is not con- 
victed, but with respect to the conflict between 
the two Houses, he was convinced the decision 
of this House was correct; and that it accorded 
with the general usage throughout the United 
States. If there was an exception, he did not re- 
collect it. It was true that one or the other House 
must give way, or the bill would be lost. He 
would much rather that it should be rejected by 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, than that 
it should pass as it then stood. If the Senate had 
offered this bill, it is equally true that the grand 
jury, who make a bill, have refused it, The two 
Houses stood on the same ground. One are the 
triers and the other the hearers. If Congress 
agree to pay all the expenses of an impeachment, 
the impeached may run the expenses to such an 
amount as to prevent atrial. Why pay the ex- 
penses in this case, if not in any thee? Shall 
they be paid because this man isa judge, and not 
aman arraigned before a judge? When a judge 
is tried he deserves no more indulgence than a pri- 
vate individual, and though he is acquitted the 
acquittal is not such as to convince the nation, or 
any other body of men, that he is innocent. It 
was not that kind of acquittal which an honest 
man would wish. It was constitutional, but not 
by a majority of the Senate. Are we, under these 
circumstances, obliged to pay the witnesses he has 
chosen to summon? Believing, as he did, the 
man guilty, and the charges in many instances, 
supported, the payment of his witnesses appeared 
to him a very strange thing. In this, as in every 
other case, he was willing to yield to a Constitu- 
tional decision, but he could never consent to pay 
the witnesses of the accused. 

Mr. Auston said the amendment went to try 
the question, whether the House would agree to 

ay all the witnesses summoned on the trial of 

udge Chase. Before it was made, the honorable 
Speaker ought to have told the House whether 
they could determine which witnesses were sum- 
moned on the part of the United States, and which 
on the part of Judge Chase. From everything 
which he had seen, (and he had examined all the 
documents on the subject,) he had found no data 
upon which to determine what witnesses had been 
summoned on one side or the other, unless from the 
recollection of gentlemen, by which he supposed 
the House would notconsenttobegoverned. When 
the question was before the House the last session, 
he had expressed his doubts whether they ought 
to pay the witnesses of an accused man, whether 
he was acquitted or convicted; but he was now 


convinced, that.until Congress passed a law, pre- 
scribing how witnesses are to be paid, they were 
bound to pay them. Nosuch law had been passed, 
He would ask gentlemen learned in the law, wheth- 
er a witness on the part of Judge Chase could de- 
mand compensation from him? Have we passed 
any law, prescribing how much shall be paid, or 
how it shall be done? No such law has been 
passed. Mr. A. said, he thought gentlemen were 
carrying their prejudices too far in this instance. 
He had voted for five out of eight of the articles, 
but the Senate had acquitted him of all of them, 
He was contented with this decision, and so far 
as he was acquainted with the sentiments of those 
he represented, he believed they too were satisfied, 
It was not nowa question how this principle should 
be settled. Ifa general law were brought before 
them, there was no doubt, but that, if a man so 
conducted himself as to bring himself to a trial, 
he should pay his own witnesses, provided such 
law declared how much they should be paid. The 
honorable Speaker had said there was not a State 
in the Union in which the witnesses of a person 
indicted and acquitted were paid by the State. 
Mr. A. said he believed, in Virginia, when a man 
was indicted and acquitted, he was not subject to 
the paymentof costs. If this were true, one State 
at least, and that the largest in the Union, had set 
a different example; and if precedent was enti- 
tled to any influence, it was against the Speaker. 
Mr. A. said this, however, had no weight with 
him. The great objection with him, was, that 
they could not discriminate the witnesses of the 
United States from those of the accused; and if 
they could ascertain them, there was no law 
prescribing how the latter should be paid by the 
accused. 

Mr. Jackson believed Congress bound to ren- 
der compensation to the witnesses on the trial of 
Judge Chase, on the abstract principle of justice 
and right, as well as from precedent and practice. 
The argument of the honorable Speaker militated 
against the inference drawn by him. He says the 
accused may multiply witnesses to such an extent 
as to defeat a prosecution. If the proposition, 
however, be examined in all its bearings, it will 
be found to operate most severely, and almost ex- 
clusively, on the man impeached by the House of 
Representatives, no matter for what cause, or 
whether he is guilty or innocent. If the House 
are determined to destroy him, it is only necessary 
to vote an impeachment, which will impose upon 
him a ruinous burden. Mr. J. said he did not 
apply these remarks exclusively to the impeach- 
ment of Judge Chase. The Journal of the House 
would show that he was in favor of his impeach- 
ment. But as he had been acquitted by the 
Constitutional tribunal, clothed with authority to 
pronounce him guilty or innocent—the dernier 
tribunal constituted for such cases—he did not 
consider himself justified to say, after their deci- 
sion, that he was guilty. He held himself bound 
by the judicial decisions and laws of the country, 
though as an individual he might dissent from 
some of them, The United States might, in case 
a person acquilted on an impeachment is com- 
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pelled to pay his witnesses, multiply charges em- 
bracing the whole life of the accused, and tracing 
him from the district of Maine to Georgia, so as 
to compel him, in order to refute the charges, to 
adduce ten times as many witnesses as would oth- 
erwise be necessary. The true rule is, that the 
court shall decide what witnesses are proper to be 
taxed in the costs, and what are not. The Sen- 
ate, who in this instance are the court, have de- 
cided that all shall betaxed. They were perfectly 
competent to decide whether any witnesses of 
the accused were brought forward without suffi- 
cient cause, or whether they were essential to the 
defence. It is manifest, by the bill under consid- 
eration, that they have made the latter decision. 
The gentleman from North Carrlina is correct in 
his statement of precedent. The uniform coarse 
in Virginia, is to tax the attendance of witnesses, 
who are paid out of the public Treasury; and 
those on the part of the defendant in the same way 
as those on the part of the prosecution. This 
practice has been extended so far as to embrace 
the payment of witnesses from another State. In 
a late case, although as far as the opinion of the 
court could go, a man was declared guilty of the 
crime with which he was charged, yet, the jury 
having pronounced him innocent, a witness on his 
part, brought from Kentucky, was paid out of the 
ublic Treasury. This is not the case where the 
individual is convicted. If he possess sufficient 
property, that is answerable forthe expenses. 

The Senate, undoubtedly, possess the right to 
say whether the witnesses adduced are necessary ; 
and if, in any future case, improper witnesses shall 
be brought forward, they may refuse to tax them. 
This bill does not provide for all cases of impeach- 
` ment, but is confined to the case of Samuel Chase. 
Mr. J. said he would submit whether it was pro- 
per or just to compel men at a great expense to 
attend at the seat of Government in an an inele- 
ment season of the year without giving thema 
compensation. Ifa law had been previously passed 
ee witnesses of the accused should 

e paid by him, they would have required some 
assurance from him. But as no discrimination 
had been made between the witnesses, they came 
forward in full faith that the Government would 
allow them a liberal compensation. 

Mr. Nicwoxson said he had but a few observa- 
tions to make on this subject: indeed, indisposi- 
tion disabled him from making many. He consi- 
dered this bill as calculated to establish a great 
principle—a principle whether, in all cases of im- 
peachment,the United States are to bear the bur- 
den. It was notin reference to an individual that 
he was induced to advocate the amendment of 
his honorable friend, the Speaker, but because its 
effect would be to establish a principle that would 


hereafter govern in similar cases. If the princi-. 


ple were established that in all cases of impeach- 
ment the Government is to bear the expense, it will 
put itin the power of the individual impeached 
to increase the burden to any extent he pleases. 
And whenever a man shall be impeached, base 
enough to hate the Government under which he 
lives and holds an office, in a case which requires 


but two witnesses, he may summon two hundred. 
This bill will establish such a principle, and we 
shall in all future cases be told that the witnesses. 
of the accused were paid in the case of Chase. 
It was for this reason, Mr. N. said, he advocated 
the amendment, and to convince the individual 
that subjected himself to an impeachment that he 
must suffer some pains and penalties. For it was: 
not to be presumed that the House of Represent- 
atives would impeach any man unless there was 
some color for it—some reason to induce the na- 
tion at large to believe him guilty. An impeach- 
ment speaks the language of the nation, expressed 
through their representatives; and whenever a 
man in office conducts himself so as to make the 
nation believe him guilty, it was not desirable to 
offer the protection held out in the bill, particu- 
larly when a majority in the other branch also 
believed him guilty. 

But gentlemen say, this is not the practice in 
the State courts; and we are told in Virginia, 
when a man is acquitted, the State pays the ex- 
pense of his witnesses. Mr. N, said this might be 
so, though he did not know that it was; it was not 
so, however, in the courts of the United States, 
Any gentleman who doubted this, had only to 
refer to the treasurer’s accounts since the Govern- 
ment had been in operation, and he called upon 
any such gentleman to show a single charge for 
witnesses in cases of acquittal, It is not the prac- 
tice in England, nor could it be made to appear 
by any document, that the witnesses summoned 
by Warren Hastings, though he was acquitted, 
had been paid by the Government. But admit- 
ting, for argument’s sake, the practice to be such 
in the United States as it is represented to be in 
the courts of Virginia, would that meet the present 
case? No. In Virginia there was a reciprocity. 
There, if a man was convicted, he paid all the 
costs, and if acquitted, the State pays them. But, 
in the United States, do we make the convicted 
pay the costs? Had the accused judge been con- 
victed would gentlemen advocate his paying all 
the costs? No. In that case he would have been 
scot free as to the payment of money, though he 
might have sunkin reputation. In Virginia there 
isa reciprocity; the convicted either pays the ex- 
penses of the prosecution or goes to jail; whereas, 
in this case, the United States are called upon to 
bear the whole burden. When Judge Pickering 
was convicted, was he called on to pay the costs? 
Such a thing was not then dreamt of. It was 
then considered proper that the United States 
should pay their own witnesses. The argument, 
therefore, fails. The only objection of any weight 
is that raised by the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina. Itis said to be impossible to discriminate 
the witnesses. The gentleman says that he has 
examined the journals of the Senate, and cannot 
find any discrimination. But has he looked at 
the journals of impeachment, where it appears 
that such witnesses were sworn on the part of the 
United States, and such on the part of the accused? 
Besides, if this evidence were not on the journal, 
it could be got from the parties themselves, who 
could swear they were summoned on the part of 
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the United States or the defendant, 
common thing in the courts of Maryland, and Mr. 
N. supposed it was likewise so in other courts. 
He concluded his remarks by expressing a hope 
that the amendment would be adopted. 

Mr, Barty said it was his misfortune the last 
session to differ with a majority of the House, and 
his present opinion was what it then was. His 
opinion was not founded either on general princi- 

les, or on the practice of the several States, or 

Fnited States courts. It was founded on the 
peculiar circumstances of this case. 
these circumstances had already been stated by 
gentlemen; but there were some important points 
of view in which they might be considered, which 
had not been noticed. It was true, as had been 
stated by the gentleman from North Carolina, 
that it could not be distinguished which witnesses 
were summoned on the part of the prosecution, 
and which on the part of the respondent, from an 
omission by the Senate, when they prescribed the 
form of the subpena, to distinguish, as it is usual, 
for which party it was issued. This fact was 
abundantly proved by the form of the subpoena. 
How, then, were witnesses to know that they were 
sumrooned on the part of the United States, or 
the respondent? They could not know. There 
Were no circumstances gi which they could ac- 
quire such knowledge. The party did not serve 
his subpoenas in persoc, but they were all sent to 
the marshal of a given State. A number of them 
were taken out in blank, and sent to the marshals 
by post. The gentleman from Maryland has en- 
deavored to obviate the force of this fact, by in- 
forming us that a discrimination may be made, by 
the circumstance of the fact on which side the 
witnesses were sworn. True; but no gentleman 
knows better than himself that the witnesses sum- 
moned on one side, were, in some instances, sworn 
on the other; and he would call his recollection 
to the testimony given by Messrs. Tilghman and 
Rawle. 

[Mr. Nicuouson bere explained, and contested 
the fact. Mr. Earcy agreed that these two wit- 
nesses had been summoned both on the part of 
the prosecution and the respondent. ] 

Mr. Barty said, whether he was correct or not 
as to the particular cases he had alluded to, he 
was not mistaken as to the general fact. The 
gentleman from Maryland had endeavored to ob- 
viate the force of this argument in another way, 
by representing that the witnesses might be called 
on to swear on which side they were sworn. But 
this could not be done, but by the passage of some 
law on the subject. There was no authority 
which would justify the Secretary of the Senate 
in demanding such an oath, and if the cireum- 
stance could Le proved, there was no power, under 
any existing law, hy which the witnesses could 
recover a compensation for their attendance. 
They were compelled to attend—by whom? By 
a branch of this Legislature, on pain of imprison- 
ment incase of disubedience. Whence shall they 
be indemnified? Will any gentleman say they 
ean recover from the réspondent? If so, let them 
point to the law which authorizes such a recov- 


Some of 


This was a | cry. Will they say it can be had under the com- 


mon law? A majority of tnis House will not 
bear them out inthe argument. Wor it isa stand- 
ing principle with us, that the common law is not 
in force in the courts of the United States. But 
put this objection aside—how much shall they 
recover? Where is the law fixing their per diem 
allowance? There is a perfect chasm in the 
subject. i 

Mr. E. repeated that his opinion was governed 
by the peculiar circumstances of the case; by the 
omission of the Senate to insert in the subpena, 
on whose side the witnesses were summoned, or 
to provide for making any recovery from the ac- 
cused; or how much, and where the recovery 
should be made. He considered the witnesses 
summoned, owing to this omission. as being with- 
out a remedy, from which resulted the obligation 
on the part of the Government, as they made the 
omission, to provide a remedy. The gentleman 
from Maryland, in noticing the observations rela- 
tive to the practice of Virginia, stated. that if a 
similar reciprocity existed on impeachments, his 
objection to this bill in whole or in part would be 
done away. Mr. E. said, that in his opinion, this 
observation fortified the ground he had taken. If 
there were no reciprocity in this case, it was for 
want of a general provision. Let us then pass a 
law making this provision, and let it operate in 
all future cases. This would be equitable. But 
the want of reciprocity which arose with them- 
selves, was no ground for omitting to make the 
only provision for the witnesse%avhich the case 
allowed. When atthe last session, in consequence 
of the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, a com- 
mittee of conference had been appointed, he re- 
collected thata distinguished member of the other 
branch, now absent in consequence of an unfortu- 
nate accident, took this ground—that the subpœna 
did not distinguish on which side the witnesses 
were summoned, and made a proposition that the 
bill should be so modified as to place the allow- 
ance made to the witnesses of the respondent on 
this peculiar ground. This proposition did not 
then obtain, but Mr. E. was still for taking such 
a course. He hoped the amendment of the hon- 
orable SPEAKER would not prevail; in which case 
he would move, by way of preamble to the bill, 
what would place the allowance on the peculiat 
ground he had stated. and thus remove the objec- 
tions of the SPEAKER. 
Mr. Nicnotson made some explanation of 
what he had previously stated in regard to the 
practice of courts, and observed that a witness 
summoned on one side was not permitted to be 
sworn on the other, unti! he had been previously 
examined by the party summoning him. He also 
passed over the journal of impeachment, to show 


‘that the witnesses on the part of the prosecution 


had all been examined in the first instance, with 
a few exceptions, which were specially noted, be- 
fore those on the part of the respondent were 
called. ; 
Mr. Smilie, being of opinion that the question 
was not ripe for decision, moved that the Com 
mittee should rise and ask leave to sit again. 
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Trade with St. Domingo. 


Hort. 


This motion having prevailed, the Committee | Mr. ALSToNn moved to strike oui the section. 


rose, and the House adjourned. 


- Monpay, February 24. 

A new member, to wit: Evan ALEXANDER, 
returned to serve as a member of this House, for 
the State of North Carolina, in the place of Na- 
thaniel Alexander, appointed Governor of the 


said State, appeared, produced his credentials, was |: 


qualified, and took his seat in the House. 
On motion, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Of- 
fice and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into 
the expediency of making provision, by law, for 
defraying the expense, and compensating the ser- 
vices of Isaac Briggs, in exploring the country, 
and ascertaining the most eligible route for the 
mail between the State of Georgia and the city of 
New Orleans; and that they have leave to report 
by bill. or otherwise. 

Mr. Lets, from the committee appointed on the 
seventh instant, “to inquire into the expediency 
of amending the standing rules and orders of the 
House, so far as to prescribe the mode of keeping 
the journals,” made a report thereon; which was 
read, and referred to a Committee of the whole 
House to-morrow. 

Mr. CrowninsHieLp, from the Committee of 
Commerce and Manufactures, presented a bill for 
establishing trading-houses with the Indian tribes, 
which was read, and committed to a Committee 
of the whole House on Thursday next. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill to amend an act, entitled 
“An act concerning the Library for the use of 
both Houses of Congress.” The bill was reported 
with several amendments thereto; which were 
severally twice read, and agreed to by the House. 

Ordered, That the said bill, with the amend- 
tients, be engrossed, and read the third time to- 
morrow. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed the bill, entitled “An 
act declaring the consent of Congress to an act 
of the State of Pennsylvania, entitled ‘An act to 
empower the Board of Wardens for the port of 
Philadelphia, to collect a certain duty on ton- 
nage, for the purposes therein mentioned,” with 
an amendment; to which they desire the coneur- 
rence of this House. 


INTERCOURSE WITH ST. DOMINGO. 


. Mr. Stoan called for the third reading of the 
bill laying a tax on slaves. 

‘Mr. Earty.—I wish to postpone the further con- 
sideration of this bill till Thursday next. We 
have received a bill from the Senate, stopping all 
intercourse with St. Domingo, which demands 
our prompt attention. 

It was moved to postpone till the Ist of June— 
ayes 23. It was then carried, to. postpone till 
Thursday next. The bill from the Senate, sus- 
pending intercourse with &t. Domingo, was then 
fAalled up. 

_ Qa reading the section which confines the non- 
intercourse to one year, 


Mr. Harty.—lI hope that motion will not pre- 
vail. -The Congress must be again in session pre~ 
vious to`the end of the year, and ean do as they 
please. If any alteration should be made, it is 
probable that it will be several weeks before the 
biil passes, as amended, through the Senate; it is 
high time this bill was passed; such a bill ought 
to have passed long ago. 

Mr, Auston.—I have no doubt but that the 


: Senate will agree to the amendment in ten min- 


utes. I prefer leaving it to the President, who, 
by the next section, is authorized to restore the 
intercourse, if he thinks proper. 

Mr. Nicnotson.—I can see no possible reason 
for retaining this section. 

Mr. Cray.—I have understood that many of 
the Senate voted in favor of this bill on account 
of the limitation. We know not what will be 
the different situation, previous to the end uf the 
year. I hope the bill will pass without any alter- 
ation. 

Mr. E_mer.—The limitation does not touch the 
principle of the bill, I hope the motion will not 
prevail. 

Mr. CRowNINSHIELD.—The bill ought to have 
some limitation. Why leave it to the President? 
Let us open the intercourse or continue the non- 
intercourse ourselves, as we think proper. 

Mr. Jacxson.—It gives the President too much 
responsibility ; the restoring the intercourse may 
be the occasion of war. J prefer modifying the 
motion so as to insert three years, instead of one. 

Mr. Coox.—This isan act of experiment; we 
know not what will be the situation of St. Domin- 
go within a year. 

The motion was not carried—ten only for it. 
The Committee of the Whole agreed to the bill, 
and rose. The House immediately took it up. 

Mr. Nicnorson thought the security required 
by the bill for the faithful performance of a voy- 
age, was not sufficient. He, therefore, moved to 
amend the bill, by adding “ with such security as 
the collector shall approve.” 

Mr. Bipwetu.—The ground on which the gen- 
tleman from Maryland has moved his amend- 
ment, does not exist. By the first section of the 
bill, the vessel and cargo are both forfeited, if the 
vessel be voluntarily carried to the ports of St. 
Domingo. And where is the propriety or need of 
imposing this duty on the collectcrs? 

Mr. Nicnotson.—If we are sincere in our dec- 
larations, let us make the bill so strong that the 
intercourse will be stopped. If weare inclined to 
favor the revolt of the blacks in St. Domingo, let 
us make the bill such that it cannot stop the in- 
tercourse. If weare enemies to the revolters, let 
us make the provisions of the bill such as that 
they cannot be eluded; as that the intercourse 
will effectually be stopped. 

Mr. J. Cuay wished that, instead of such secu- 
rity as the coilector shall approve, a certain sum 
should be mentioned. He thought $50,000 ought 
te be the ultimatum of the security required, 

Mr. Jacxson.—I have beheld with grief, and 
with resentment, the continuauce of this dishon- 
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orable, this nefarious trade. It is quite time to 
put an end to.it. I do not think the securities 
sufficient. The vessel and cargo are liable to for- 
feiture, but suppose the yessel and cargo are both 
sold in St. Domingo; where, then, is the secu- 
rity ? 

Mr. Nicuorson moved to postpone the bill till 
to-morrow. 

Mr. Eppes. We are called on by a nation 
friendly to us to put a stop to this infamous and 
nefarious traffic. It is time to do it; let us pass 
the billat once. 

Mr. Lets.—It will be neither to please France, 
nor to gratify Monsieur Talleyrand, who may 
have said this trade was improper, that I shall 
act. The bill has come to the House but to-day, 
and is it proper to hasten its passage, before we 
can have time to examine its features? It wants 
amendments. I am for postponing, for the pur- 
pose of introducing them. 

Mr. BipweLi was opposed to the postponement; 
Messrs, NıcuoLson, CLAY, and CROWNINSHIELD, 
advocated it. It was carried—57 to 53. 


AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION. 


Mr. J. Ranpoupu observed that some time had 
elapsed since he gave notice that he should call 
up his resolution for amending the Constitution 
of the United States. The state of his health had 
not admitted of his taking his seat before this day. 
He therefore availed himself of the first opportu- 
nity to move that the House should resolve itself 
into a Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, with the view of taking that resolution 
into consideration. 

Mr. Masters moved a postponement. 

The Srraxer said there could be no postpone- 
ment of a subject referred to a Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, as it was in 
order every day to take up business so referred. 

Mr. J. Ranvowpn said, if gentlemen were un- 
prepared, he had no objection to waive his call 
until to-morrow. 

The Speaker remarked that there could be no 
debate on the priority of business. 

Mr. Connan moved to discharge the Commit- 
tee of the Whole from the further consideration 
of the resolution. He said he would briefly as- 
sign his reasons for this motion. The session had 
progressed, and the season was fast approaching 
when every man of agricultural pursuits would 
be anxious to attend to them, unless detained by 
important business. He did not believe the pro- 
posed amendment to the Constitution so import- 
ant as to require immediate attention. He hoped, 
therefore, that it would be postponed until the 
next session, and that the way would thereby be 
paved for transacting the important national busi- 
ness that claimed their earliest attention. 

The Speaker said the first question was on 
the House resolving itself intoa Committee of the 
Whole. i 

The question was taken on this motion, and 
carried— yeas 61. 

Mr. Greca was called to the Chair, and the 
resolution having been read, as follows: 


Resolved, by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America, in Congress as- 
sembled, two-thirds of both Houses concurring, That 
the following article be submitted to the Legislatures 
of the several States, which, when ratified and con- 
firmed by the Legislatures of three-fourths of the said 
States, shall be valid and binding as a part of the Con- 
stitution of the United States: 

The Judges of the Supreme and all other Courts of 
the United States shall be removed from office by the 
President, on the joint address of both Houses of Con- 
gress requesting the same. 

The Committee divided on agreeing to it, with- 
out debate—yeas 51, nays 55. 

The Committee then rose, and reported their 
disagreement to the resolution. 
` The House having agreed to consider the re- 

ort— 

p Mr. J. Ranporru called for the taking the yeas 
and nays on the question of concurrence. 

Mr. Cuarx moved a postponement of the con- 
sideration of the report to the third Monday of 
March, merely with the yiew of making it give 
place to more important business, which he said 
must be attended to. He said he had voted 
against the resolution, not because he was inimi- 
cal to the principle involved in it. With a small 
modification, he should be in favor of it; and he 
hoped the period was not distant when, with such 
a modification, it would become a part of the 
Constitution. . 

Mr. J. Ranvoips hoped a postponement to so 
distant a day would not prevail. He was himself. 
desirous that it should be postponed for a few 
days, in order to give notice to the House, that 
there might be a full vote on what he considered 
a most important measure. He appeared in this 
instance, as in many others, to be in a state. of 
profound error. The amendment, or deterioration 
of the Constitution, he had always considered to 
be a point of the greatest importance. But now, 
judging by the opinions of gentlemen, it seemed 
to be of lesser importance than the laying a duty 
of one or two per cent., to continue but for two or 
three years. It has, said Mr. R., been a subject 
of extreme concern to me, though not myself 
able to attend to the public business, to find, on 
inquiring daily of my colleagues, that the House 
has refused to do any business, because on a future 
day they expected some important business to 
come before them. I understand that a very im 
portant resolution of a gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, on a business so generally denominated the 
Yazoo as to require no other name, was postpon- 
ed on the same ground that my colleague now 
wishes the resolution under consideration post- 
poned. If there is such important business to 
transact, in God’s name, why not progress 1n it? 
But notwithstanding this immensely important 
business, which serves as an excuse for doing 
nothing, we make no progress in it, if by it Tam 
to understand the state of our foreign relations. 1 
have no wish, nor do I intend to allude to any- 
thing which passed while we were sitting in con- 
clave. But I did hope, when one or two mem- 
bers, who were represented as the only hindran- 
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ces to the despatch of business, were withdrawn 
from the House for one or two weeks, everything 
would have been completed. I expected the 
adoption of very different measures towards Great 
Britain. Instead of this, I find nothing done. And 
now, when an amendment to the Constitution is 
brought forward, which is allowed to be very im- 
portant, and when the resolution of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania is called up, we are told 
by gentlemen, we cannot attend to these subjects; 
there is important business which we expect to 
have at some future day before us, and therefore 
we are determined in the interim to do nothing. 
One word as to the remark of the gentleman on 
my. left, (Mr. Conran.) He belongs to a class of 
men which I highly respect, for the plain reason, 
that I belong to it myself. He says, the time is ap- 
proaching when every man engaged in agricul- 
tural pursuits must be anxious to go home, and 
therefore he does not wish at present to act on the 
resolution I have laid on your table. True; but 
when men, be they agricultural, mechanical, or 
of any other profession, undertake any business, 
it is their duty to go through with it at every 
hazard. Ido not know a man in the House who 
has suffered more than the individual who now 
addresses you by his attendance here, and if I 
‘could have found an apology in my own mind, I 
should long since have been gone. If the situa- 
tion of affairs warranted it, I should be willing to 
adjourn for two or three months. But I never 
>n Gan agree to amont in the present perilous state 
of affairs, and leave the country to a blind and 
fortuitous destiny. I must first see something 
‘like land, some foot-hold, something like certain- 
ty; instead of a political chaos, without form or 
„body. Before I consent to go home, J must see 
something like a safe and honorable issue to our 
differences with foreign Powers; and I must see, 
T hope, another thing—something like an attempt 
‘to bring the Constitution of this people back to 
the principles on which this Administration came 
dnto power. I take this proposition, and that of 
‘the gentleman from Maryland, (Mr. Nicnotson,) 
to. be two important means of bringing that Ad- 
ministration back to those principles. My friend 
¿from Virginia says, he expects, at a future period, 
"sto obtain this reform. I fear, if delay be permit- 
‘ted, that we shall get into the situation of another 
deliberative assembly, of which every member 
“agrees that reform is necessary, but that the present 
is not the accepted time. Lam afraid that we are 
‘dn this situation already. I believe it, because I 
see it. It is a most fortunate circumstance that 
we made hay while the sun shone; that we got 
in the harvest at the first session of the seventh 
‚Congress; that we did away the midnight Judi- 
‘ciary and the internal taxes. If those institutions 

` ‘were now standing, I believe they would be as 
impregnable as any part of the system around 
which gentlemen affect to rally. I believe it, be- 
‘-eause I believe appointments would have their 
= effect. Yes, it is but too true, that patriots, in 
Opposition, are as apt to become courtiers in pow- 
“eY, as courtiers in power are fond of becoming 
patriots in opposition. So far, then, from wishing 


to postpone this measure, I believe that delay will 
only serve to enhance the difficulty of obtaining 
it. Itisa maxim laid down by every man that 
has written on national policy, that those abuses 
which are left untouched in the period of a revo- 
lution, are sanctified by time, and remain as the 
nest-eges of future corruption, until they compel 
a nation, either to sweep them away, or to sink 
beneath them. This, without any exception, is 
the history of all corruptions; and those corrup- 
tions and abuses, not reformed at the first session 
of the seventh Congress, what has become of 
them? Have they been suffered to sléep? If 
they have, is it not to be apprehended that they 
will rise refreshed from their slumbers with gigan- 
tic strength ? Fortunate it was that, at the first 
session of the seventh Congress the midnight Ju- 
diciary and the internal taxes were done away ; 
and it would likewise have been fortunate, if 
another measure had been attended toat the same 
time. It would have been, in my firm persuasion, 
very different in its issue from that which it has 
been. If the great culprit, whose judicial crimes 
or incapacity had called for legislative punish- 
ment under the Constitution, and which have 
given rise to the motion now before us, had been 
accused at the first session of the seventh Con- 
ress, that accusation would have had a very dif- 
erent issue. And why? Because itis perfectly 
immaterial what a man’s crimes are—every day 
that elapses between their commission and the 
time he is called to answer, lessens the detesta- 
tion and horror felt for them, and, of coure, en- 
hances the value of his chance of an escape from 
punishment. Iam persuaded that, inthe remarks 
I have offered, I have been hurried into some ob- 
servations that do not strictly belong to it. Yet 
these remarks furnish a sound reason for not de- 
ferring the proposition until the ume moved b 
my colleague. I hope, therefore, the House will 
reject the postponement until the third Monday 
of March, and that a postponement will take place 
to some time when the House shall be fuller, 
when a decision can be made after mature reflec- 
tion. For, truly, as to the provision under the 
Constitution, can any man beso mad or foolish as 
to think of again trying it? 1 consider the de- 
cision of the last session as having established 
this principle—that an officer of the United States 
may act in as corrupt a manner as he pleases, 
without there being any Constitutional provision 
to call him to an account. 

Mr. Greca.—I feel but little concerned as to the 
fate of this motion. I am ready at any time to 
give my vote on the resolution. As it now stands, 
I shall vote against it; but modified, as I have 
seen it in the hands of a gentleman from Virginia, 
I shall vote for it. But my principal reason for 
rising, is to say that a great part of the censure 
cast on the House by the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia for not meeting the national business, is 
proper and applicable; and I regret that it is so. 


But if the gentleman reflects on the subject, he 


will acknowledge that a great part of the delay 
whieh has occurred, attaches to himself. I, four 
weeks ago, submitted a resolution to the House 
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on some points of dispute between one of the bel- 
ligerent nations and the United States; I was 
anxious that it should be taken up and promptly 
decided, one way or another. The gentleman 
from Virginia then ealled for certain statements 
from the Treasury, which he considered as hav- 
ing a bearing on the subject. Under that im- 
pression the consideration of the resolution was 
deferred from day to day; and the statements 
have not yet been received. I stated, at the 
time, that these statements could have no influ- 
ence on my vote; but other gentlemen said, 
they would influence theirs. Tregret that we have 
fot been able to go on with this business. Ido 
not know how lung we are to be kept in this par- 
alytic state. If the gentleman who has called for 
the statements, and other gentlemen will agree, I 
am prepared at once, to go into an examination 
of the subject. But, as the gentleman from Vir- 

inia was the first to embark the House in this 
call, I bope he will take a part of the censure to 
himself. 

Mr. Smurire.—Iam sorry the motion of postpone- 
ment has been made. 1 do not know any other 
time better than the present for the discussion of 
this subject. Tt isa subject of the last importance 
to the peace and happiness of the United States. 
Lam a friend to an amendment of the Constitu- 
tion relative to the Judiciary department. Whe- 
ther that offered is the best that can be made, or 
whether it is going too far, I cannot determine 
until the subject shall have been investigated in 
this House. For my part, I am so sensible that 
that part of the Constitution which relates to the 
power of impeachment is a nullity, that I see the 
utmost necessity for an amendment, From what 
we have seen, I do religiously believe that we 
cannot convict any man on an impeachment. 
‘I'he resolution before you goes to place the Judges 
of the United States on the same independent 
footing with those of Great Britain; hether 
our situation requires that they should stand upon 
higher ground, is a proper abject for discussion. 
Lam rather inclined to think they ought not. It 
is contended, it is true, that, as they have, accord- 
ing to the opinion of some gentlemen, the right of 
sitting in judgment on our laws, they uught to be 
placed beyond the reach of a majority of Con- 

ress. This subject must, at some time or other, 

considered, and some amendment in the Con- 
stitution must take place. When the delays and 
various vexations, attendant on an impeachment, 
are considered, it will be evident that they will 
generally discourage the House from taking this 
step; and when it is likewise considered that a 


conviction can only take place on the votes of- 


two-thirds of the Senate, let gentlemen say whe- 
ther there is any chance of making the Constitu- 
tional provision effectual. I despair of it, With 
regard to the particular modification which may 
be given to this resolution, that is another thing. 
sincerely wish the House would take it up and 
consider tt without apy great delay. 

Mr. Cuark.—l hope my colleague will do me 
the justice to believe that I have not made this 
tnotion from hostility to his resulution. With a 


i 


small modification, 1 am decidedly for it. I as- 
sure him it did not require the remarks he has 
made to-day, to show the insvfficiency of the pres- 
ent system. Of that I had satisfactory proof the 
last year. But I doubt whether the résolution, in 
its present state, is correct. I do hope that my 
colleague will give ita little more consideration, 
and Lassure him I shall be happy to harmonize 
with him. Io the decision by a mere majority, 
the scales of justice are so hear an equilibriam, 
that it is doubtful often to which side justice iù- 
clines. I. therefore, think there ought to be some 
modification of the principle contained in the res- 
olution. ButI principally wish the postponement 
to prevail, that the House may act on resolutions 
which I conceive all-important to the whole coun- 
try, and peculiarly so to that part of the commu- 
nity represented by my colleague and myself. 
Every day’s delay increases the diffculty and 
urges on the ruin that menaces them. It is well 
known that there is not the best harmony between 
the merchants and planters. It is at all times the 
interest of the former to buy produce as cheap as 
they can, and never was there a better scheme 
for speculation to them than that furnished by 
the resolutions on our table. How easy it is for 
them to convince the planter that there will bea 
suppression of intercourse, and that his produce 
will be soon worth nothing. These are the effects 
that I wish to prevent. My colleague will do me 
the justice to believe that I have had no hand in 
the procrastination. I have offered no project. 
With regard to the proposed amendment to the 
Constitution, I repeat it, I am in favor of it, with 
a small modification. Nor dol wish it postponed 
for any great length of time. I have no idea of 
leaving that to be done by our children which we 
ought to do ourselves. But let us, in the first in- 
stance, proceed to the most important business. 
Let not my colleague authorize gentlemen to say 
that, to prevent an attention to it, he interposed his 
favorite scheme. I have another reason for this 
postponement: There is no reason for acting on 
an amendment to the Constitution instantane- 
ously. Most of the State Legislatures, before 
whom it must be carried before it is a pet of the 
Constitution, have broken up, and will not meet 
again till the Fall. If, therefore, an amendment 
be passed at any time during the session, it will 
answer. 

Mr. Masters moved a postponement of the 
resolution indefinitely, for which he concisely as- 
signed his reasons. 

Mr. Bepincer called for the 
this motion. 

Mr. Finocey said he was against the indefinite 
postponement of the subject, though in favor of 
its being postponed a short time. He thought it 
was a subject which ought to be fully investiga- 
ted. He was decidedly in favor of the object of 
the resolution, but in a different form. 

Mr. Conran was in favor of the indefinite post- 
ponement of the resolution. He did not think the 
subject ought to be acted upon at this session. He 
was not unfriendly to the principle, but he never 
cuuld consent that a bare majority of Congress 


yeas and nays on 
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should have the power to remove a judge. 
amendment was so framed as to give the Presi- 
dent a discretionary power to remove a judge on 
the address of a majority of the two Houses, and 
to make the removal imperative on the vote of 
two-thirds, he might be for it, At any rate he 
thought it best to postpone the subject until the 
next session. 

Mr. J. RanpoLrpas.—I am perfectly convinced 
of the correctness and purity of the motives of my 
colleague on all subjects, and wherever I differ 
from him in opinion I always consider ita mis- 
fortune. But I have principally risen to plead 
guilty to the charge of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, which is, that I would not act on his mo- 
tion without any information on it. I confess the 
fact. There is, however, one circumstance that 
strikes my mind as of some force. What is there 
to prevent our discussing the business, and when 
there shall be occasion to take up business of 
greater national importance, dispensing with that 
which may be before us. I ask whether, if we 
: had taken up this resolution or that of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, we should not have had 
ample time for discussion before the information 
called for shall be received from the Secretary of 
the Treasury ; and if we have not the right, at 
any time, to make less important give way to 
more important business? Is not this the course 
which every man pursues in the management of 
his private affairs? Are we to sit here, without 
receiving information from the Secretary of the 
: Treasury, doing nothing? I am as anxious as 
` any man for a decision of the question implicated 
in‘several of the resolutions laid on our table, and 
‘or a good reason. My tobacco is unsold. I feel 
the full force of the observations of my colleague. 
I know that these resolutions have already given 
rise to much nefarious speculation. When | called 
for information, I had no idea of the time it would 
: -take to get it; and had I been apprized of it, I do 
: Rot know. whether I should not have preferred act- 
ing.in.the dark to waiting for it. 

“There is another reason why I wish this sub- 
ject (amendment tothe Constitution) taken up at 
: this session. When I offered this resolution at 
the last session, it was said to be too near the close 

of. the session to act upon it—this was acknow- 
ledged. But, it was said, print it and let it go 
= abroad. This has been done. But the reason for 
` which I wish it acted upon this session is, that 
the elections intervene between this and the next 
session. Gentlemen may say what they please 
of.the principle of quamdiu bene se gesserit, but I 
believe if the members of this House held their 
seats.for seven years, their conduct would not be 
the same as it is under the present tenure. I wish 
- to recur to that good old principle that sends the 
Representative back to render an account of his 
> actions to his constituents. After the next elec- 
tion gentlemen will obtain credit for two years 
—Maore of good behaviour. I believe my friend 
“from Virginia will allow this to be a good reason 
< against a postponement. 

_-But Lam told this amendment comes forward 
ina yery questionable shape; that, indeed, itis no 
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But this is the 
first time Lever knewa legislative body refuse 
to act on a proposition barely because it may re- 
quire same amendment, If there are any parts 
of the proposition exceptionable, while the prin- 
ciple is correct, why not amend them? I con- 
fess this thing is beyond my depth. {f cannot see 
into it. IT cannot fathom it. As gentlemen have 
stated the substance of the resolution as a reason 
for its postponement, I will state its substance ‘as 
a reason for nol postponing it. One gentleman 
says he will not consent that poe judges shall bold 
their offices subject to the will of a bare majority 
of the two Houses. But does not everything of 
importance depend on them? Do they not ap- 
propriate millions? Do they not hold the purse 
and the sword? Or do gentlemen think the wool- 
sack more important? ‘his is most indubitably 
the case; and I wish to hear any reasoning against 
giving efficiency to the will of a majority that 
does not approximate the doctrine of the Polish 
veto. There can be noreason for this distinction. 
And, so far from there being danger of this power 
being abused, the experience of all Governments 
holds me out in saying that there is greater dan- 
ger that the power will not be exercised than that 
it will be abused. For this plain reason: It would 
require some overt aet of notorious misconduct, 
or an equally notorious imbecility of mind or 
body, to justify any man in giving such a vote, 
It is a point of extreme delicacy to give It; and 
though some men might. I trust a majority of 
both branches never would give sich a vote for 
light and frivolous reasons But it may be thought 
that, as in all free Governments there are parties, 
a triumphant party would turn out the judges ta 
get into their places. This would be a most hu- 
miliating effect. But on what is the probability 
of such an effect founded? How are the turners 
out to be turned in? Have they the power to 
appoint themselves to office? No. And from 
our experience heretofore, no such inference can 
be drawn. There is no probability of one tri- 
umpbant faction putting down avother to get 
their offices. Because a triumphant faction could 
not rise to power but at the will of a majority 3 
and although they might take offices away from 
others, they could not bestow them upon them- 
selves. But suppose they did? It would be for 
the first and last time. It would be a struggle be- 
tween oftice-hunters and the people; and I believe 
all the experience we have heretofore had shows 
that this description of men are too prone to 
union for the public to sustain either profit or loss 
from their divisions. But if in this opinion I am 
in error, I would recur back to my first principle 
to support me. Is the power to remove a judge 
more impurtant than the power of declaring war, 
of laying taxes, and of effecting various other 
national objects? This is a doctrine to me totally 
unintelligible. 

Mr. Surure observed that he regretted that the 
motion for an indefinite postponement had been 
made, as it was equivalent to a rejection of the 
resolution. 

The question was then taken, by yeas and nays, 
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on an indefinite postponement, and passed in the 
negative—years 42, nays 81, as follows: 

Veas—Willis Alston, jun., Barnabas Bidwell, Pha- 
nuel Bishop, James M. Broom, Martin Chittenden, 
Frederick Conrad, Orchard Cook, Richard Cutts, Sam- 
uel W. Dana, Ezra Darby, John Davenport, jun., Peter 
Early, Caleb Ellis, Ebenezer Elmer, William Ely, 
James Fisk, Seth Hastings, William Helms, David 
Hough, Joseph Lewis, jun., Henry W. Livingston, 
Josiah Masters, Jonathan O. Mosely, Gurdon S. Mum- 
ford, Jeremiah Nelson, Timothy Pitkin, jun., John 
Pugh, Josiah Quincy, Martin G. Schuneman, John 
Cotton Smith, William Stedman, Lewis B. Sturges, 
Samuel Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Samuel Ten- 
ney, Thomas W. Thompson, Killian K. Van Rens- 
selaer, Joseph B. Varnum, Daniel C. Verplanck, Pe- 
leg Wadsworth, Eliphalet Wickes, and Nathan Wil- 
liams. 

Nays—-Evan Alexander, Isaac Anderson, David 
Bard, Joseph Barker, Burwell Basset, George M. Bed- 
inger, William Blackledge, John Blake, jun., Thomas 
Blount, Robert Brown, John Boyle, William Butler, 
George W. Campbell, John Campbell, Levi Casey, 
John Chandler, John Claiborne, Christopher Clark, 
Joseph Clay, Matthew Clay, George Clinton, jun., Ja- 
cob Crowninshield, John Dawson, William Dickson, 
Elias Earle, James Elliot, John W. Eppes, William 
Findley, John Fowler, James M. Garnett, Peterson 
Goodwyn, Andrew Gregg, Isaiah L. Green, Silas Hal- 
sey, John Hamilton, David Holmes, John G. Jackson, 

alter Jones, Thomas Kenan, Michael Leib, Matthew 
> Lyon, Duncan McFarland, Patrick Magruder, Robert 
Marion, William McOreery,. David Meriwether, Ni- 
cholas R. Moore, Thomas Moore, Jeremiah Morrow, 
John Morrow, Thomas Newton, jun., Joseph H. Ni- 
cholson, Gideon Olin, John Randolph, Thomas M. 
Randolph, John Rea of Pennsylvania, John Rhea of 
Tennessee, Jacob Richards, John Russell, Peter Sailly, 
Thomas Sammons, Thomas Sandford, Ebenezer Sea- 
ver, James Sloan, John Smilie, John Smith, Samuel 
Smith, Henry Southard, Thomas Spalding, Richard 
Stanford, Joseph Stanton, David Thomas, Uri Tracy, 
Matthew Walton, John Whitehill, Robert Whitehill, 
David R. Williams, Marmaduke Williams, Alexander 
Wilson, Richard Winn, and Thomas Wynns. 

Mr. Cuark then varied his motion so as to 
pospone the resolution to the second Monday in 

arch. 

Mr. J. Cuay said he wished the gentleman 
would withdraw his motion, and move a post- 
ponement till next Monday. He was very sensi- 

le of the importance of the subject, and was only 
sorry that there was not a prospect of obtaining a 
Constitutional ey in favor of the resolution. 
Mr. C. said they had been told by his colleague 
(Mr. Conran) that he was ready to vest the Pres- 
ident with a discretionary power to remove a 
judge on the address of the two Houses. But if 
the gentleman had attended to the polities of his 
own State he would have seen the impropriety of 
such authority; the consequence of which was 
that a judge, whose removal had been requested 
by the two branches of the Legislature, actually 
held his place at the discretion of the Governor. 
The other alternative his colleague had suggested 
was worse than the present provision, as at pre- 
sent a majority of one branch and two-thirds of 
the other were sufficient to remove a judge. Mr. 


C. concluded by expressing a hope that the gen- 
tleman from Virginia would agree to a postpone- 
ment till next Monday. 

Mr. Cark said he had no objection. 

The question was then put, and the postpone- 
ment to Monday next carried. 


PLURALITY OF OFFICES. 


Mr. J. Ranvoupn.—I beg leave to submit a 
motion tothe House—a very important motion— 
which at present I only mean to lay on the table. 
The Constitution of the United States has pro- 
vided that no person holding an office under the 
Government of the United States shall be capa- 
ble of holding a seat in either House of Congress. 
But as the best things are liable to corruption, and 
as we are told the corruption of the best things is 
always the worst, so the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States has received in practice a construction 
which in my judgment the text never did and 
does not warrant, but which, if warranted by the 
text, is totally repugnant to the spirit of that instru- 
ment, which, composed of the jarring interests of 
the different States, and settled on the basis of ` 
compromise, gave birth toa Government of re- 
sponsibility, without influence, without patronage, 
without abuse, without privileges, attached to any 
individual, class, or order of men. It could not 
have been the object of such an instrument, that 
while a man holding an office not exceeding the 
value of fifty dollars should be excluded from a seat 
in this House, a contractor living on the fat of the 
land should be capable under the Constitution of 
holding one. Look through the whole of the Con-. 
stitution, and say where such a privilege is to be, 
found. You find there the single principle of 
republicanism, that he who has the influence de- 
rived from power and money shall not havea place 
in the council of the nation—that placemen and 
pensioners shall not come on this floor. While 
this principle scrupulously excludes men holding 
responsible offices—men known to the whole 
world—shall it be considered as permitting con- 
tractors to creep in through the crevices of the 
Constitution, and devour the goods of the people? 
Such a departure from the spirit, if not from the 
letter of the Constitution—such a gross evasion of 
principle—calls aloud for remedy. Can a man 
who holds a contract for fifty or an hundred thou- 
sand dollars give an independent vote on this floor? 
If so, why not admit the Chief Justice and other 
high officers under the Government toa seat here? 
Is it for any other reason, but that the Constitu- 
tion will not permit the influence derived from 
office to operate here ? 

The Constitution may be tried by another test. 
It was made for the good of the people under it, 
and not for those who administer it. It was never 
intended to be made a job of, and I hope it never 
will be suffered by the people.to be made a job of. 
I think it is contrary to the tenor of the Constitu- 
tion to hold a plurality of office. We sometime 
since received a petition from a learned institu- 
tion to exempt books imported by them from duty. 
What did we say on that occasion? We said, no; 
we cannot exempt your books from duty. All 
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must conform to the laws. There is no man too 
high or too low for them. The same measure 
must be meted to all. To my extreme surprise, I 
see a practice even more repugnant to the spirit of 
the Constitution than a contractor sitting in Con- 
gress; and that is, an union of civil and military 
authority in one person—an union more fatal toa 
free nation than the union of Executive, Legisla- 
tive, and Judicial powers. 

Having made these remarks, Mr. R. offered the 
following resolutions, which were referred to a 
Committee of the whole House on Tuesday next: 


« Whereas it is provided by the sixth section of the 
first article of the Constitution of the United States, 
that ‘no person holding any office under the United 
States shall be a member of either House of Congress 
during his continuance in office ; therefore, 

“l. Resolved, That a contractor under the Govern- 
ment of the United States is an officer within the pur- 
view and meaning of the Constitution, and, as such, is 
incapable of holding a seat in this House. 

“2. Resolved, That the union of a plurality of offices 
in the person of a single individual, but more especially 

+ of the military with the civil authority, is repugnant to 
the spirit of the Constitution of the United States, and 
` tends to the introducing of an arbitrary Government. 
«3. Resolved, That provision ought to be made by 
law to render any officer in the Army or Navy of the 
“> United States incapable of holding any civil office under 
‘the United States.” 


Tuespay, February 25. 


: An engrossed bill to amend the act, entitled 

“An act concerning the Library for the use of 
«both, Houses of Congress,” was read the third 
time, and passed. 

-The House proceeded to consider the amend- 
-Ment proposed by the Senate to the bill declaring 
“the consent of Congress to an act of the State of 
Pennsylvania, entitled “An act to empower the 
Board of Wardens for the port of Philadelphia, 
to collect a certain duty on tonnage, for the pur- 
poses therein mentioned :” Whereupon, 

“>. Resolved, That this House doth agree to the 
“said amendment. 

~; Ordered, That the said bill, with the amend- 
“ment, be engrossed, and read the third time to- 
morrow. 


MILITARY LAND WARRANTS. 


“Mr. Jackson called for the bill to continue in 
force an act, entitled “An act authorizing the 
Secretary of War to issue military land warrants, 
and for other purposes.” The bill was gone 
through with in the Committee of the Whole in 
à few minutes, and the House immediately took 
itup. After debating about one hour whether to 
postpone or recommit the bill, 

Mr. Stoan said—I have listened attentively 
to the arguments pro and con relative to a recom- 
mitment. One argument in favor of a recommit- 
‘ment, I must adduce, which, I am confident, can 
~"be considered no otherwise than conclusive; we 

“were, last week, out of business, we may be so 

again; but, by thus playing back and forth, by 

committing, recalling, and recommitting, we shall 


have something to do, and keep out of the evils 
of idleness. ; 
Ordered; That the said bill, with the amend- 
A be engrossed, and read the third time to- 
ay. 
DANISH BRIG HENRICK. 


Mr. J. C. Smıru called up the bill for enabling 
the President to make restitution to the Govern- 
ment of Denmark, for the capture and condemna- 
tion of the Danish brigantine Henrick and cargo. 
She had been captured by a French privateer. in 
1799, and soon after captured by the American 
armed ship, the Pickering, and was condemned 
and sold, contrary to law, it being neutral prop- 
erty. 

Mr. Smirx moved to fill the blank with forty 
thousand dollars. 

Mr. CrowninsHicLp opposed the bill; and Mr, 
J.C. Smiru defended and explained. Passed to 
a third reading for to-morrow—71 in the afirma- 
tive. 


INTERCOURSE WITH ST. DOMINGO. 


Mr. Harty called up the bill prohibiting inter- 
course with St. Domingo. 

Mr. NicHoLson moved, (to try the sense of the 
House, whether they really wish to make the pro- 
visions of the bill so secure as to prove effectual 
in stopping the intercourse, ) that the owner should 
be bound in one or more sufficient surety or sure- 
ties, to the satisfaction of the collector of the dis- 
trict. If merchants ask protection of us, they 
must agree to such prohibitions and exactions as 
we propose. There are many ways by which the 
law may be eluded ; by fraud and by bankruptcy ; 
by increasing the number of securities, and the 
sum of the bonds, we diminish the chances of 
evading the law. All our disputes with other 
countries, (except the detention of the Western 
posts,) have arisen from our commercial affairs ; 
the Government has expended fifteen or twenty 
million of dollars, in the erection and maintenance 
of a navy to support commerce. Can it, then, be 
considered a hardship that Government should 
demand ample security? Cannot the honest and. 
respectable merchant obtain it with ease ? 

Mr. Epres.—l am opposed to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Maryland. No law 
can prevent the evasion of our merchants, if they 
are determined to trade with the inhabitants of 
that island. 

Mr. CrowninsnieELp.—I am decidedly opposed 
to the amendment. If the bill passes, as I under- 
stand it, there must be a liability to double for- 
feiture ; the vessel and cargo are forfeited, if de- 
tected on their passage home from St. Domingo, 
and the bond is also forfeited. The bill as itnow 
stands will prove extremely burdensome to the 
commerce of our country; the burdens are heavy 
and unnecessary. I think Ishould vote fcr the 
bill were it divested of the burdensome exactions. 
But, pass what law you please, you canuot stop 
the intercourse between citizens of the United 
States and the inhabitants of St. Domingo. If 
they cannot trade directly from the United States 
they will remove to some of the West India 
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islands and continue the intercourse, or the inter- 


course will be continued by agents in those. 


islands. But, I fear the effect the passing this 
law may have on the inhabitantsof that island. I 
fear that, in the spirit of resentment, when they 
hear of the passage of this bill, they will turn to 
a nation of pirates, as it respects us; and that you 
will either be obliged to send a fleet into the West 
India seas, for the protection of your commerce, 
or be obliged to see it sacrificed. I know-not why 
it is necessary for us, at this time, to pass any bill 
on the subject. I know not why France should 
wish sucha bill. France will herself, probably, 
be a loser by its passing. I think we havea right 
to trade with the inhabitants of that island. Sap- 
pose the inhabitants of Jamaica, or the black and 
white inhabitants of any other 

Mr. Baruy asked if the gentleman was in 
order ? 

Mr. CROWNINSHIELD.—PIl stop if the Speaker 
so decides, or if any gentleman in the House 
wishes it. 

The Sreaxer.—The gentleman will proceed, 
if he pleases. 

Mr. Crowninsurteip.—I had but a word to say. 
Suppose, sir, there should be a revolt in the Bast 
Indies. and Exgland should interdict our trade 
with Calcutta, with Madras, &c.,should we obey ? 
But I will aot enlarge. I sincerely hope the bill 
will not pass. 


The yeas and nays on the amendment were— 
for it 22, against it 95, as follows: 

Yuas—-David Bard, Burwell Bassett, Robert Brown, 
John Claiborne, Joseph Clay, Matthew Clay, James 
M. Garnett, David Holmes, John G. Jackson, Michael 
Leib, Nicholas R. Moore, Jeremiah Morrow, Joseph H. 
Nicholson, Thomas M. Randolph, John Rea of Penn- 
sylvania, Jacob Richards, John Smilie, Samuel Smith, 
Matthew Walton, John Whitehill, Robert Whitehill, 
and Alexander Wilson. 

Naxs—Evan Alexander, Willis Alston, jun., Isaac 
Anderson, Joseph Barker, George M. Bedinger, Silas 
Betton, Barnabas Bidwell, Phanuel Bishop, William 
Blackledge, Jobn Blake, junior, Thomas Blount, James 
M. Broom, William Butler, Levi Casey, John Chand- 
ler, Martin Chittenden, Christopher Clark, George 
Clinton, jun, Frederick Conrad, Orchard Cook, Leon- 
ard Covington, Jacob Crowninshield, Richard Cutts, 
Samuel W. Dana, Ezra Darby, John Dawson, William 
Dickson, Bias Earle, Peter Barly, James Elliot, Caleb 
Eilis, Ebenezer Elmer, William Ely, John W. Eppes, 
William Findley, Peterson Goodwyn, Andrew Gregg, 
Isaiah L. Green, John Hamilton, Seth Hastings, David 
Hough, James Kelly, Thomas Kenan, Joseph Lewis, 
junior, Henry W. Livingston, Matthew Lyon, Duncan 
MacFarland, Patrick Magruder, Robert Marion, Josiah 
Mastere, William McCreery, David Meriwether, Tho- 
mas Moore, Jonathan O. Mosely, Gurdon S. Mumford, 
Jeremiah Nelson, Thomas Newton, jun., Gideon Olin, 
Timothy Pitkin, jun., John Pugh, Josiah Quincy, John 
Rhea of Tenness2e, John Russell, Peter Sailly, Thomas 
Sammons, Thomas Sandford, Martin G. Schuneman, 
Ebenezer Seaver, James Sloan, John Cotton Smith, 
John Smith, Henry Southard, Thomas Spalding, Rich- 
ard Stanford, Joseph Stanton, William Stedman, Lewis 
B. Sturges, Samuel Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, 
Samuel Tenney, David Thomas, Thomas W. Thomp- 


son, Uri Tracy, Philip Van Cortlandt, Killian K. Van 
Rensselaer, Joseph B. Varnum, Daniel C. Verplanck, 
Peleg Wadsworth, Eliphalet Wickes, David R. Wil- 
liams, Marmaduke Williams, Nathan Williams, Rich- 
ard Winn, and Thomas Wynns. 

Mr. SmiLig.—Have we, or have we not a right 
to carry on trade with St. Domingo without the 
consent of France? That is the question before 
the House. Either give up the trade, or acknow- 
ledge the independence of Hayti. I am of opin- 
ion that, while we acknowledge tbe rights of 
France over that island, that we cannot trade 
with its inhabitants without the consent of 
France. 

It was moved that the bill be read the third 
time to-morrow; which was negatived, and it was 
ordered to be read this day. The bill being read 
the third time— 

Mr. McCreery opposed its passage in an argu- 
ment of considerable length. 

Mr. Conran called for the ayes and noes; 
which were ordered. 

Mr. J. C. Smitu said, he rose. merely to express 
his satisfaction that the ayes and noes were order- 
ed on this question. J consider, said Mr. S., all 
discussion of the merits of the bill as perfectly 
fruitless. The rapid manner in which it has been 
hurried thus far through the House, utterly pre- 
cludes all deliberation, and isa sure prognostic of 
its final passage. It isa measure which will great» 
ly embarrass all our foreign commerce, and if it is 
to have its intended effect, which I much doubt, 
because I believe its defective provisions will be 
easily defeated or evaded, it must prove complete- 
ly ruinous to a lawful and valuable branch of our 
trade. But, asa measure of policy, I consider it 
absolutely destructive of the best and dearest rights 
of this country. Sir, the secret is out; the fact 
cannot be concealed that this bill is dictated by the 
Goveramant of France. The imperious mandate `’ 
of the French Minister is published to the world ; 
and the connexion between his ordersand this act 
of obedience and submission will be clearly per- 
ceived and universally acknowledged. I presume 
not to arraign the motives of other gentlemen ; 
they, doubtless, have reasons which justify the 
measure to themselves. Indeed, it is impossible 
their impressions can be like mine. For myself, 
I view the bill, under all its circumstances, as a 
surrender of all the rights of self government; as 
a sacrifice of the honor and independence of this 
nation upon the altar of Gallick despotism. To 
this sacrifice I never can, I never will consent; 
and it is, therefore, with pleasure I shall record 
my decided negative upon the Journal of the 
House. 

Mr. J. CLray.—We cannot trade with them 
without acknowledging their independence. If 
gentlemen are ready to do this, I shall consider it 
as a sacrifice on the altar of black despotism and 
usurpation. 

Mr. Dana.—I rise, sir, to declare my approba- 
tion of the sentiments expressed by my honorable 
colleague, Mr. J. C. Smita. 

This bill, from the nature of its provisions, I 
consider as inadequate to prevent the trade with 
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the island of St. Domingo. At the same'time,; 
considering the circumstances under which it has 
been pressed upon’ our attention, I view it as pe- 
culiarly exceptionable in principle, and as. involv- 
ing consequences which may be severely injurious 
in practice. j 

I will not attempt, at this time, to state the va- 
rious possible consequences of. passing the- bill. 
Without. estimating the probability of its being 
regarded by those who. now rule in Hayti as an 
act of hostility against them, and, therefore, as- a 
cause for their exercising hostilities against: this 
country; without intimating the tendency.of such 
measures to drive them: to attempt maritime en- 
terprises, and thus to raise up.in the. West Indies 
a-black. Algiers, distinguished by activity and fe- 
-rocity:; without. presenting to view the consequent 
dangers to the property of our merchants and the 
lives of our seamen; the single considetation of 
the circumstances under which we are now re- 
quired to act upon this subject, is sufficient to de- 
cide my vote against the present bill, even if it 
were otherwise of no moment. As one of the 
Representatives of the people of the United States 
I hold it not my duty to: bow to the mandate of 
any: foreign Power. Inthislight I view the com- 
munications laid before the Senate, from Talley- 
rand and the French Minister Plenipotentiary, 
requiring the interdiction of trade with St. Do- 
mingo, under the order of their imperial master. 
With such sentiments, it is impossible for me to 
bein favor of the present bill. 

-Mr. Raega, of Tennessee.—I deny that this bill 
is the effect of any request or order of the French ; 
itis an act of justice. 

-Mr. Quincy.—It was my intention to have en- 
tered fully into an examination of the principles 
ofthis bill, but, like the gentleman from Connec- 
ticut, I deem myself precluded: from executing 
this. purpose, by. the temper. and disposition dis- 
covered by.the:House. Ina commercial view, it: 
will affect my particular constituents but little. 
The merchants of Boston have been concerned in 
this commerce to a very limited degree- only. 

- here are, however, principles in the bill:affecting 
commercial convenience generally, which I should 
have-deemed it my: duty to have considered, if the 
course of proceeding adopted. by the: House, had 
not convinced me that it was not by argument 
that this bill:was to be-carried, or could bedefeated. 
The bill was laid: upon our tables yesterday.. In: 
half an: hour after, we were- called into: Commit- 
tee-of the Whole.upon it, through which it passed 
instantly without amendment. The report of. the 

‘ammittee was immediately. considered, and a 
motion to postpone for a single day only, was vio- 
lently opposed by the gentlemen from Virginia, 
(Mr..Eppes,) and from Massachusetts, (Mr. Biv- 
WELL.) It is true, as has been said, this subject 
has been long before the Senate, but it is the first 
time that I ever. heard that the members of this 
House were in: duty. bound to be prepared:to act 
immediately upon an important question, because 
itihad been long. under: the consideration of. the 
other-branch of the Legislatures. A similar. de- 


gree-of: haste and: determination.to press this-bill. 


to its final passage, has been equally apparent in 
this.day’s debate. Considering the magnitude of 
its principles and consequences, the course adopt- 
ed is unprecedented. Under other circumstances, 
and had time been allowed for the investigation; 
I should have held it my duty to. have shown, as 
I think it might be done, that our restrictions of 
this commerce ought. to extend only to military 
apparatus, and not to the denial of the ordinary: 
necessities and conveniences of life; that the laws 
of nations:require that: we should exercise a strict 
neutrality between France and Hayti; and thata 
declaration of non-intercourse was, and probably 
would be considered, by the inhabitants of that 
island, as a declaration of war; But opportunity 
has not been allowed for the examination requis+ 
ite to the establishment of these points, and: there 
is obviously no: disposition to attend to it were it 
made. Ishall, therefore, merely record my nega- 
tive to the bill. À 

Mr. ELMER. —I know of no foundation for the 
declaration, that this bill is the effect of an order. 
from the Minister of France: I believe no such 
order would affect a single member on this floor. 
Policy requires, our duty requires, the passing of 
this bill, The subject has been: fully discussed, 
this and the last session; there is no haste; if 
gentlemen wish to amend, let their amendments 
be brought forward; if they wish further to dis+ 
cuss, the House is ready to listen; the principle 
of this bill is already settled, and has long been; I 
look not at consequences; [look to what policy and 
duty require. We must offend France or Saint 
Domingo; bat I seenot why St. Domingo’should 
be up in arms at the passage of this bill. I fear: 
the offence of no nation’; I fear only doing wrong 
asa man, and as a legislator; I fear more the 
consequences of not passing, than I do of passing 
this bill. 

Mr. Karzy.—l had hoped this bill would pass 
without such observations: as the House: has been 
compelled to hear; I had hoped-that the gentle» 
man from Connecticut, (Mr. Smira,) usually so 
distinguished by the urbanity and correctness of 
his. deportment in debate, would: have forborne 
such expressions of bitterness and’ wrath. But 
the gentleman could not omit this opportunity of 
opposing the present Administration. The gen- 
tlemen who now oppose the bill were the cause 
of its not being:adopted the last session. When 
we wished’ to pass this bill the last session, gen~ 
tlemen who are now opposed to it, prevented its 
passage by saying that there-was no cause for it, 
and we were told to wait till France should re- 
monstrate against the intercourse. Well, France 
has remonstrated, and now the same gentlemen 
tell.us not to pass the bill, because she has remon- 
strated. Strange! There may be other grounds 
of objections to this.bill, which gentlemen choose 
not to avow. There is a-disposition, not only in 
this House, but elsewhere—in the public prints— 
which fillsmy mind with awe. Afterall we can: 
do, the object seems to be to draw down on:us the 
wrath. of other Governments. Look ata cele- 
brated publication in the Philadelphia -gazettes. 
What is the object of that; and what is the object 
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—— 
now? . Why, to tell the revolters of St. Domingo 
that they have just cause of offence or of war. 
Mr. Errss.—I rise to express my approbation 
of the novel manner in which some gentlemen 


have expressed their disapprobation of this bill.. 


A gentleman from Connecticut rejoices to nega- 
tive this bill; another gentleman from Connecti- 
cut coincides with him, and a gentleman from 
Massachusetts perfectly agrees with him, 

Every nation, when injured, has a right to de- 
mand redress. Has not France, then, this right ? 
Some gentlemen would declare St. Domingo free; 
if any gentleman harbors such sentiments let him 
come forward boldly and declare it. In such case, 
he would cover himself with detestation. A sys- 
tem that would bring immediate and horrible de- 
struction. on the fairest portion of America. 

` Mr. Evy.~The amount of the trade, and the 
exact situation of this country, I knew little of till 
yesterday. I have attended to the observations 
that have been made; but I have scarcely heard 
any reason given why this bill should be passed. 
Hence, I am inclined to think that reason had lit- 
tle to do in the business, unless they are secret rea- 
sons. 1 wish for reasons for passing the bill ; but 
the discussion has only afforded me reasons 
anes them. Have these Haytians no rights? 
If they were once subjects of a Government that 
can no longer hold them, has that nation any 
right to call on us to starve them out; to starve 
these people into subjection to that Power? Gen- 
tlemen have said that we wish war, I trust not. 
I love a clear sky, good looks, and pleasant feel- 
ings. I love peace, and wish it as much as any 
gentleman in the House. It is suggested, and I 
fear too truly, that these people, rude, untutored 
sons of nature, fired with the full force of the ler 
talionis, when they come to hear of this bill, will 
arm, harass, and will swarm round our West In- 
dia trade, and thus injure one fourth of our com- 
merce. | deny the right of the French to dictate, 
as has been done. I deny the necessity or policy 
of yielding to the orders of the French Minister. 

Mr. Smiie.—I deny that the inhabitants of St. 
Domingo are a nation. Has the United States, or 
any other nation, acknowledged them so? No. 
How, then, are they to be considered other than a 
part of France? 

The bill passed—yeas 93, nays 26, as follows: 

Yuas—Evan Alexander, Willis Alston, jun., Isaac 
Anderson, David Bard, Joseph Barker, Burwell Bas- 
sott, George M. Bedinger, Barnabas Bidwell, Phanuel 
Bishop, William Blackledge, John Blake, jun., Thomas 
Blount, Robert Brown, John Boyle, William Butler, 
George W. Campbell, Levi Casey, John Chandler, 
John Claiborne, Christopher Clark, Joseph Clay, Mat- 
thew Clay, George Clinton, jun., Frederick Conrad, Or- 
chard Cook, Leonard Covington, Richard Cutts, Ezra 
Darby, John Dawson, William Dickson, Elias Earle, 
Peter Early, Ebenezer Elmer, John W. Eppes, Wil- 
Ham. Findley, James Fisk, John Fowler, James M. 
Gamett, Peterson Goodwyn, Edwin Gray, Isaiah L. 
Green, Silas Halsey, John Hamilton, William Helms, 
David Holmes, John G. Jackson, Walter Jones, James 
Kelly, Thomas Kenan, Michael Leib, Duncan Mac- 
Farland, Patrick Magruder, Robert Marion, Josiah 
Masters, David Meriwether, Nicholas. R. Moore, Tho- 


mas Moore, Jeremiah Morrow, John Morrow, Gurdon 
S. Mumford, Thomas Newton, jun., Gideon Olin, John 


Pugh, Thomas M. Randolph, John Rea of Pennsyl- 
vania, John Rhea of Tennessee, Jacob Richards, John 
Russell, Thomas Sammons, Thomas Sandford, Martin 
G. Schuneman, Ebenezer Seaver, James Sloan, John 
Smilie, John Smith, Samuel Smith, Henry Southard, 
Thomas Spalding, Richard Stanford, Joseph Stanton, 
David Thomas, Uri Tracy, Joseph B. Varnum, Mat- 
thew Walton, John Whitehill, Robert Whitehill, Eliph- 
alet Wickes, David R. Williams, Marmaduke Williams, 
Nathan Williams, Alexander Wilson, Richard Winn, 
and Thomas Wynns. 

Nays — Silas Betton, Martin Chittenden, Jacob 
Crowninshield, Samuel W. Dana, John Davenport, jr. 
James Elliot, Caleb Ellis, William Ely, Seth Hastings, 
David Hough, Henry W. Livingston, Matthew Lyon, 
William McCreery, Jeremiah Nelson, Timothy Pitkin, . 


junior, Josiah Quincy, John Cotton Smith, William 


Stedman, Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel Taggart, Benja- 


min Tallmadge, Samuel Tenney, Thomas W. Thomp- 
son, Killian K. Van Rensselaer, Daniel C. Verplanck, 
and Peleg Wadsworth. 


Weonnespay, February 26. 
An engrossed bill to continue in force an act 


entitled “An act to authorize the Secretary of 


War to issue military land warrants, and for other 
purposes,” was read the third time, and the bill 
recommitted to a Committee of the Whole im- 
mediately. The House accordingly resolved it- 
self into the said committee ; and, after some time 
spent therein, the Committee reported an amend- 
ment thereto, which was twice read and agreed 
to by the House. 

Ordered, That the said amendment be en- 


grossed, and, together with the bill, read the third 


time this day. 

Mr. BrowE tt, from the committee appointed on 
the twenty-second of January last, presented a 
bill prescribing the effect in each State of the re- 
cords of judgments and decrees of the courts of 
record of every other State; which was then read 
twice, and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole on Friday next. 

The House proceeded to consider the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senate to the bill, entitled 
“ An act for altering the time for holding the Cir- 
cuit Court in the district of North Carolina ;” 
Whereupon, 

Resolved, That this House do agree to the said 
amendment with an amendment. 

An engrossed bill enabling the President of the 
United States to make restitution to the Govern- 
ment of Denmark, for the capture and condemna- 
tion of the Danish brigantine called the Henrick, 
and her cargo, was then read the third time, and 
passed. 

On a motion made and seconded that the House 
do come to the following resolution: 

Resolved, That ——~ dollars ought to be appropriated 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated, for the immediate relief of Peter Landais, 
late a captain of one of the armed vessels of the United 
States, on account of his claim to prize money accru- 
ing from the captures made and carried into Bergen, 
in the year one thousand seven hundred and seventy- 
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nine; which sum shall be deducted from his proportion 
of the prize money, which may be procured from the 
Danish Government in satisfaction of the claim afore- 
said. - 
Ordered, That the said resolution be referred 
to the consideration of a Committee of the Whole 
this day. ; 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
said Committee, and after some time spent there- 
in, the Committee rose and reported to the House 
their agreement to the same. Whereupon, 

Resolved, That this House do agree with the 
Committee of the whole House in their agree- 
ment to the said resolution. 

Ordered, That a bill, or bills, be brought in 
pursuant thereto; and that the Committce of 
Claims do prepare and bring in the same. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed a resolution appoint- 
ing a committee, jointly, with a committee to be 
appointed on the part of the House of Represent- 
atives, for the purposes expressed in the “ Act for 

‘the further support of a Library.” 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill sent from the Senate, enti- 
tled “ An act to regulate the laying out and mak- 
ing a road from Cumberland, in the State of 
Maryland to the State of Ohio.” The bill was 
reported with several amendments thereto. 


REMISSION OF DUTIES. 


Mr. Crowninsuretp, from the Committee of 
Commerce and Manufactures, having considered 
the petition of Tristram Hussey, of the island of 
Nantucket, in the- State of Massachusetts, made 
the following report : 

The petitioner, with Edward Cary, jun., and others; 
merchants, of Nantucket, were, and still are, the own- 
ers of the ship Union. This vessel has been, for some 
time. past, employed. in the whaling business, with an 
American master and crew, regularly documented as 
a vessel of the United States. In the year 1801, on 
the passage to the Brazils, and before they arrived at 
the Cape de Verd Islands, they obtained eight casks of 
spermaceti oil, and sent the same to New York in an 

` American vessel. The collector charged seventy-two 
dollars and fifteen cents duty on the oil, notwithstand- 
ing it was the produce of American fisheries. Upon a 
sécond voyage in the same ship, in the following year, 
they procured twenty-seven casks of oil, from ‘whales 
taken on the passage, prior to passing the Cape de 
Verd Islands, and shipped the same also in an Ameri- 


can bottom to New York, where the collector again} 


demanded a duty on its importation, and they were 
obliged to pay a further sum of three hundred and 
twenty-three dollars and twenty-five cents for the du- 
ties.: In both instances, the oil was not landed at any 
foreign port. It was actually taken from the ship 
Union, and put on board American vessels; and the 
proof exhibited to the committee is incontestable that 
it was the produce of the American whale fishery. 
The collector of New York might, with equal pro- 
priety, have charged a duty on the whole cargo of oil 
imported in the Union, had she entered at that port, 
asin the two cases under consideration. It appears 
that American oil cannot be subject to any duty what- 
ever. There is no law known to the committee that 


collected on articles of the growth, produce, or manu- 
facture, of the United States ; and, wherever any Amer- 
ican articles have been returned from foreign countries, 
the duty is believed to have been invariably femitted, 
or rather none has ever been demanded.. Codfish, 
taken by American fishermen, in American vessels, are 
not chargeable with duty, whether imported in the ves- 
sel in which they were caught, or on any other Ameri- 
can bottom ; surely, then, oil of the American fisheries 
must be entitled to a similar exemption from duty. 
The committee are of opinion that Congress ought to 
relieve the petitioners from the payment of the duty 
charged to them, without the authority of law to war- 
rant it; and they beg leave to submit the following 
resolution: è 

Resolved, That the prayer of the petitioner is rea- 
sonable, and ought to be granted. 


The report was referred to the Committee-of 
the Whole to-morrow. : 


Tuurspay, February 27. 


The Speaxer laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a report of the Commissioners for the district 
east of Pearl river, of British grants for lands ly- 
ing in the said district, pursuant to the provisions 
of the seventh section of the act, entitled * An act 
regulating the grants of land, and providing for 
the disposal of the lands of the United States 
south of the State of Tennessee ;” which were 
read, and ordered to be referred to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

On motion, it was 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to 
consider the expediency of amending the law rel- 
ative to patents for inventions or discoveries in 
the useful arts; and to report thereon by bill, or 
otherwise. 

Ordered, That’ Messrs. Dana, Fisk, SPALDING, 
ALexaNpER, and Smitie, be appointed a com- 
mittee pursuant to the said resolution. 

A petition of sundry inhabitants of the Terri- 
tory of Lousiana was presented to the House and 
read, praying that such of them as had familiés, 
or were actual inhabitants of the said Territory, 
on or before the 20th of December, 1803, may 
have granted to them, respectively, a tract of land 
of one mile square, together with the usual allow- 
ance granted to the wife and family of each set- 
tler, according to the usages and customs hereto- 
fore established in the said Territory. 

Also, a petition of sundry inhabitants of the 
district of Vincennes, in the Indiana Territory, 
praying, for the reasons therein set forth, that fur- 
ther time may be allowed to them for filing no- 
tices, and making proofs of claims to lands within 
the said district. 

Ordered, That the said petitions be severally 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. CROWNINSHIELD, from the Committee of 
Commerce and Manufactures, who were directed 
by a resolution of the House, of the fifth instant, 
“to inquire into the expediency of authorizing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to cause a survey 
to be made of the shoals of Cape Hatteras, Cape 


seems to authorize a similar charge. No duty can be | Lookout, and the Frying Pans,” made a report 
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thereon; which was read, and- ordered to lie on 
the table. 
Mr. GaowtnsutELn, from the same committee, 
esented a bill directing the Secretary of the 
Preasury to cause the coast of North Carolina, 
between Cape Hatteras and Cape Fear, to be sur- 
veyed; which was read twice and committed to 
a Committee of the Whole on Monday next. 
An engrossed hill to continue in force an act, 


entitled “An act to authorize the Secretary of 


War to issue military land warrants, and for other 
purposes,” was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. G. W. CAMPBELL, from. the committee to 
whom were referred, on the tenth of December 
last, the petition of the Legislative Council of 
the Territory of Orleans; and, on the third ultimo, 
a memorial of the House of Representatives of 
the said Territory, made a report thereon, in part, 
which was read, and ordered to be referred toa 
Committee of the Whole House on Monday next. 

The House proceeded to consider the resolution 
of the Senate appointing a committee, jointly 
with a committee to be appointed on the part of 
the House of Representatives, for the purposes 
expressed in the “act for the further support of a 
library :” Whereupon 

Resolved, That this House doth agree to the 
said resolution, and that Mr. Josern Cay, Mr. 
T, M. Rannorra, and Mr. Dana, be appointed a 
committee on their part. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee of 


the Whole on the bill removing the limitation of 
the right of suffrage in the Mississippi Territory, 
and empowering the Legislature thereof to in- 
crease the number of Representatives in the Gen- 
eral Assembly by a given ratio to that of electors; 
and, after some time spent therein, the Committee 
rose, and had leave to sit again. 


IMPORTATION OF SLAVES. 


An engrossed bill for imposing a tax of ten 
dollars on all slaves hereafter imported into the 
United States, was read the third time. 

A motion was made, and the question being 
pur that the farther consideration of the said bill 
he postponed indefinitely, it passed in the nega- 
tive yeas 42, nays 69, as follows: 

Yuxas- Willis Alston, jt, George M. Bedinger, Silas 
Betton, Phanuol Bishop, William Blackledge, Thomas 
Blount, Willliam Butler, John Campbell, Levi Casey, 
Martin Chittenden, Christopher Clark, Matthew Clay, 
Jacob Urowninshield, Samuel W. Dana, John Daven- 
port, jr. Elias Barle, Peter Early, James Elliot, Caleb 

llia, Edwin Gray, John G. Jackson, Thomas Kenan, 

4 Danean MacFarland, Robert Marion, Josiah Masters, 
William McCroeery, David Meriwether, Thomas Moore, 
Gurdon 8. Mumford, Timothy Pitkin, jr, John Ran- 
dolph, Jobn Rhea of Tennessee, Thomas Sandford, John 
C, Smith, Thomas Spalding, William Stedman, Samuel 
Tenney, Thomas W. Thompson, David R. Williams, 
Richard Winn, and Thomas Wynns. 

Nava-—Evan Alexander, Isaac Anderson, Jos. Bar- 
ker, Burwell Bassett, Barnabas Bidwell, John Blake, 
jr, Robert Brown, John Chandler, John Claiborne, 
Joseph Clay, Frederick Conrad, Leonard Covington, 
Richard Cutts, Ezra Darby, William Dickson, Ebene- 
zer Elmer, William Ely, William Findley, James Fisk, 


Charles Goldsborough, Peterson Goodwyn, Andrew. 
Gregg, Isaiah L. Green, Silas Halsey, John Hamilton, 


Seth Hastings, William Helms, David Holmes, David 
Hough, Walter Jones, Nehemiah Knight, Michael 
Leib, Joseph Lewis, jr, Matthew Lyon, Patrick Ma- 
gruder, Nicholas R. Moore, Jeremiah Morrow, John 
Morrow, Jonathan O. Moseley, Jeremiah Nelson, 
Thomas Newton, jr, Joseph H. Nicholson, Gideon 


Olin, John Rea of Pennsylvania, Jacob Richards, John. 


Russell, Peter Sailly, Thomas Sammons, Ebenezer Sea- 
ver, James Sloan, John Smilie, John Smith, Samuel 
Smith, Henry Southard, Richard Stanford, Joseph 
Stanton, Lewis B. Sturges, Benjamin Tallmadge, David 
Thomas, Philip R. Thompson, Uri Tracy, Philip Van 
Cortlandt, Joseph B. Varnum, Peleg Wadsworth, John 
Whitehill, Robert Whitehill, Eliphalet Wickes, Nathan 
Williams, and Alexander Wilson. 


On motion, 
Ordered, That the said bill be recommitted to 
Mr. Stoan, Mr. Fisk, Mr. Erres, Mr. Quincy, 


Mr. J. C. Smrra, Mr. J. Cuay, and Mr. Marion. 


PRIZE MONEY. 
A bill for the relief of Peter Landais was read 


a first, second, and third time, and passed. The 


etitioner claimed prize money due him in 1799; 
fis claim was upward of $12,000. 

Mr. Smrru, who reported the bill, stated that 
he believed the petitioner at present wished but a 
part of the sum due him; and he would thank 
any gentleman to name a sum with which to fill 
the blank. 

Mr. Nicnotson. gave a very affecting state- 
ment of the petitioner’s situation, and moved to 
fill the blank with $6,000. It was so filled with- 
out a dissentient voice. 


JOURNALS OF CONGRESS. 

Mr. Cray called for the resolution to purchase 
one hundred and thirty sets of Folwell’s edi- 
tion of the Journals of Congress under the Con- 
federation. 

Mr. Jackson:—I do not perceive that these 
Journals are more valuable, ina political view, or 
more necessary for members of Congress, than 
many other works that could be mentioned. | 
see not why the laws of Congress, or the laws of 
nations, highly valuable and necessary treatises, 
should not claim.a place in point of utility as, 
soon as the Journals of the Old Congress. I am? 
opposed to the resolution, not on. account of the. 
sum, but from my. dislike of the principle. You 
may as well take so much money from, the Treas- 
ury, and purchase what books you please. There 
nre many new members in this House, who are 
interested; the books are for the new members of 
this and succeeding Congresses. I have some 
doubts of the propriety of their voting. 

Mr. Lem.~—The new members are interested ; 
so also were the members who have heretofore 
voted for the purchase of these Journals for them- 
selves. I received, when I became a member o 
this House, a set of these Journals; I wish those 
who come after me may also receive them. 
would mete to others the measure thatis meted to 
me. . 

Mr. Ausron,—Our predecessors have not all 
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been furnished with these Journals. Perhaps this 


resolution is intended to favor some printer, who 
has these volumes, and finds it difficult to dispose 
of them. 

Mr. TALLMADGE: —T'here are 300 copies of these 
Journals now in the Library. 


Mr. Leis:— These, I presume, are for the use of 


the members while here. 

Mr. Buounr.—They are for the use of members 
here; here they are wanted. I can see no just 
title that members can have to take home these 
Journals, more than any other books they may 
wish to read or to possess, 

Mr. Jacxson.—Why not also deliver every 
new member copies of the proceedings of Con- 


gress, and the laws, since the commencement of 


the present Constitution? There are three hun- 
dred sets of these volumes in the Library, for the 
use of members. At the commencement of a 
session any member can take out a set, take them 
to his lodgings, keep them during the session, and 
return them at its close. This has heen my prac- 
tice, 

Mr. Nicuotson.—I observe several new mem- 
bers disinclined to vote on this occasion. When 
I was a new member, I voted in favor of a similar 
resolution with great readiness. I consider these 
Journals as the best volumes in my library. I 
wish a greater extension to the circulation of 
athese volumes. Let the events of those times be 
more fully known, and remembered, that they may 
þe handed down to posterity. I fear we are for- 
igetting those times; we are forgetting the occur- 
rences of those days; and, sir, forgetting the great 
principles which governed the Revolution. Let 
us bring back those principles. Hard, distressing, 
indeed, were those times; times they truly were 
in which the souls of men were tried. Such may 
Tnever see again; but, would to God I could dis- 
‘cover a return of the great and excellent princi- 
ples that reigned in those days. 

Mr. Jacxson.—I rise to make some remarks in 
-reply to the gentleman from Maryland. 

“Mr. NicHoLtson.—Wil the gentleman suffer 
‘ie to explain? In my observations, I had no 
‘reference whatever to the gentleman from Virgi- 
chia, nor to his arguments. 

Mr. Jacxson.—I am extremely sorry that, in 
“the course of my remarks, I should ever be obliged 
to take notice of the gentleman from Maryland, 
or of his arguments ; it is not from any respect I 
bear him. 

“| -Mr, Nicnotson.-I much meres that anything. 
which I may have said should have given rise to 

‘such ‘ebullition of wrath as has been exhibited by 
thegentleman from Virginia. Iam not desirous 

of obtaining that gentleman’s respect ; if I wished 
it, I might court it by pursuing a line of conduct 

like his. Imight thus obtain his respect; but I 
prefer the pursuit of my own ways, that I may be 
able to respect myself. 

The yeas and nays were called. The 


yeas 
‘were 76—nays 31, as follows: 


VYeas—Evan Alexander, Willis Alston, jun., Isaac 
“Anderson, Joseph Barker, George M. Bedinger, Silas 
Betton, Barnabas Bidwell, Phanuel Bishop, John 


Blake, jun., James M. Broom, Robert Brown, John 
Campbell, Levi Casey, John Chandler, John Claiborne, 
Chris. Clark, Joseph Clay, G. Clinton, jun., Fred. Con- 
rad, Orchard. Cook, Jacob Crowninshield, John Dav- 
enport, jun, Elias Earle, Peter Barly, Caleb Ellis, Eb- 
enezer Elmer, William Ely, William Findley, James. 
Fisk, Silas Halsey, Seth Hastings, David Holmes, 
Walter Jones, James Kelly, Nehemiah Knigħt, Mi- 
chael Leib, Joseph Lewis, junior, Matthew Lyon, Pat- 
rick Magruder, Josiah Masters, William McCreery, Da- 
vid Meriwether, Nicholas R. Moore, Thomas Moore, 
Jonathan O. Mosely, Gurdon S. Mumford, Jeremiah. 
Nelson, Thomas Newton, jun., Joseph H. Nicholson, 
Timothy Pitkin, junior, Josiah Quincy, John Rea- of 
Pennsylvania, John Rhea of Tennessee, Jacob Rich- 
ards, John Russell, Thomas Sandford, Martin G. 
Schuneman, John Smilie, John Cotton Smith, John 
Smith, Henry Southard, Richard Stanford, William 
Stedman, Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel Taggart, Benja- 
min Talimadge, Samuel Tenney, David Thomas, Phi- 
lip R. Thompson, Thomas W. Thompson, Uri Tracy, 
Philip Van Cortlandt, John Whitehill, Eliphalet 
Wickes, Alexander Wilson, and Thomas Wynns. 

Nays—Burwell Bassett, William Blackledge, Tho- 
mas Blount, Wiliam Butler, Martin Chittenden, 
Leonard Covington, Richard Cutts, William Dickson, 
James Elliot, James M. Garnett, Peterson Goodwyn, 
Edwin ‘Gray, Andrew Gregg, Isaiah L. Green, Wile 
liam Helms, David Hough, John G. Jackson, Duncan 
MacFarland, John Morrow, Gideon Olin, Peter Sailly, 
Thomas Sammons, Ebenezer Seaver, Jatires Sloan, 
Samuel Smith, Thomas Spalding, Joseph Stanton, Jo- 
seph B. Varnum, Peleg Wadsworth, David R. Wil- 
liams, and Richard Winn. 

Ordered, That a bill, or bills, be brought in 
pursuant to the said resolution; and that Messrs. 
Cray, Sanprorp, and Exuis, do prepare aiid 
bring in the same. 


Fripay, February 28. 

Ordered.. That the committee to whom was re- 
ferred, on the third ultimo, the memorial of the 
House of Representatives of the Territory of Or- 
leans, be discharged from the farther consideration 
thereof, and that such part of the said memorial 
as remains unacted upon, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. Salty, from the committee to whom was 
referred on the nineteenth instant, the amendment 
proposed by the Senate to the bill, entitled “An 
act to extend jurisdiction, in certain cases, to 
State Judges and State Courts,” reported to the 
House their agreement to the same, with several 
amendments. 

The House proceeded to consider the said 
amendments and agreed to the same. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the report of the committee, ap- 
pointed on the seventh instant, “to inquire whe- 
ther any, and if any, what additional provisions 
are necessary to prevent the importation of slaves 
into the territories of the United States ;” and, 
after some time spent therein, the Committee rose 
and reported a resolution thereupon, which was 


-twice read, and agreed to by the House, as follows: 


Resolved, That it. shall not be lawful for any 
person or persons to import, or bring into the Ter- 
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ritories of the United States, any slave or slaves 
that may hereafter be imported into the United 
‘States. ‘ 
Ordered, That a bill, or bills, be brought in, 
pursuant to the said resolution ; and that Mr. Da- 
vip R. Wituams, Mr. Jackson, Mr. SPALDING, 
‘Mr. Keuty, and Mr. Bracxeneg, do prepare and 
bring in the same. 


DEFENCE OF PORTS AND HARBORS. 


On motion of Mr. Dawson, the House resolved 
itself into a Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 

The resolutions of a select committee relative 
to the fortification of ports and harbors were read. 

The first resolution appropriates one hundred 
and fifty thousand dollars to this purpose. 

- Mr. Dawson advocated the adoption of this 
resolution. 

Mr. Ciinron.—The only question is the most 
suitable means of defence. If it should be con- 
cluded that defence by fixed batteries would be 
impracticable, let us vote a large sum for the build- 
ing of gunboats; or go further, and vote a large 
sum for the increase of our navy. Something 
must be done. New York has been the scene of 

ointed insult; seamen have been taken from the 

osom of her harbor: and what redress have we 
had? Why, the President has remonstrated, and 
the officer who was guilty of this flagrant miscon- 
duct has been punished by being taken froma 
frigate, and placed in the command of a seventy- 
four. I would have wished that notice had been 
previously given when this subject would be called 
up, for I am unprepared to meet it, having left at 
my lodgings papers relating to it. 

r. Smiie—-I shall move that the Committee 
rise: and I will briefly assign my reasons. I am 
friendly to the fortification of our ports and har- 
bors; but if we are willing to crouch under all the 
injuries and insults that have been or hereaftermay 
be imposed upon us, I see no need of fortifying. 
On the other hand, if there be still left among us 
some portion of the American character, some of 
that spirit that was wont to belong to it, then let 
us defend it by the building of gunboats, the erect- 
ing of fortifications, &c. But I first wish to know 
what this House intend to do, with respect to com- 
mercial restrictions and non-intercourse. I think 
that subject ought to be first settled: I hope there- 
fore the Committee will rise, and have leave to sit 
again. 

Mr. Coox.—I hope we shall prepare for hostility 
before we provoke it. I trust we shall not com- 
pel a declaration of war before we are in a situa- 
tion to resist. I hope the Committee will not rise. 

Mr. Dawson.~I also hope sincerely that the 
Committee will not rise. Itis to me a matter of 
astonishment, that in and out of doors nothing is 
heard but complaints that no effectual measures 
are adopted, in these times that call so loudly for 
them: and yet, when an attempt is made to come 
to something decisive, the first sound that invades 
our ears isa ery for postponement. If we intend 
to support the American name and character, it 
is time something should be done; they are not 


to be supported by empty declamations, but by 
energetic measures: and I hope our protection will 
arise from our measures, and not consist only in 
words. 

Fifty were for the rising of the Committee of 
the Whole, and fifty-six against it. 

Mr. Coox moved to strike out $150,000, the sum 
to be appropriated to fortifications, for the purpose 
of inserting $300,000. 

Mr. Bipwe.u.—I am opposed to striking out. 
The object of the appropriation is not to put our 
fortifications in a state of defence against a large 
fleet; the object is only to repair. Iam inclined 
to distrust the possibility of defending our ports 
and harbors by land batteries; but I am in favor 
of repairing. For one, therefore, I hope the mo- 
tion will not prevail. 

For striking out 46—against it 67. 

Mr. Macon.—I cannot but consider the present 
resolution as the commencement of a system of 
fortifications from one end of the continent to the 
other. I can see neither the necessity nor the 
policy of this second trial of the credit of this 
Government ; it was once found that money could 
not be procured on the credit of the United States 
for less than eight per cent. per annum. 

Three modes of defence are embraced in the 
resolutions; fortifications, gunboats, and line-of- 
battle ships. It is in my apprehension much bet- 
ter to expend, if we conclude to expend at all, on 
one of the proposed ways only. Great Britain 
has no fortifications of consequence; she places 
pe dorens in her navy. No nation can support 

oth. 

Gentlemen tell usofan American spirit. Ihope 
I have as much of it as any gentleman ; but it is 
as much the character of the American spirit to 
conclude cooly, and act accordingly, as to talk 
loudly. Members of this House are not the only 
persons to judge of this spirit; our constituents 
are the proper judges. 

We have about a million of dollars to spare in 
the Treasury ; the appropriations which these re- 
solutions contemplate, amount to nearly that sum. 
Cannot the money be put toa better use? All 
the money we havespent in fortifications has been 
useless. If we expend a small sum like this, -it 
will be in vain; we must calculate to a great 
amount, if we expect completely to fortify. What 
would $60,000 do towards defending the city of 
New York? It would effect no defence. 

On the subject of the seventy-fours, I am for a 
different plan. We ought not to think of buildin 
till we have navy yards suitable; but, above all, 
we ought to prepare ourselves to be able to build: 
We ought to create a vast debt, to fund a debt, for 
the purpose of building forty or fifty of those sev- 
enty-fours. For what can we do with six only 
in the time of war? They will not dare to ven- 
ture out. They must be docked here in the East- 
ern Branch. Six might answer the purpose on 
the Barbary coasts; but you must have a fleet 
equal to Great Britain if you expect deferice in 
this way. We cannot build and support sucha 
fleet. I believe it was once demonstrated, by as 
able a man as ever graced this or any other Legis- 
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lature, that no nation was ever able to build and 
maintain a large navy. On the subject of gun- 
boats, I believe them better adapted to the defence 
of our harbors than any other. If we were now 
at war with any nation, however gentlemen may 
be surprised at the declaration, I think we should 
do well to lend our navy to another nation also at 
war with that with which we might be at war; for 
i think such nation would manage it more to our 
advantage than ourselves. 

Mr. Dawson.—The honorable Speaker has en- 
larged on the whole of the resolutions instead of 
confining himself to the one before the House. 
He calls this the commencement of a system of 
fortifications. He must know that it commenced 
under the former, and has been continued by the 
present Administration. 

Mr. Coox.—I am not sorry that this debate has 
taken therangeit has. Indeed thethreeresolutions 
are so connected with each other, that many of the 
arguments which apply tothe first, may with equal 
propriety apply to the others; they all amount to 
the question of policy or impolicy of adopting or 
rejecting this system of defence. 

Lam in favor of the report of the select com- 
mittee, because it provides for a species of defence, 
which alone can be brought into action, against 
every offending nation. 

I consider every’ class of American citizens as 
equally entitled to the protection of your Govern- 
ment; and that such was the expectation at the 
adoption of the Constitution. Are not all classes 
equally bound to obey your Government? Surely 
they are. They have all then equally a right to 
-your protection; for protection and obedience are 
reciprocal duties. Your merchants and your 
mariners are then as much entitled to protection 
in their pursuits, as are those whose pursuits are 
agricultural. Shall your laws give protection to 
your seamen, your merchants and their property, 
whilein yourrivers and ports, or within soundings; 
and. will yow abandon them on the. high seas, the 
common property of all nations?. Where will you 
draw the line of demarkation beyond which they 
shall be atthe ban of the empire? They must be 
protected, sir, in all places. - Our dominions consist 
ofland and water—we havea property in severalty, 
‘and one in common and undivided. The ocean is 
this property—it is the highway of nations. The 
limits of a maritime country, sir, are undefinable. 

In encouraging and protecting commerce, you 
equally encourage and protect agriculture. They 
depend on each other. A wound given to the one, 
affects the other. Agriculture and commerce, sir, 
are not, as some suppose, in hostility to each other ; 
they are co-ordinate and co-relative; the speed of 
the ship is the speed of the plough. Without the 
active commerce of this country, agriculture would 
be choked by a surplus of produce and. the want 
ofa market. Ata time of peace, at this very time, 
sir, what ships but Americans can transport the 
indigenous productions of the country, at a com- 
-mon freight and peacepremium? There are none, 
sir, the increased premium is an abatement of the 
price of exports. Depress the enterprise of the 
merchant; abandon the protection of your navi- 


gation; and the planter will become dependent on 
the fortuitous arrival of belligerent ships for a 
market and a price. 

What is the consequence if you do not guard 
your commerce? The rates of premium will be 
advanced to an incalculable amount. True, the 
consumer eventually pays; but the consumers are 
all your people; who would thus indirectly pay a 
tax perhaps treble or quadruple the amount of cost 
in providing and maintaining a naval defence ; 
and which is the most honorable? Which will 
most impair your revenue, already greatly injured 
from waat of protection ? 

I have said that the ocean is the common high- 
way of nations; such it ought to be; but new prin- 
ciples are interpolated into the law of nations: rob- 
bers and pirates now infest every sea. The Med- 
iterranean no longer excites superior dread; 
spoliations, insults and injuries, are now brought 
home to our shores: whole kingdoms are about 
to be declared in blockade ; and I know not what 
will escape being considered as contraband of war. 
What, sir, are now the rights of neutrals, but 
the right to complain? The modern law of na- 
tions, sir, is now what a single nation chooses-to 
fashion it for maritime domination. 

Sir, it is fairly presumable thata large majority 
of this House are indignant at our wrongs, and 
disposed to resent them: on the subject of means 
only we differ. 

Many gentlemen are in favor of acts of non-im- 
portation. But will this amount to protection ? 
to that protection, sir, to which our commercial 
brethren are so justly entitled? Our merchants 
have suffered greatly ; some half, and some wholly 
ruined. Shall we, for their satisfaction, tell them 


‘and others, that they may haul their vessels into 


dock to rot, while a non-importation act may.con- 
tinue to operate? Is this granting them protec- 
tion? Whence isit that your revenue is derived, 
by which your national debt islessened; by which. 
your civil listis paid, your very Government sup- 
ported? From commerce; and will you muzzle 
the ox that treadeth out your corn? What but 
commerce has raised this country to so enviable 
a height of prosperity? What but commerce, or 
taxes on commerce, has enabled you to build the 
navy you have; has empowered you to resist the 
encroachmentsand insults of foreign governments; 
or furnish the means to save our western brethren 
from the inroads of the savage? Of what benefit 
was it to the Northern States that millions of the 
public money were spent in support of a western 
army, and in defence of Mississippi navigation ? 
This is not a question to be asked; for Govern- 
ment was, and is bound to protect every part, and 
the rights of every class of citizens, E Pluribus 
Unum is the motto of our Government. If disu- 
nion, geographical distinctions, and local interests 
are nourished, we shall become the dupes of our 
own sordid views and an easy prey toany foreign 
assailing foe. 

We are the second commercial nation in the 
world, having upwards of a million tons of ship- 
ping. Is our navy any way proportionable? By our 
commerce and our numbers, eompared with other 
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nations, should we in the same manner proportion 
eur naval strength; on the basis.of numbers, we 
are entitled to thirty ships-of-the-line and seventy 
frigates. f 
ome gentlemen. are in favor of abandoning 


commerce to. itself. Let commerce take care of 


itself, say they. Ifthe merchant cannot pursue 
his occupation in safety and to advantage, let him 


quit it, retire from the seaports and take hold of 


the plough. As well might we tell our brethren 
ofthe West:—If the Indians harass you, and you 
cannot pursue your agricultural concerns, come 
here to our ports, and take to the smack and the 
fishing-line for support. No, sir, we are not to 
abandon our different occupations, but te be pro- 
tected in them. 

I hardly shouid think the request of our mer- 
chants unreasonable, if they should hold. to you 
language of this sort: All your revenue is de- 
rived from us; give us a naval defence in propor- 
tion to the amount of our tonnage, and to the 
revenue you receive from us. Such a naval de- 
fence would very far exceed a hundred large 
armed vessels, But such is not thedemand; their 
request amounts to but a small part of what can 
be afforded; a gradual increase of our navy, the 
expense of which will hardly be felt; which will 
in part be paid by the additional revenue arising 
from additional-defence and security. Much reve- 
nue has been sacrificed for want of naval defence, 
and hereafter, in proportion to the increase of our 
commerce will be the increase of our losses, unless 
that commerce be fostered by a protecting navy. 

Great Britain knows the nature of our Govern- 
ment, and its wishes to maintain peace; :she ex- 
pects we shall show-our resentment, and seek our 


redress by the passing some species of non-inter- 


course act. Let us, sir, disappoint her; the disap- 
pointment will have a good effect. 

Some gentlemen have supposed the present Ex- 
ecutive of the United States unfriendly to com- 
merce, The belief must be unfounded in correct- 
ness. No man can believe this after reading the 
President’s report, made while he was Secretary 
of State. He istriendly to our commerce, and 
must be friendly to its protection. 

There are many gentlemen, who, under the Ad- 
ministration preceding the present, were much 
opposed to the creation of a navy. They wish to 
preserve consistency, and hence continue their 
opposition. But, are not cases altered by circum- 
stances? What might have been highly impro- 
per then, may be strictly proper and necessary 
now. 

Gentlemen, and among others the honorable 


Speaker, have said that we are now about com-: 


mencing a new system. Surely this is not a 
question about the creation of a navy. A navy 
we already have. It commenced under the form- 
er Administration; it has been continued by this. 
The question is, shall we or shall we not in- 
crease that navy to meet the exigency of our 
affairs? 

It is said that a naval force tends to the provo- 
cation of insultsand injuries; and unless it be im- 
mense, it must soon be destroyed. It is from 


can be dispensed with then. 


nothing past that this argument can be drawn.. 
Where was ever.a nation possessed of naval force, 
whose navy was ever wholly destroyed? Look 
to all the minor Powers of Europe; I mean minor 
in naval importance. They may have been par- 
tially injured, or greatly crippled, but none of 


‘them have been destroyed; although so much 


nearer to points of collision than we are, 

Sir, we are a nation increasing with rapidity 
in wealth, numbers, and general prosperity. It 
will indeed be strange, if we expect as we grow 
great to gain respectability by our pusillanimity.. 
No,-sir, the only, or certainly the most sure way, 
of gaining the respect of other nations, is by 
adopting the means that all nations adopt to be- 
come great; it is by our power that we are to be 
respected, and our rights and liberties maintained. 

A navy equal to that of Great Britain is nei- 
ther needed nor expected by our merchants, whe 
are anxious for.a navy as the only efficient defence 
against all nations. In future times, if wars can- 
not be avoided, (and a power to wage war is the 
best security for peace,) when we may be opposed 
to England, the other Powers of Europe will be 
with us; when acting with England against other 
Powers our force will be irresistible. I believe, 
sir, that if ever the enormous and gigantic power 
of the British Neptune is to be curtailed, it must 
bethe work of Americans. Yes, sir, our naval 
commanders are destined hereafter to reap laurels. 
for victories obtained over British ships. When 
an armed neutrality was formerly projected, had 
we then possessed a navy, we might probably 


have rendered much assistance in checking the 


naval power of England. They have become 
the tyrants of the ocean; they have .a sway over 
the ‘seas, far beyond what they ought to possess3, 
itis necessary to lessen that power; and ought we 
not 4 yield our proportion of force for that pur- 

ose . 
2 We talk much of favoring and protecting the 
rights of man. Has man:no rights on the ocean? 
Have not our citizens righits on the water as well 
as onthe land? We seem:to have one right, and 
only one, on the water ; it is, sir, the right to suf- 
eed complain; we have abundance of ‘this 
right. 

“Gentlemen may say that our debt will increase 
with our navy; and that we shall be unable to 
pay our national debt as soon as promised. The 


present Administration, or:the present dominant 


party, if I may so call it, is pledged for the pay- 
ment of the national debt within a limited time. 
Sir, I consider such pledge most impotitic. Surely, 


if we should be invaded, or, if any other great ex- 


igency should demand it, we should not hesitate 
to go millions in debt. This pledge, this promise, 
And when more 
than now was there a call for dispensing with 
this impolitic engagement? When were our rights 
more insulted? England trampling on them; 
and Spain threatening to shut up our ports with 
halfa dozen line-of-battle ships. I will ask, sup~ 
pose Spain or Great Britain should attempt to 
block up the Chesapeake, or the port of New York, 
what could be done? Our frigates could do noth- 
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ing to resist the assault. No, sir, the whole of 
them would be incompetent to meet the foe. Nor 
must we always depend on the hostility of foreign 
nations towards each-other, even for a partial de- 
fence of our commerce. If we have an efficient 
force. we shall be respected, our commercial rights 
will be maintainable, and our alliance courted by 
other nations. Let us then set our shoulders to 
the burden; and in the:hour of difficulty, if neces- 
sary, look round for friends and allies. 

‘An increase of the navy would also have a 
good domestic effect. Many of our merchants 
are:opposed to the present Administration, erron- 
eously viewing it as inimical to commerce; but, 
sir, the present Administration are friends to com- 
mercial rights; has not diminished the navy, nor 
has it ever been the opinion of the Executive 
that it ought to be diminished. His communica- 
tion relative to seventy-four-gun. ships all under- 
stand, 

Some have said that the liberties of a people 
were liable to be overthrown bya navy. I can- 
not discover that it has the least tendency that 
‘way. Generals have overthrown the liberties of 
nations, but I certainly never read of an admiral 
that made himself a despot. I believe history 
affords no such examples, 
if it should be contended that the creation of 
‘amavy would lead ‘to the odious ‘and tyrannical 
practice of impressing seamen, I would ask what 
is. the important difference between impressing 
amen to.go on board your armed vessels and fight 

our battles, and draughting men, to go, perhaps, 
Anto the front ranks:of the warmest-engagement ? 
fn either case, you compel men to ight where 
they do not wish. But 1 do not think there is 
ghy danger of our being under the necessity of 
ever entering on the practice of impressing. If it 
were now necessary to man thirty line-of-battle 
ships, Ihave no doubt:men enough would volun- 
tarily come forward impatient for battle, and sup- 
‘ply all our wants of this description. Our brave 
mariners have their feelings; they feel an indig- 
mation like that which the merchants feel, and 
like that which this House, I trust, also feels. 

Sir, I must repeat that we are but one. I voted 
for the bill prohibiting intercourse with St. Do- 
mingo; I considered the bill as calculated to have 
a favorable effect on the Southern States. That 
biil may partially injure some persons at the 
‘Northward, concerned in trade with that island ; 
but, in giving my vote, I was governed by the 
good of the whole. I hope, also, that gentlemen 
of agricultural habits in the Southern States will 
consider the subject of defensive measures with an 
enlarged and national view. 

‘There is no nation in the world so enterprising 
as America; no nation has so rapidly increased in 
commerce, and in new resources of commercial 
enterprise, as has this nation within the last fif- 
teen years. Our prosperity, I had almost said our 
all, depends on commerce. You must not, you 
‘Cannot, compel the merchant to. abandon his pur- 
‘suits; it is contrary to his right, and contrary to 
your interest ; contrary to contract; therefore you’ 
Must protect his rights. 


If we ask, what plan of defence is urged by the 
usage of all other nations? the answer is db- 
vious. 

I have, sir, doubts of the efficacy of a non-im- 
portation act. While aiming to starve the manu- 
facturers of England, let us advert to our own suf- 
ferings. We may starve the butcher and the.ba- 
ker, but shall we not injure our own health. What 
gainers shall we thereby be? or how will our mer- 
chants be redressed by such measures; how will 
our farmers thus find markets? I might not ob- 
ject to restrictions on importations, so far as is 
consistent with the preservation of peace ; but no 
further will I go till we are prepared for war. If 
we do this, we may expect that commercial men 
will patriotically submit; especially ifthey can look 
forward to the short time when the whale com- 
munity will submit to the expense of supporting 
that which is the principal support of all. 

We are becoming, sir, every day less the cus- 
tomers, and more the rivals of Great Britains The 
means of defending our commerce must be event- 
ually wholly naval. We need never fight Great 
Britain single-handed, but we want that kind of 
defence which is a protection not only against 
England, but against every other Power, and that 
kind of defence to which, after all our sufferings 
on the ocean, we shall be ultimately compelled to 
resort. 

Some may object to naval coalitions, on the 
round that such coalitions are generally fruit- 
ess and unsuccessful. But, sir, this has not al- 
ways been the case. Did Britain always rule? 
No, sir; Spain and Holland have also had their 
day; anda De Ruyter and a Van Tromp have 
vanquished and triumphed as completely as have 
éever.a Nelson or a Rodney. 

I believe the best mode of protection will be 
line-of-battle ships and frigates; these will give 
greater security to our ports and harbors, than the 
erection of land batteries. I am not, however, 
opposed to gunboats; they may do much by way 
of defence in shallow waters, and may be useful 
any where, and are easily concentrated to a point. 
Much is expected from us ‘by the nation; the 
only question can be, what manner of redress 
and defence shall be adopted; but, whatever may 
be the final decision on the important questions 
before us. I sincerely hope that a spirit of candor, 
liberality, and harmony, may actuate our proceed- 
ings, and lead us to a correct decision. 

Mr. Stoan.—I think the arguments of the gen- 
tleman who has just.now taken his seat perfectly 
refutable by a single observation. I have not 
the spirit of prophecy, but I have the power of 
retrospection. Look at the Powers of Europe, 
whose naval forces are inferior to that of Great 
Britain; when did they ever gain a great victory 
over the English navy? Never. And judging 
‘from what is past, what will come, they never 
will conquer that enormous naval force. 

Mr. EarLy.—The gentleman from Massachu- 
setts fears we shall not divest ourselves of local 
feelings, in discussing and deciding on this sub- 
ject. Lapprehend he has no cause for this fear. 


| This subject is one in which we are all nearly 
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equally interested. The Northern States have 
their Boston and New York; the Middle States 
their Philadelphia and Baltimore; the Southern 
States their Norfolk, Wilmington, Charleston, 
and Savannah; and the Western States New 
Orleans: this cannot be a local question. 

By the report of the Secretary of War, it ap- 
pears that $1,500,000 have been expended on the 
different fortifications; and that three ports only 
are in a state of defence; Boston, Philadelphia, 
and Baltimore. It also appears, by the report, 
$107,000 have been expended at Newport on for- 
tifications, which are now greatly out of repair, 
and which, when repaired, can be of no service; 
there being three good channels by which vessels 
may enter the harbor, and these batteries being 
altogether unable to annoy an enemy’s ship ex- 
cept in one channel. 

We have expended $1,500,000 on fortifications, 
and not more than one-eighth part of that sum 
has had any good effect. 
$150,000 as insufficient for any valuable purpose, 


nor do I believe that the annual appropriation of 


this sum for many years yet to come, would be of 
essential service in defending our ports at large. 


I should be in favor of this mode of defence, if 


I thought it would be of utility. If I thought the 
port of New York alone could be defended by the 
appropriation of the whole sum mentioned in the 
resolution, I would cheerfully vote forit; I would 
cheerfully vote for double that sum ; four-fifths of 
the produce of the State I have the honor in part 
to represent (Georgia) goes to that port; $340,000 
have been expended on the fortifications of that 
port, and the works are of no utility—a picaroon 
might pass to the city without much molestation. 
According to the report of the Secretary of War, 
the harbor of New York cannot be defended on 
account of the width of the Narrows, or entrance 
into the port. 
defence by land batteries. If they were, I should 
cheerfully vote for this, or much larger sums. 

Mr. Varnum spoke in favor of the resolution. 

Mr. Cuinron moved that the Committee should 
rise, to allow further time for examining the 
subject. 

Mr. Ermer opposed, and Mr. Macon supported 
this motion, which was carried. 

Mr. Dawson gave notice that he would again 
call up the subject on Thursday next. 


Monpay, March 8. 


The Speaker laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a report and sundry statements, prepared in pur- 
suance of the resolutions of the House of the 
third, fifth, and seventh ultimo, which were read, 


and ordered to be referred to the consideration of | 


a Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

The Speaker laid before the House a letter 
and report from the Postmaster General, on the 
petition of Henry Weist, referred to him by an 
order of the House, of the twenty-eighth ultimo, 
which were read, and ordered to lie on the table. 


I consider the sum of 


Our ports are not epu of 


Mr. J. Cuay, from the committee appointed on 


the twenty-seventh ultimo, presented a bill au- 
thorizing the purchase of certain copies of the 
Journals of Congress, which was read twice, and 
committed toa Committee of the whole House 
to-morrow. 


POTOMAC BRIDGE. ; 
Mr. Tuompson called for the order of the day 


on the bill authorizing the erection of a bridge 
over the Potomac. . 


Mr. G. W. CAMPBELLL moved to postpone the 


pill till Thursday. Motion lost—yeas 36, nays 43. 


Mr. C. then moved to postpone it till to-mor- 


TOW. 


Mr. Sminiz, and Mr. G. W. CAMPBELL, sup- 


ported, and Mr. Taomrson and Mr. Lewis op- 
posed it. 


Mr. GoupssorovuGH moved its postponement 
till Wednesday. On this last motion the House 


divided—yeas 44, nays 47. 


On postponing the bill till to-morrow, the House 


divided—yeas 43. Lost; when the House resolv- 
ed itself into a Committee of the Whole on the 
said bill. 


The bill having been read over, was considered 


by sections, 


Mr. D. R. WiLLiams moved to amend that part 


of the bill which fixes the site of the bridge, by 
directing it to be erected at or above Georgetown. 


This motion was disagreed to—yeas 29; and va- 


rious amendments were made in the details of the 
bill. 


Mr. THomeson moved to fill the blank in the 


bill, relative to the time in which the bridge shall 
be built, with the words “five years.” This mo- 


tion, after a short debate, was agreed to—yeas 49, 


nays 47. 


On fixing the maximum per centage. hereafter 
to be received by the shareholders, debate arose. 
Motions to allow thirty and twenty-five per cent. 
were lost, when, without deciding on any other 
sum, a motion for the Committee to rise prevailed. 

The Committee then rose and obtained leave 
to sit again, and the House adjourned. 

Turspay, March 4. 

A petition of sundry inhabitants of the county 
of Washington, in the District of Columbia, was 
presented to the House and read, praying, that 
that part of the county of Washington, now in the 
District of Columbia, which formerly made part 
of the county of Montgomery, in the State of Ma- 
ryland, may be revteded to the said State. 

Ordered, That the said petition be referred to 
the Committee of the whole House, to whom was 
committed, on the twelfth ultimo, a motion to 
recede to the States of Maryland and Virginia 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. Greca, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, to whom was referred, on the twenty- 
ninth of January last, the petitions of the Mayor, 
Aldermen, and Assistants, of the city of Natchez; 
of the Board of Trustees of Jefferson College, in 
the Mississippi Territory ; and of William Dun- 
bar, of the said Territory, made a report thereon; 
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which was read, and referred to a Committee of 
the whole House on Monday next. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed the bill, entitled “An 
act for the relief of the Governor, Judges, and 
Secretary, of the Indiana Territory,” with several 
amendments ; and the bill, entitled “An act relat- 
ing to bonds given by Marshals,” with several 
amendments, to which they desire the concur- 
rence of this House. 

Mr. Stoan, from the committee to whom was 
referred the bill imposing a tax on slaves import- 
ed into the United States, reported a new bill. A 
motion was made to reject it. Lost—yeas 24. 

On making it the order for the 4th of July, mo- 
ved by Mr. D. R. Witiiams. the House divided 
—yeas 34, lost. When the bill was made the 
order for Monday. 

Mr. Greaa, said he had determined to move 
this day that the House should go into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
with the view of taking into consideration the 
resolution which he had some time since offered. 
[On a non-importation of British goods.] At the 
request, however, of some gentlemen, and inas- 
much as the day was already considerably advan- 
ced, he said he would not make this motion to-day, 
but he gave notice he should make it to-morrow. 


NEW YORK SLATE COMPANY. 


Mr. Crowntnsuizcp, from the Committee of 
Commerce and Manufactures, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of the Dutchess County Slate 
Company, in the State of New York, made the 

following report: 

The petitioners represent that, for four years past, 
they have been engaged in working and manufactur- 
ing slate, in the county of Dutchess, in the State of 
New York, and are proprietors of quarries containing an 
inexhaustible quantity, and of a quality superior to any 

heretofore discovered in this country. They have al- 
ready advanced upwards of one hundred and twenty 
thousand dollars, as a capital stock, for carrying on the 
business, and employ a great number of workmen and 
laborers. The petitioners state. that slate is now get- 
‘ting into general use, in most parts of the United 
States, and they seem to be of opinion that the interests 
‘of our citizens, and the credit of our country, require that 
we should no longer be under the necessity of import- 
ing:it from Europe. - With a view, therefore, of check- 
ing the importation of foreign slate, and as an encour- 
“agement to our own, they solicit that additional duties 
mày be imposed on all slate imported from Europe. 

They recommend that a specific duty should be im- 

“posed, in preference to an ad valorem duty, on account 
of the exceedingly low price at which the slate is pro- 
‘eured from the quarries in Wales. 

*: Phe committee find the House decided on a similar 

application from the New York and Dutchess County 

Slate Company, at the last session of Congress. The 

report was unfavorable to the petitioners, and the House 
confirmed the decision of the committee, and refused 

-to impose any additional duty upon imported state. 
It does not appear that any new arguments have been 
‘urged, in the present petition, to induce the committee 
to change their former opinion on the subject. The 
-petitioners confess that the price of foreign slate is now 
reduced as low as that of American, but they complain 


that the importation of the former is continued: And 
can the petitioners reasonably expect that such extra- 
vagant high duties should be imposed on the importa- 
tion of foreign slate as will amount to a prohibition of 
the article? The committee hope the petitioners have 
formed no such expectations. In the United States, 
no monopolies exist, and none ought ever to be per- 
mitted to exist. Ifa duty, amounting to a prohibition, 
is laid on foreign slate, the American slate will be 
enhanced in price, just so much as the difference may 
be between the old and new duty; indeed, it is fair 
to presume, the price would go beyond that differ- 
ence; having the whole market themselves, it might 
be in the power of the manufacturers of slate, in this 
country, to augment the cost of that article to the pur- 
chaser beyond all reasonable bounds. 

Imported slate is now charged with a duty of seven- 
teen and a half per cent. ad valorem. In the opinion 
of the committee, no sufficient reason exists to recom- 
mend any addition to this duty. The interests of other 
persons than those who would be immediately bene- 
fitted by the augmentation of the price, are to be con- 
sulted in deciding on the merits of this question. ‘The 
purchaser or consumer must ultimately pay the whole 
duty; he ought not to be prevented from buying for- 
eign slate, if he prefers it to that of his own country, 
If the duty is raised considerably, the American manu- 
facturer would have the entire command of the market, 
and would charge his own prices; competition would 
cease; the seller would be enriched, at the expense of 
the buyer, and having secured a monopoly to one class 
of manufacturers, others might expect similar favors. 
Such a policy cannot be approved in this country. 
However, notwithstanding the expression of these 
opinions, if the existing duty was not deemed to be 
sufficiently high to afford an advantage to the Ameri- 
can slate, (the charges on the importation of foreign 
slate being at the same time considered as adding 
greatly to the price,) the committee would probably 
have been induced to propose some addition, though 
not to the extent prayed for by the petitioners. 

If Congress intended to raise the duties, generally, 
on articles imported from foreign countries, either with 
a view to new revenue, or as a further encouragement 
to domestic manufactures, the committee have no rea- 
son to suppose that slate would be omitted. As the 
committee are convinced that the manufacturers of slate 
are sufficiently protected already, and being perfectly 
satisfied that the increased or prohibitory duty on for- 
eign slate would only enhance the price of the article, 
to their exclusive benefit, but to the manifest injury of 
the consumer, the following resolution is respectfully 
submitted : . 

Resolved, That the Dutchess County Slate Com- 
pany of New York be permitted to withdraw their 
petition. N 

The report was agreed to. 


MERRIMACK. RIVER. 

Mr. CrowninsHIELD, from the Committee of 
Commerce and Manufactures, reported on the pe- 
tition of the merchants of Newburyport, repre- 
senting the inconveniences experienced in navi- 
gating the Merrimack, and praying a reimburse- 
ment of the expenses incurred by them in the 
erection of two piers for facilitating the navi- 
gation of said river. The report states the erect- 
ion of the piers to have been undertaken, and 
the expenditure of money to have been made, in- 
dependent of the direction of the United States. 
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Mr. Exy thought there appeared on the face of | amendments, some of which were agreed to and 
the report strong reasons in favor of the prayer | others rejected, the Committee rose and reported 
of the petitioners, and moved, for the purpose of | their agreement to the bill. 
considering the case,a reference of it to the Com- ; 
mittee of the whole House. 

Mr. CROWNINSRIELÐ was in favor of the same 
-gourse, and observed that he had been in the com- 
ynittee in favor of the claim. 

Mr. Barzy opposed this course, and supported 
the immediate concurrence of the House in the 
‘yeport, on ‘the ground stated therein. 

Mr. G. W. Campeanu advocated a reference of 
the report to a Committee of the whole House, 
and expressed his opinion in favor of the applica- 
tion. 

Mr. Jonn C. Smrru spoke in favor of a refer- 
ence to a Committee of the whole House. 

Mr. Binwe.t spoke against such a reference, 
and in favor of the report. 

Mr. Suoan took the opposite side of the 
question. 

‘On the question being taken, a reference toa 
‘Committee of the whole House obtained—yeas 59. 


POTOMAC BRIDGE. 


The House again resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the bill for the erection of 
‘bridge across the Potomac. 

"The question was taken on limiting the maxi- 
mum of future tolls to twenty-four per centum 
per annum, and carried—yeas 47, nays 43. 

‘A motion was made to limit the corporation 
to fifty years, which after considerable debate was 
rejected—yeas 29. 

A motion was then made fora transfer, after a 
certain number of years, of the bridge to the Uni- 
ted States, on their indemnifying the company, 
which was likewise disagreed to—yeas 18. 

_A motion was made to limit the corporation to 
ninety-nine years, which was not agreed to. 

Mr. G. W. Camreery moved a new section, 
rendering the company liable to all claims of in- 
demnity for injuries arising to private property 
from any obstruction of the navigation-of the Po- 
‘tomac by the erection of the bridge. This mo- 
tion was lost—yeas 12. 

Mr. Karty moved a new section, making it 
the duty of the company to keep the channel at 
the draw of the same depth as it now is, and, if 
‘suffered to become shoal, imposing on them a pen- | 
alty of —— dollars for every week it shall be so 
F ered to continue: Motion lost—yeas 37, nays 

Mr. SLOAN moved an additional section that in : : 
case the bridge shall fall into decay or be broken the following report: ; 
down, the said company shall be bound to remove That it appears a company has been incorporated 
the said materials out of the channel of the river, by the respective States of Pennsylvania, Maryland, 
so that the navigation may uot be obstructed Se een eae do eet E apnea 

‘i : Aa ET , which separates 
E motion was likewise disagreed to Chesapeake and Delaware: that i pursuance of the 
Mr. GoLpsrorouan moved an amendment, re- several acts of incorporation, passed by the said States, 


ave : respectively, a large number of ‘subscriptions were 
quiring one hundred thousand dollars to be sub- | made by divers citizens of the United States, anda 


scribed previously to the company commencing | board of president and directors were duly elected for 

their operations, which, after debate, was disa- | carrying the project into effect. 

greed to—yeas 40, nays 56. . - That the said president and directors, in pursuance 
After the proposition of a great variety of other | of their appointment, have procured skilful engineers, 


Wepnespay, March 5. 


The Speaker laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of the Navy, communicating 
the nature and extent of the services rendered to 
the captive crew of the late frigate Philadelphia, 
by the Danish Consul at Tripoli, in pursuance of 
a resolution of the House, of the fifth ultimo; 
which was read, and referred to Mr. Cuanrk, Mr. 
Ricnarps, and Mr. TALLMADGE. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed a bill, entitled “An 
act for the punishment of counterfeiting the cur- 
rent coin of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses ;” to which they desire the concurrence of 
this House. 

Mr. Nicuotson, presented a petition from the 
members of the Board of Commissioners of the 
county of Washington, in the District of Colum- 
bia, representing that great inconveniences had 
arisen from that part of the act incorporating the 
City of Washington which exempts city property 
from taxation for county purposes, and represent~ 
ing sundry other circumstances which, in their 
opinion, require Legislative interposition —Re- 
ferred to a select committee of five members. 

Mr. Dawson presented a petition from a num- 
ber of citizens of Washington county, District of 
Columbia, praying that the President may be- au- 
thorized to permit an enclosure of the unoccupied 
public ground in the City of Washington, on the 
condition of its cultivation and improvement- 
Referred to the committee appointed on the peti- 
tion of the Board of Commissioners, 

Mr. Tuomrson moved that the House should 
enter upon the consideration of the amendments 
made in the Committee of the Whole to the bill 
authorizing the erection of a bridge across the 
Potomac. 

Mr. Grece moved its postponement till Satur- 
day next. ee 

Mr. Smr supported, and Mr. Tompson op- 
posed this motion, which prevailed—ayes 54, 
noes 45, 


CHESAPEAKE AND DELAWARE CANAL. 

Mr. Greca, from the committee to whom was 
referred, on the twenty-eighth of January last, the 
petition of the President and Directors of the 
Chesapeake and Delaware Canal Company, made 
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` to,explore and survey the ground across the aforesaid 
isthmus, and have fixed on a route or position for the 
canal, calculated, as they conceive, in every respect, to 
secure the great and important purpose of an uninter- 
rupted navigation, and have made considerable progress 
in the work. They find, however, that to accomplish 
it, a greater portion of fortitude and perseverance, and 
more ample resources will be necessary, than the indi- 
viduals who are embarked in it, can be supposed to 
possess. The importance of the undertaking and the 
immense national advantages which may ultimately 
yesult from it, they hope will be sufficient inducements, 
to prevail on Congress to grant them such assistance as 
will enable them to complete the business agrecably to 
their original plan. 

The committee cannot hesitate a moment in de- 
ciding on the importance and extensive utility of con- 
necting.the waters of the Chesapeake and Delaware, 
by. a. navigable canal. To adopt a phrase familiarized 
by- use, they consider the project as an opening wedge 
for. an extensive inland. navigation, which would at all 

_ times be of an immense advantage to the commercial, as 
well as to the agricultural and manufacturing part of the 
community. But in the event of a war, its advantages 
would be incalculable. The reasoning of the petitioners 
is conclusive on this point. If arguments are necessary, 
their petition furnishes an ample supply to prove, that 
no system of internal improvement which has yet been 

roposed in this country, holds out the prospect of such 

. important national advantages, as naturally result from 

a successful termination of their undertaking. 

Did the finances of the country admit of it, the com- 
mittee would feel a perfect freedom in recommending 
tothe House the propriety, in their opinion, of extend- 
ing. to the petitioners such aid as the difficulty and im- 
portance of their enterprise would be thought to jus- 
tify. But it is a question, whether, at. this. moment, 
` the state of the Treasury would admit of any pecuniary 
assistance being granted. The amount of the public 
debt, yet to be extinguished, the embarrassed state of 
our commerce, and the critical situation of the country 
` in relation to foreign Governments, might. perhaps be 
considered as insurmountable objections. against apply- 
ing any public money to internal improvements, at 
this particular time. Under an impression arising 
from ‘these circumstances, the committee recommend 
the following resolution : 

< Resolved, That it would. not be. expedient, at this 
time, to grant any pecuniary assistance to the President 
and Directors of the Chesapeake and. Delaware Canal 

Company. 

The report was referred to a Committee of. the 
Whole on Monday. 


“°{ IMPORTATIONS FROM. GREAT BRITAIN. 


“Mhe House then, on the motion of Mr. GREGG; 
résolved itself into a Committee of the Whole on 
the’ state of the Union—ayes 72. 4 

‘Mr. Greca moved that the committee should 
take into consideration a resolution, offered by 
bim, on the 29th of January, for a non-importa- 
tion ef British goods. 

"The Committee having agreed to take up the 
resolution, and it having been read from the 
Chair, in the following words: 

“Whereas Great Britain impresses citizens of the 
United States, and compels them to serve on board her 
ships-of war, and also seizes and condemns vessels be- 


eral of the Fleet. 


longing to citizens of the United States, and their car- 
goes, being the bona fide property of. American citizens,. 
not contraband. of war, and not proceeding to places: 
besieged or blockaded, under the pretext of their being 
engaged in time of war in a trade with her enemies,; 
which was not allowed in time of peace; j 

« And whereas the Government of the United States 
has repeatedly remonstrated to the British Government, 
against these injuries, and demanded satisfaction there- 
for, but without effect: Therefore, 

“ Resolved, That, until equitable and satisfactory ar- 
rangements on these points shall be made between the 
two Governments, itis expedient that, from and after 
the day of next, no- goods, wares, or mer- 
chandise, of the growth, product or manufacture of Great- 
Britain, or of any of the colonies or dependencies thereof, 
ought to be imported into the United States; provided, 
however, that whenever arrangements deemed satisfac- 
tory by the President of the United States shall take. 
place, it shall be lawful for him by proclamation to fix 
a day on which the prohibition aforesaid,shall cease ” 

Mr. J, Cuay inquired whether it would not.be 
in order to call up a resolution offered by him on 
the same subject. 

The Cuarrman. said it was not in order, after 
the Committee had determined to consider the: 
resolution just read. 

Mr. Grece then rose, and said: Mr. Chairman, 
I cannot but congratulate the Committee on our 
having at length taken up the business. to which 
I believe the people of this country universally 
expected we would have turned our attention on. 
the first moment of assembling in our Legislative 
capacity. Before weleft ourhomes, wehad learned, 
through the channel of newspapers, that outrages 
of a most atrocious kind had been. committed'on 
the persons and property of American citizens, by: 
some of the belligerent nations of Europe. This: 
intelligence has been officially confirmed by sun- 
dry communications which we have received from. 
the President of the United States. From these: 
sources we have derived the information that 
irruptions have been made into our territory, on 
its southern frontier, by subjects of Spain, and that. 
depredations to a very considerable extent. have 
been committed.on our commerce by the cruisers 
ofthatnation. The manly spirit with which these 
irruptions were resisted by the officers of our Gov- 
ernment appears, for the present, to have checked. 
the further progress of that evil; and it seems that 
the system of depredation has been discontinued, 
in- pursuance of instructions issued by the Minis-. 
ter of State and of Marine to the. Director Gen- 
These orders were issued on 
the 3d day of September, 1805, and are understood 
to have been produced by the remonstrances of our- 
Minister at. that Court. From these favorable 
symptoms, a presumption naturally and necessa- 
rily arises that an amicable adjustment of the points 
in dispute between that Government and ours is 
not to be despaired of. Should we, however, be 
deceived in this calculation—should similar ag- 
gressions be repeated—we. are not destitute of 
means to obtain redress; and on such an event 
taking place, I presume we would not hesitate in. 
resorting to the complete exercise of these means. 

I wish the prospect of an accommodation of. our 
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differences with Great Britain were equally bright 


and flattering. But the systematic hostility of that 


Government towards our commerce, and its ob- 
stinate perseverance in the impressment of our 
seamen, notwithstanding the repeated remon- 
strances of our Ministers, leave no room to expect 


an accommodation until we resort to such meas- 


ures as will make her feel our importance to her as 
the purchasers and consumers of her manufactures, 
and the great injury she will sustain through a 
total privation of our friendship. 

This, it must be acknowledged, is a very import- 
ant subject, and one which cannot fail to engage 
the earnest attention, not only of this Committee, 
but must also excite the anxious solicitude of every 
‘member of the community. On the course we 
may now take—-on the measures we may now 
pursue—will in a great measure depend, in my 
view, the determination of the question whether 
we are to be a free and independent nation, or whe- 
ther we are to surrender that boasted privilege, 
and tamely submit to such indignity and oppres- 
sion as our forefathers, even in their state of col- 
onization, would have resisted with indignation. 
In the discussion of a question of such magnitude, 
in the decision of which we are so materially in- 
terested, and on which the honor and true inter- 
est of our country so much depend, I trust we will 
divest ourselves of all party feelings, whether aris- 
ing from our different pursuits in life, from geo- 
graphical distinctions, or from political consider- 
ations, so that our decision may be the result of a 
sound judgment, uninfluenced either by improper 
partiality or prejudice. 

From the hostile conduct of the nations to which 
Thave alluded, and from the pointed manner in 
which the President has recommended prepara- 
tions for defence, an idea appears to have gone 
forth that we are to be immediately engaged in 
war. This opinion has received additional cur- 
rency from a report made by a select committee 


of the House, recommending an appropriation of 


money to a considerable amount, for the purpose 
of erecting fortifications for the defence of our 
ports and harbors, and for building gunboats and 
ships-of-the-line. Did my sentiments accord with 
this opinion, I should certainly give this report 
my countenance, so far as respects fortifications, 
which, from their situation, are thought to be ca- 
pableof affording any substantial protection. Even 
as things are, I may perhaps be induced to vote in 
favor of the appropriation for gunboats, to relieve 
the anxiety of some of our fellow-citizens, whose 
alarms appear to be greatly excited; and because 
I believe, from all the information I have been 
able to collect from naval and military gentlemen, 

unboats will afford the most effectual protection, 
in the event of our being compelled to have re- 
course to defensive measures, by any occurrences 
that may hereafter take place. 

But here I must be permitted to declare that I 
have no apprehensions whatever of a war. The 
present situation of the nations of Europe furnishes 
no ground for entertaining such apprehensions. 
Their present engagements furnish ample em- 
ployment for all their resources, both of men and 


money. The important contest which now oceu- 
pies their attention is not likely to be brought to 
a speedy termination. Even if the minor Powers 
should ‘withdraw from the confederacy, there is no 
prospect of a speedy peace between the two great 
rival nations. They will most probably soon 
return to the situation they respectively occupied 
at the commencement of the present campaign. 
The scene of Boulogne will probably be acted over 
again. The fleet of the one nation must be em- 
ployed in guarding its coasts against an invasion 
by the army of the other. In this situation, nei- 
ther will be disposed to add to the number of their 
enemies. Great Britain derives some advantage 
from that predatory war which she permits and 
authorizes to be carried on against our commerce 
and she also experiences some convenience in 
manning her navy, from the facility with which 
deficiencies are supplied by impressments of our 
seamen from on board our trading vessels. Inter- 
est and convenience will induce her to pursue this 
system, so long as we discover a disposition to 
yield implicit submission ; but let a national spirit 
of disapprobation and resistance once discover 
itself; let us once tell her, in the proud language 
of independence, that we will no longer submit to 
this indignity and oppression, and we will find the 
practice relinquished, and our fellow-citizens lib- 
erated from that degrading bondage in which they 
are now held, and restored to their country and 
friends. Great Britain is too well versed in the 
business of calculation, and too well acquainted 
with her own interest, to persevere in this lawless 
system at the hazard of losing customers, whose 
annual purchases of her manufactures and other 
merchandise exceeds, I believe, thirty millions of 
dollars. 

In searching for materials to substantiate the 
facts stated in the preamble to the resolution, it is 
only necessary to refer to the history of the con- 
duct of the British Government towards us for a 
very short period. By turning a few pages of 
that history we will find that a large number of 
our fellow-citizens have been forcibly taken from 
their homes—for his ship is a seaman’s home— 
have been put on board British ships of war and 
compelled to fight her battles against a Power be- 
tween whom and her own Government there exists 
no difference. The general notoriety of this truth 
precludes the necessity of a reference to any par- 
ticular document to prove the correctness of the 
statement. Was such a reference necessary, I 
might point toa repart from the Department of 
State, made at the last session of Congress. In 
that report we find that, at that time, fifteen hun-. 
dred and thirty-eight persons,claiming tobe Amer- 
ican citizens, had been able to extend their appli- 
cation for relief to their own Government; an 
though Great Britain claimed some of these as 
her subjects, agreeably to her doctrine of non- 
expatriation, the great mass was acknowledged to 
be Americans, for whose detention no other cause 
could be assigned but because she stood in need 
of their service. And is it not a fair presumption 
that this number was but a small proportion of 
those who were actually impressed? Changed 
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from ship to ship, and the vessels in which they 
are frequently changing their station,and guarded 
with the most serupulous attention, it is almost 
impossible for them to find any opportunity of 
applying to their own Government or any of its 
officers for relief. ; i 
T'his open, this flagrant violation of our rights 
as men, and as citizens of an independent nation, 
certainly demands the interposition of Govern- 
ment. To what cause are we to ascribe the neg- 
lect with which these unfortunate men have been 
treated? A few years ago, when some of our 
eople had the misfortune to be made prisoners 
fy the Algerines, and at a later period, when 
some others fell into the hands of the Tripolitans, 
the feelings of the Government and of the whole 
country were alive. All voices united in requir- 
ing the energy of the Government to be exerted, 
and its purse to be opened, so that no means to 
obtain the liberty of the captives might be left 
untried. Success-has crowned these endeavors, 
and those who were unfortunately slaves are now 
enjoying theirfreedom. In what respect, I would 
ask, does the situation of those who have been 
impressed from on board their own vessels, and 
who are forcibly detained on board British ships 
of war, differ from that of the Algerine and Tri- 
politan prisoners? So far as respects the Gov- 
ernment, the infringements of its rights are greater 
in the former than in the latter case. The situa- 
tion of the individual is no better. A wound in- 
flicted by a British cat-of-nine-tails is not less se- 
yerely felt than if it had proceeded from the lash 
ofan Algerine. The patient submission with 
which we have so long endured this flagrant out- 
rage on the feelings of humanity and on the honor 
-ef-our country, must have excited.the astonish- 
ment of the whole world ; but it must also have 
impressed them very forcibly with an idea of the 
tnoderation of our Government, and of its strong 
predilection for peace. I trust, however, we will 
‘Now show them that there is a point beyond which 
we will not suffer; that even although we may 
not think it advisable to make reprisals, we will 
atleast withdraw our friendly intercourse from 
‘that: Government, whose whole system of con- 
duct towards us has been that of distress and de- 
gradation; and that, as the. business is now taken 
‘Wp, it will be pursued with zeal and ardor, until 
Yelief is extended to this unhappy class of suffer- 
érs, and security obtained against similar aggres- 
sions on their persons in future, by such arrange- 
ments as ought to be deemed satisfactory. _ 
In relation to the capture and condemnation of 
our vessels, contrary to what we consider, and to 
what I verily believe to be the law of nations, I 
‘shall not detain the Committee with many obser- 
“vations. I have no intention of entering into a 
discussion of the abstract question, whether a 
trade is justifiable in war which is not open in 
“time of peace. I will only observe, that on the 
principles of reason and justice, and from such 
thors as I have had an opportunity of consult- 
ng, the right for which we contend does appear 
‘Ome to be clearly established. In some late 
publications, this question has received a very 


| luminous and ample discussion, and the right in- 
sisted on by us has been placed on such ground, 
and supported by reasoning so clear, so cogent, 
and so conclusive, that Great Britain, with all her 
boasted talents, will find it extremely difficult to 
find answers for them. 

But even admitting the British doctrine to be 
correct, what, I would ask, has been the conduct 
of that Government under it? Has it been that 
of a nation actuated by motives of liberality and 
friendship? Has it been that of a civilized and 
polished nation? Has it been such as justice and 
the fair and honorable conduct of our Government 
has given us a right to expect? No person, I 
think, is prepared to answer in theaffirmative. It 
does not appear that the principle was practised 
on during the last, nor for some time after the 
commencement of the present war. I will not 
undertake absolutely to say that they relinquished 
it, but the trade which it now prohibits was per- 
mitted to be carried on to a great extent without 
any interruption from their cruisers. Numbers, 
allured by the prospect of gain, were induced to 
engage in the profitable business, and supposin 
themselves safe under the protection of law, ha 
their vessels and effects seized to a large amount. 
The capture and condemnation of their property 
was to them the first promulgation of the law. 
Ignorance of what it was impossible for them to 
know, was imputed to them as a crime, and an 
honorable dependence on the justice of a Govern- 
ment professing to be friendly, was prosecuted 
with penalty and forfeiture. 

But even independent of our just cause of com- 
plaint arising from this principle, apparently new, 
thus unjustly brought into operation, how has 
that Government conducted in relation to cap- 
tures, in which, after the most minute investiga- 
tion, all the ingenuity of her courts have not been 
able to discover any principle to warrant the con- 
demnation? The perplexing difficulties, the vex 

| atious delays, and the enormous expense attend- 
ing the prosecution of a claim through every stage 
of its progress, place an almost a able 
barrier in the way of obtaining justice. In fact, 
all her commercial maxims, and the whole sys- 
tem of her conduct, discover a manifest intention, 
a fixed determination, to consummate the ruin of 
the commerce of this country. 

Iam aware, Mr. Chairman, that many of the 
captures and condemnations, of which we have 
heard such loud complaints, are strictly warranted 
by the law of nations. An immoderate desire of 
gain very frequentiy leads the merchants to en- 
gage in a trade which the universal consent of all 
nations has declared to be unlawful. This obser- 
vation will, however, perhaps apply with more 
propriety to foreigners, who have fixed their resi- 
dence among us, to enjoy the advantage of trad- 
ing under our neutral rights, than to the real 
American merchant. This description of men, 
under no influence of patriotism, and too gene- 
rally unrestrained by any principles of justice, 
pursue their object, wholly regardless of the in- 
terest of the country, or of any injurious conse- 
quences to which it might be subjected through 
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their misconduct. Ihave no idea of involving 
my country in any difficulty on account of these 
people or their trade. As they are citizens of the 
world, equally attached to every country, I would 
always willingly surrender them, to be punished 
according to the laws of whatever country they 
might be found transgressing. But in withhold- 
ing protection from these lawless adventurers, let 
us hot withdraw it from the real American mer- 
chant. Acting from motives of patriotism as 
well as of gain, he combines his own interest with 
that of his country. While he is accumulating 
wealth to himself, he is adding to the revenue 
and riches of his country ; and while he is search- 
ing a market for the productions of the farmers, 
he is discovering something that may contribute 
to their convenience and comfort. He isa ne- 
cessary link in the chain of our society. There 
is a mutual dependence betwixt him and the 
farmer. The interest of the one is promoted by 
the success of the other. This being the case, 
these two classes should be extremely cautious 
how they suffer that kind of jealousy to grow up 
betwixt them, that might eventually prove a 
source of distress and calamity to them both. 

I hope it will not be inferred from anything I 
have said, that I am going to be an advocate for 
the protection, even of American merchants, in 
that wild, extravagant carrying trade, to which 
some of them appear to extend their views. I shall 
never agree to risk the peace and safety of the 
nation in such a cause. Even in doubtful cases, 
or where the law was not perfectly clear, if they 
would embark their property, let it be at their own 
hazard. But in carrying on the direct trade of 
our country, and even in the carrying trade, while 
they confine themselves within the acknowledged 
law of nations, I think they are entitled to protec- 
tion. 

And, sir, in affording this protection, I take it 
that we are promoting the real interest of the 
country. By cherishing navigation, to a certain 
extent, we secure to ourselves, at all times, the 
means of procuring a market for such articles as 
we have for sale; we furnish means for promoting 
industry, and we make provision for the mainte- 
nance of men, on whose bravery and exertions, in 
the event of war, we must always rely very much 
for our defence. On this subject, I cannot express 
my sentiments better than I find them expressed 
in a report made by the present Chief Magistrate, 
while Secretary of State, and which I consider as 
declaratory of the true interests of the nation. I 
shall therefore take the liberty of reading a para- 
graph of that report. 

“It [that is, navigation, as a branch of industry] is 
valuable, but, as a source of defence, is essential. Its 
value as a branch of industry is enhanced by the de- 
pendence of so many other branches on it. In times 
of general peace it multiplies competitors for employ- 
ment in transportation, and so keeps that at its proper 
level; and in times of war—that is to say, when those 
nations: whe may be our principal carriers shall be at 
war with each other—if we have not within ourselves 
the means of transportation, our produce must be ex- 
ported in belligerent vessels, atthe increased expense 


of war-freight and insurance, and the articles which will 
not bear that, must perish on our hands, 

t But itis as a resource for defence, that our navigation 
will admit neither neglect: nor- forbearance. The posi- 
tion and circumstances of the United States leave them 
nothing to fear on their landboard, and nothing to de- 
sire beyond their present rights. But on their seaboard 
they: are open to injury, and they have there, too, a 
commerce that must be protected. This can only be 
done by possessing a. respectable: body of citizen sea- 
men, and of artists and. establishments in readiness for 
ship-building.” 

From this very. brief: view of the conduct of the 
British Government towards us, and I: have con- 
fined it merely to the points stated in the pream- 
ble to the resolution; every candid, every unpre- 
judiced person, I think, must acknowledge, that 
we are arrived at a crisis; that we have reached 
a period at. which the honor, the interest, and the 
public sentiment of the country, so far as it has 
been expressed; call. loudly on ws to make a stand, 
The evil we have already suffered is great, and it 
is progressing. Like a- cancerous complaint, it is 
penetrating still deeper towards our vitals, While 
we yield year after year, Great Britain advances 
step by step; yet a little longer and aur commerce 
will be annihilated, and our independence. sub- 
verted. y 

Here the great difficulty. presents itself. What 
are the proper steps to be taken ? what measures 
that we can adopt will be most likely to effect the 
object we have in view, and in its operation pro- 
duce the smallest inconvenience to eure ext. L 
sir, have reflected much'on- this subject. I have 
considered, so far. as I was capable, the. bearing 
which. every measure which I have heard: pro- 
posed: would haveon.it. The result of my reflec- 
tions is, that, under all the circumstances of the 
case, the resolution, whichis now the subject of 
immediate discussion, ought to be adopted. What 
is the resolution? what does it say? Itaddresses 
Great Britain in this mild and moderate, though 
manly.and firm language: You have insulted: the 
dignity. of our country by impressing our-seamen, 
and compelling them: to fight your battles against 
a Power with whom weare at peace. You have 
plundered us of much property by that. predatory: 
war which you authorize to be carried on against 
our commerce. To these injuries, insults, and 
oppression, we will subauie bo Siger We dò not; 
however, wish to destroy that friendly: intercourse 
that ought to subsist between. nations, connected 
by the ties of common interest, to which several 
considerations seem to give peculiar. strength. 
The citizens of our country-and the subjects of 
yours, from the long habit of supplying their mu- 
tual wants, no doubt feel.a wish to preserve their 
intercourse without interruption.. To prevent 
such interruption, and secure against future ag- 
gressions, we are now desirous of entering into 
such arrangements as ought to be deemed: satis- 
factory by both parties. But if you persist in 
your. hostile measures, if you absolutely refuse 
acceding to any propositions of compromise, we 
must slacken those bonds of friendship by which 
we have been connected; you must-not expect 
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hereafter to find us in 


ness. 


dismay throughout the Empire. 


are the sources of its wealth. 


shops we can reach their vitals, and thus raise a 


ciples and practices, which have produced the 
‘solemn crisis. ` 

But, Mr. Chairman, should Great Britain, con- 
‘trary to our wishes, and certainly contrary to her 
‘own true interest, persist in her ill-starred policy, 


self? and how will we be ultimately affected by 
t? Shut out from British markets, our merchants 
will obtain a particular supply from other coun- 
tries; and we will resort to domestic manufactures 
‘to:make up the deficiency. Should this system 
:be adopted; Britain may find it difficult to recover 
‘our custom. It is certainly a` subject of serious 
regret that, owing to the large importation ‘and 
“extensive: consumption of British goods, domes- 
‘tic manufactures have nearly vanished: I do not 
‘expect to see the establishment of large manufac- 
tories in this country.. The extensive vacant ter- 
‘ritory we possess furnishes such powerful induce- 
‘ments: for settling on land, that few are to be found 


‘a manufactory. Should, however, such establish- 
ments be set on foot, } have no doubt they would 
receive-a large accession of workmen from the 
‘numbers which a non-importation act would com- 
-pel to leave their present homes, in search of em- 
‘ployment in-this and other countries. But my 
‘present view does not extend to these establish- 
ments on so large a scale. I want to-see‘ every 
‘family a litle manufactory, vieing with” each 
‘other in the excellency of their workmanship, 
and exhibiting, in their dresses, specimens of their 
‘ingenuity and ‘industry. . 

Mr. Chairman; when I firstsubmitted this prop- 

9th Con.—18 


our market, purchasing 
your manufactures toso large an amount. What 
will the people of this country say of this propo- 
sition? Will they not be ready to-exclaim, that 
itis too mild for the present state of things? What 
will be the opinion of foreign Governments re- 
specting it? Will they not say that we have ex- 
tended the principle of moderation too far? What 
must be its impression on Great Britain herself? 
Sir, if she is not lost to every sense of national 
justice, she must acknowledge its equity and fair- 
But I would inquire particularly what 
would be its operation on the people of that coun- 
try? Ifcarried into effect, I believe it will strike 
Its operation 
will be felt by every description of people, but 
more especially by the commercial and manufac- 
‘turing part of the community. The influence of 
‘these too classes is- well known in that country. 
They are the main pillars of its support. They 
Their representa- 
tions, therefore, are always attended to. And 
what language must they speak on this o¢casion 2 
‘It. must be evident that a regard to their own in- 
terest will lead them to remonstrate loudly against 
that system, which will produce an annual defal- 
-eation in the sale of their manufactures, of thirty 
millions of dollars. This is their vulnerable part. 
‘By attacking them in their warehouses and work- 


set of advocates in our favor, whose remonstrance 
may produce an abandonment of those unjust priu- 


‘what must be the effect of such conduct-on her- 


- ‘willing to be confined within the narrow limits of 


osition to the consideration of this House, I was 
so forcibly impressed with the propriety of adopt- 
ing it, that I had no expectation it would meet 
with any opposition, It was not until a resolu- 
tion was laid on the-table, calling on the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury for a statement of our ‘ex- 
ports and imports. to and from Great Britain and 
her dependencies, that I had any suspicion it 
would be opposed. When that call was. made, I 
began to presume an opposition was intended, 
and that the opposition would be grounded on the 
supposed effect which the adoption of the’ meas- 
ure now under discussion wauld have on the rèv- 
enue. This was brought particularly into view 
some days after in the form of a preface toa reso- 
lution on this same subject offered by a gentleman 
from Maryland. 

We were told, then, that our imports from Great 
Britain and her dependencies, amounted annually 
to $25,000,000, and that, at the average rate of 
duty of ‘twenty per cent. the revenue would, ‘of 
course, be affected to the amount of $5,000,000. 
That. the revenue will be partially affected by 
the proposed measure is readily admitted’; and 
if it shuld be affected to such an extent, as to re- 
tard the extinguishment of the national debt a 
single day beyond the time fixed by law for its 
final redemption, I would certainly regret it very 
sincerely. No person in this country can wish 
more anxiously to'sée that debt paid than myself, 
But, sir, do not believe the effect on the revenue 
will be by any means so great as has been stated. 
The average duty.on imports from: Britain does 
not, I believe, amount to 20 per cent, and there- 
fore the defalcation in the revenue will not be so 
great as has been stated; even admitting that we 
do not impurt from other countries. But is it to 
be supposed that the enterprise aa aay of the 
merchants are to be wholly paralyzed by this 
measure? Will they lay up their vessels in their 
docks, and shut up their money in.their chests? 
No, sir; when they find themselves excluded: by 
law from British markets, they will resort to other 
countries, and no doubt they will fiad goods: to 
answer our purpose quite as well as maby of the 
gewgaws we get from England, and quite as 
many as we will be able to find money to pur- 
chase. ‘i 

It has been said, also, that the price of our ex- 
ports is to-be greatly affected by this measure. The 
article of cotton ‘has been: particularly mentioned. 
Why, sir, the resolution does not say a word about 
exports. It is entirely silent as to them. - They 
are left at liberty to go to those markets where 
they have heretofore found purchasers, or to search 
for new ones, as it may suit their convenience. 
The adoption of the measure may produce a mo- 
mentary diminution of price, and this inconve- 
nience will be promoted by the representations of 
designing speculators, who are continually roam- 
ing through the country to take advantage of the 
ignorant and unwary. But, when the first im- 
pression is removed, our productions being either 


necessaries of life, or materials for manufactures, 


will be in-demand, and sought for, and purchased, 
at a- price correspondent: to that demand. But, 
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sir, even admitting that we were to sustain.a tem- 
porary inconvenience froma small reduction io 
the price of the produce of our. farms, are we to 
puta few cents difference in the price of a pound 
of coiton; or tobacco, or a- barrel of flour, or a 
quintal of fish; in competition with the honor aad 
general interest of our country ? Is there a mem- 
jer-of this House, is there a man in the commu- 
nity; that would submit to see his neighbor drag 
ged-into ignoble bondage, merely because it would 
producea slight shock in the market for his pro- 
duce? Such an idea would, I believe, be univer- 
sally spurned at. Pee 
But, Mr. Chairman, the strongest objection I 
have heard mentioned is, that if we do pass. a non- 
importation act, it cannot be executed, and either 
we shall be laughed at by Great Britain. or it will 
afford a pretext to-her Minister, whose derision is 
well known, to let loose his cruisers and sweep. 
the ocean. This is the language used in Britain. 
Their writers acknowledge that a non-import- 
ation act would he to them a serious calamity, 
but comfort themselves with the reflection that it 
could not be executed. Now, I ask, what reason. 
‘ean be assign d why it could not be as well exe- 
cuted now as it was in former times? Are we so 
abject, so degenerate, as to submit to such nation- 
al indignity rather than forego the pleasure result- 
ing from an indulgence in British luxuries ? But 
it may give offence to the British Minister, who 
will sweep the ocean with his cruisers. This, to 
be sure, is a sweeping objection. but how will it 
apply? What right has the British Minister to 
take offence at any regulations we may see proper 
to adopt? We have a moral, and we have a 
Constitutional right to manage our own commer- 
cial concerns in our own-way, provided we do not 
infringe or violate the rights of other nations. 
This sacred trust has been committed to us by 
the people of this country, and L hope we will 
never feel disposed to resign it to any foreign 
Minister. 

But admitting that great man. with all his de- 
cision, should let loose his cruisers, what will he 
gain? ‘Is be not more at our mercy than we are 
at his? I he attempts to make a general sweep, 
self-defence will justify reprisals. The debts ow- 
ing 10 British subjects, the immense property own- 
ed by them in this country, will; of course, he laid 
hold of. I will perhaps be told here, that, by the 
treaty of 1794, sequestration of debts is- prohihit- 
ed. True; but if one of the contracting parties 
violates the cuntract, the other is released: from 
his obligation. If Britain violates nine articles of 
the treaty, she cannot consider us bound by the 
tenth, Besides, her provinces are quite contiguous 
and open to us, and by securing them we would 
make ourselves masters of the fur trade, from 
which. she derives such important advantages, 
Even on the ocean. | doubt whether she would 
be a gainer in the contest. And this is not mere 
theory. During the last war our privateers cap- 
tured more of their vessels than they took of ou:s 
with all their navy. . Our shipping then was not 
more than a fourth of what we nsw possess, and 


the:number of seamen about in the same propor-. 


| tion. And it is worthy of remark that, owing to 


the difference in the value of their cargoes and 
ours, the one consisting entirely of bulky articles 
necessaries of life, and raw materials for manu, 
factures, and the other made up of these materi- 
als-after they have received the last touch of art 
and industry; if we succeeded in taking one for 
their. three, the balance perhaps would be about 
equal. 

The resolution has also been called a war mea- 
sure. Now,I would ask, what is there warlike 
about it? Sir, | before have said, and: T repeat it, 
that I deprecate war. With me it will always be 
a dast resort. Recourse should be had to every 
peaceable means to: obtain justice, before an ap 
peal is made to arms. The resolution I con- 
sider purely as a measure of that kind and so it 
must appear to. the British Minister, unless he ig 
determined on war, and then he will find some 
pretext. It is common for persons going to war 
to publish a declaration, statiug their reasons in 
justification of their conduct to other nations, Let 
the British Minister take the resulutiou and pub- 
lish it at length, and will any other nation con- 
sider it asa-sufficient ground for war? ‘It merely 
states that we consider ourselves injured, and that, 
in justice to ourselves, we must suspend our in- 
tercourse until we obtain redress. The British 
Minister will never put his reputation and chara- 
acter at hazard on such a foundation. 

Mr. Chairman, io every point of view in which 
I have been able to consider this subject, the pro- 
priety of adopting the resulution which has been 
read, appears to me equally impressive; aud,there- 
fore, although it may be opposed, I cannot but 
hope it will receive the sanction of a large ma- 
jority of the House. In this hope I am confirmed 
when I refer to the Journals and see what. was 
done by the Huuse of Representatives, under ¢ir- 
cumstances sumewhat similar to the present, in 
the year 1794. The same nation, of whose con- 
duct we now complain, was then committing de- 
predations on our commerce. She had, on the 
6th of November, issued her celebrated orders; and, 
it is.worthy.of remark, that these orders were first 
published by the cruisers which were acting yn- 
der them. The late captures, unauthorized: by 


any public orders, but :proceeding on a.deeree.of 


their admiralty court, which it appears was.to,be 
considered as the. signal for making the sweep, 
evince a ifixed system of hostility towards our 
commerce, and an ungenerous mode of making. its 
attacks. The unwary and unsuspecting fall.a 
prey to their hidden designs, She wasaithat time 
also-stimulating the Indians to commit hostilities 
on our frontiers, and the western posts\were nat 
surrendered agreeably to what we considered the 
true. intent and meaning of the Treaty of 1783 
To counteract these hostile measures, a proposi- 
tioa was made in the House of Representatives for 
suspending all commercial interevurse with. that 
nation. ‘That proposition was at that timeadupt- 
ed-by a very large majority. All parties united 
in giving it sheir support. The great political 
distinction. which has unfortunately prevailed two 
long in this country, did not, on that occasion 
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discover itself a great deal. The- representation 
from the State in which I live, was at that time 
-about equally divided between the two great con- 
tending parties.and yet, on that question, their 
votes were completely blended. The representa 
tion from the Southern States, I observe, was gen- 
erally in favor of that measure, The respectable 
State of Virginia, in particular. which ‘was -repre- 
sented by a constellation of talents. not only ranged 
itself on the affirmative side of the question by its 
vote, ‘but also: bore a very distinguished part in 
the argument in support of the measure. From 
a similarity of circumstances, are we not now to 
expect a similar result? Although the evil com 
plained of is, in the first instance, more severely 
felt in a particular section of the country. its ef- 
fects will ultimately extend to every part of it. 
And,so far asthe honorof the Governmentis impli- 
cated, a sensibility arising from that source must 
necessarily be experienced by all its citizens at 
the same time. 

Before I sit down, Mr. Chairman. permit me to 
say that, although my opinion on this subject is 
formed on the most mature’ reflection, yet, if a 
majority of the Committee think differenily, if 
they prefer something more energetic, or if they 
shave any other system which they consider more 
“efficient to obtain: the object, I may, for the sake 
of unanimity, be disposed to yield my. opinion. 
Unanimity I consider as all-important. We are 
told, by a document on our table, that the nation, 
against whose conduct we complain, calculates 
on our divisions. Her hopes of being able to pur- 
-sue her system, are built on an idea, that division 
“among ourselves will prevent our adopting any 
efficient measures. In this hope, I trast, they 
will now be disappointed, and that we shall show 
to them and to the world. that however we may 
‘differ as to the administration of our internal af- 
“fairs, on all great national questions, in which 
the honor and true interest of our country. in re 
Fation to foreign governments, is involved, that 
We dre butone people. 
<Mr: J. Cuay.—I bad entertained a hope tha 
the call of my colleague would have been de- 
layed:for.a few days longer, as the documents ‘we 
have received from the Treasury Department 
“have been but two days on our table, at least in 
a printed form, and as they are calculated to 
‘throw much light: on the’ subject before us. En 
the few remarks which F am ‘about to’ offer,’ I 
shall not follow my colleague through the detail 
he has made of the injuries and insults of Great 
“Britain. “We ail of us wel! know that the na- 
tional flag has been grossly outraged, and the 
national honor violated ‘by her. But 1 dovnot 
conceive that the best mode of obtaining redress 
for these wrongs is to do that which will be more 
injurious to ourselves than to her. My objections 
‘to this resolution aré twofold. The first is, that. 
if carried into effect, it places greater means of 
injaring us in the hands of our enemy than she 
already possesses; and the second. that we shall 
not be able to maintain the course it points out 
for any length of time. 


y the resulution before us we are prohibited ' 


from importing from Great Britain any articles, 
however necessary or convenient they may be; 
while, at the same time. we are permitted to carry 
any articles to'-her market, The effect will cbe, 
that while our productions are accumulating in 
the hands of the British manufacturers and mer- 
chants, they will have no means of paying for 
them; and of consequence debts to a very large 
amount will become due from British merchants 
10 American citizens. Even at the present day, 
l have great doubts whether there are not greater 
sums due by the merchants of Great Britain to 
the citizens of the United States than there are 
recoverable debts: due by American citizens to 
them. If so, what will become of the second ex- 
pedient proposed to. be resorted to by my col- 
league, that of sequestration? The balance of 
injury, instead of being ia our favor, will be 
against us. If my colleague had looked over the 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury, and had 
attended to the amount of American property 
afloat, he would have seen that there is not less 
than one hundred nvibtions of dollars worth of 
American properly at the mercy of the cruisers 
of Britain. I believe that the naked vessels, inde- 
pendent of the products they carry, amount'in 
value to more than thirty millions of dollars. Tt 
will be seen that the commerce of the United 
States in exports and imports amount to one hun- 
dred and fifty millions, of which it is fair to cal- 
culate that one-third is constantly exposed on the 
ocean. Of this amount about forty millions is 
carried on between the United States and the 
Power with whom it is propused to cat off inter- 
course. With this fact staring us in the face, 
would it be politic to expose so much property to 
the retaliation of the British Ministry? When 
the gentleman spoke of the amount of British 
depredations, he ought to-have stated the amount 
‘of those recently ‘committed. I believe I am:not 


‘very wrong in stating the whole amount of A merj- 


can property detained by British cruisers as not 
exceeding six millions of dollars. On balancing, 
therefore their interests, ought the United States 
to resort to measures of hostility; to measures 
which, in the opinion of every man, will justify 
retaliation ? 

Besides, I would wish my colleague to show us 


‘how we are to be supplied with articles hereto- 


fore derived from Great Britain. All articles of 
iron manufacture, hardware, of cotton and coarse 
woollens, we are obliged to import from that isl- 
land. Fro.n her East India dominions we like- 
wise import a great variety of useful articles; 
while from her West India islands we import a 
great portion of one article, spirits which pays 
one-sixth of our whole amount of duties, the 
amount which we get from ber colonies will be 
found to be two and a half millions of dollars. 
From the same document it appears that the 
whole of this article imported from the British 
dominions is consumed in the United States. But 
itis said that we may find a substitate for it. I 
acknowledge it. “We may find this substitute in 
the products of our domestic distilleries, which 
pay no duties. Are we prepared to sacrifice so 
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Jarge.a part of our revenue as is derived from the 
‘importation? For it will be observed that other 


«kinds of spirits are in a great measure exported 


“feom the United States, while all that we import 
from British settlements is consumed in this coun- 


otry. 


If the importation of British manufactures 


wig prohibited, 1 do not know whence we are to be 
furnished with the articles we stand in peed of. 
-Itis true that France bas some rising manufac- 
tures, and she takes off about a fourth part of the 


< eotton exported from the United States. 


But are 


“ye, by this measure, to cut off the market of the 
-agriculturist for this article to the extent of 
` ninety thousand. bales at present annually ex- 


Es 


ported to Great Britain? =, À 
But the great and material injury to the United 


States will be from the destruction of revenue oc- 


casioned by this measure. The present revenue 
may be estimated at $12,000,000, of which the 


. sum of $5.400 000 is paid on importations from 


; Tie debt. 


Great Britain and her dependencies. We have 
ao annual appropriation of $8,000,000 for the 
ayment of the principal and interest of the pub- 
We have been engaged in extinguish- 


„ing this debt for near twenty years, and have so 


far succeeded. 
It is a probable calculation that if we remain at 
peace, and do not cut off the right hand of our 


_ revenue, the debt will be extinguished by the year 


1816, To me this is an object as desirable as it 
can be to my colleague. I do not, therefore, wish 


to deprive the Government of this large share of 


revenue derived froin duties on merchandise im- 
ported from Great Britain. 

As to the effects of this measure on Great Brit- 
ain, I might acknowledge. if it could be perma- 
nent that it might raise a clamor among her mer- 
chants and manufacturers, which mightinduce the 
Minister of that nation to relax in the course now 
pursued. But l will appeal to any gentleman 
conversant with the state of the country from the 
year 1792 to this time, to say whether there is 
any probability of our being able to endure a non- 


importation of British goods for any Jength of 


time; for more than about six or eight months. 
We have veither stock enough on hand, nor man- 
ufactures or manufacturers of our own to enable 
us to do so. Ft is true that our manufactures are 
advancing surely, though slowly, and I may state 
in corroboration of this fect, what may not gen- 


-erally be known, that in the city of Philadelphia, 
. manufactures are now carried on to a greater ex- 


. tent than they were forty years ago in the town 


of Birmingham. But can we, from this source, 


or from foreign markets, supply the great demand 
of our citizens? No. . There are some articles 
which we may obtain elsewhere. Let us then 
prohibit the importation of these from Britain. 


. Let us carry such a system as this into effect. 


-One which, as it will do us little injury, is likely 


to be permanent, and will therefore have a perma- 
nent iufluence on Great Britain. 
My colleague has alluded to the measures taken 


in the year 1793, But he will recollect that the 
orders issued by the British Government at that 
„period went muel further than.the principle now 


gret it has 


zens. 


tion from it. 


set up. Besides, in 1793, the spirit of this eoun- 
try was very different from that which now pre- 
vails. 
time, rekindled the enthusiasm of our own Revo. 
ution, and I ‘believe I shall not be incorrect in 
saying. that a majority of our citizens were in 
favor of drawing the sword in favor of France. 
I ask, if that is the case now? If a majority of 
the people of America are ready to take part with 
the Emperor Napoleon? And, notwithstanding 
the measures then taken, in 1794 we concluded a 
treaty which sacrificed everything we had con- 
tended for, and for which I believe my colleague 
voted, at least for appropriations to carry it into 
operation. 
ures, Iam not now for taking them. I am not 
for taking measures which my colleague says will 
strike at the vitals of Great Britain, but which, 
he says at the same time, will not be a cause of 
war. J am, on the contrary, in favor of such 


The Revolution of France had, at that 


If this was the issue of violent meas- 


measures as we are able to carry into effect, and 
which may. be adopted without permanent injury 


to ourselves. 


Mr. CROWNINSHIELD.— The gentleman from 


Pennsylvania, who has last spoken, regrets that 


this subject has been taken up so soon, but I re- 
not been taken up an earlier period. 
Although, after I found certain information called 
for, I moved for other documents, calculated to 


shed further light on the subject, yet I then said, 
and I am still convinced that this information 


could not influence my decision on the subject 
under consideration. The documents called for 
are, however, now before us, and it appears that 
the balance of trade between the United States 


and Great Britain is from ‘eleven to twelve mil- 


lions against us. - This difference we are obliged 
to make up by remittances.in cash or bills from 


other countries; when, if we did not purchase of 


her more than we sell to her, we should not owe 
this annual balance, and the amount would sure- 
ly be returned to the United States, very probably 
in cash, as a balance in our favor from other Eu- 
ropean nations. The trade, therefore, with Great 
Britain, so far as relates to. the. balance, is disad- 
vantageous tous. The gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia (Mr. Cray ) thinks that this resolution will ma- 
terially injure us, while it will inflict httle injury 
on Great Britain. But there can be no doubt the 
measure it contemplates will injure Great Britain 
vastly more than it will injure us. Great Britain 
has, without any cause whatever, condemned our 
vessels engaged in the carriage of colonial pro- 
ductions, the bona fide property of American citt- 
The gentleman has acknowledged that 
these captures may anfount to six millions of dol- 
lars. I do not know the amount, but if the adju- 
dications continue, I believe it will soou exceed 
that sum. But if the amount did not exceed one 
million, we are bound in duty to protect our mer- 
chants. The gentleman, in his remarks, goes 0D 
the calculation that Great Britain will go to war 
with us if we adopt this resolution. But I have 
no such idea. If, however, I held that opinion, I 
should not on that account withhold my approba- 
Because I believe if a war, should 
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take place, the United States will have a great 
We should be 
able, in that eveni, to fit out a great number of 
privateers, and we should make two captures to 


advantage over Great Britain. 


their one. If a war should take place, which I 


do not hésitate to say I should greatly deprecate, 


we should take twice as much of their property 
as they would take of ours. But we are not, by 


the adoption of this resolution, about to enter into 
war with Great Britain. No such thing is in the 


contemplation of any gentleman. Weare merely 
about to prohibit the importation of British goods 
in consequence of her having seized our vessels 
engaged in carrying on a lawful commerce, and 


in consequence of her seizure of American citi- 


zens protected by the American flag. 

With regard to the measure contemplated by 
the resolution, I hope that Great Britain will not 
permit it to go into operation; that she will, on 
the contrary, on mature reflection, give us back 
the property she has wrongfully taken fromus and 
liberate our seamen from the captivity in which 
she detains them. 

With regard to the observation of the gentle- 
man, relative to our inability to supply ourselves 
with. the goods we get from her settlements in the 
Hast Indies, I think it proper to observe that they 
may be obtained from other colonies in that quar- 
ter; and as to spirits, there can be no doubt of our 
getting a sufficient quantity of spirits, notwith- 
standing the adoption of this resolution. But 
suppose we could not obtain a sofficient quantity 
of rum, or manufactured articles for our ordinary 
supply, and the revenue should be thereby affect- 
ed for a time. We ought not to be governed by 
this consideration. But I believe the industry 
and enterprise of our merchants would .soon ob- 


tain from other markets, a sufficient supply. of 


every article, woollen goods, perhaps, excepted. 
. -In November, 1793, Great Britain adopted a 
similar principle with regard to the colonial trade, 
except that the orders issued at that time went 
further than. the present. principle. In conse- 
quence of these orders four or five hundred of our 
vessels were seized. Every one knows the con- 
duct of the American Governmentat that time. A 
treaty was finally made in which Great Britain pro- 
mised to pay for the aggressions committed by her 
vesselson neutral rights. Butnearly ten years elaps- 
ed before our merchants received compensation for 
theirlosses. This principle slept till 1801. Great 
Britain did not find it convenient to call it again 
into existence before that time. It then appears 
by a correspondence between Mr. King, then our 
Minister at the Court of Great Britain, and Lord 
Hawkesbury. that she attempted to renew it at this 
time: Mr. King, however, remonstrated; and he 
finally received a note from Lord Hawkesbury, 
who had referred the subject to the Attorney 
General of Great Britain, admitting that the sei- 
zure, under this principle, was not warrantable. 
The opinion is this: that the neutral has a right 
to-carry on a commerce with the enemies’ colonies. 
That the continuity of the voyage is broken 
when the return cargo is landed in the neutral 
country, and has paid duties there, and that the 


judicated in New Providence. 


goods can afterwards be safely transported to: 
any belligerent country in Europe, in the same. 
bottom on which they were originally imported, 

or on any other neutral bottom whatever. This 

appears to have settled the question, and numer- 

ous decisions in England bath before and since. 
that time have confirmed the principle asa. correct 

one. But notwithstanding all this, to our aston- 

ishment, the same adjudications have been re- 
newed, and the same principle, considered as aban- 

doned last war, is now revived. Inthe early part 

of the last summer we find it once more brought 

into existence, and the following case was made 

use of, as a fit pretext, to warrant the new cap- 

tures which were intended should be made under 

this extraordinary decision of the court of appeals: 

In the latter part of the late war which was ter- 

minated by the treaty of Amiens, an American 

vessel was carried into the Island of New Provi- 

dence, and adjudicated. An appeal was carried 

to Great Britain, where the condemnation was af-. 
firmed on the ground that she was carrying ona 

trade during war which was not allowed in time 

of peace. Under this decision the cruisers’ of 
Great Britain have seized a great number of 
other vessels, I know this case particalarly. 'The 

vessel I have referred to, was the Essex, Captain: 
Orne. There was a direct importation of ‘her. 
cargo into Salem, in Massachusetts; after remain- 

ing stored three or four weeks, the duties having 

been paid, it was shipped for the Havana. Oa 

her passage to Tlavana, she was seized, and ad- 

There was an 

appeal, and after remaining nearly four years un- 

decided, the judgment is at last confirmed in Bng- 

land, and the capture of American vessels com-. 
mences. Can we put up with such decisions? 

Can we agree to them? If this principle be al- 

lowed, I desire to know whether the whole carry- 

ing trade of the United States will not eventa- 

ally be sacrificed? By the carrying trade, I mean 

the direct trade to and from the colonies, as well 

as to Europe. If we acquiesce in their capturing 

a part, Great Britain will extend her captures still 

further, and make a sweep of our whole trade, 

For my part, I am not willing to make this sac- 

rifice; if it were no more than a million I could 

not agree to it. 

As to the impressment of our seamen. that too 
is a subject of most serious complaint. We have 
called for a document on this point, which unfor- 
tunately is not yet on our tables. It is so exten- 
sive, and the information drawn from such vari- 
ous sources, that the Secretary of State has not 
yet been able to present it. We have, however, 
understood, that the number of our impressed 
seamen amounts to above 3,000. During the fast 
war Great Britain impressed upwards of 2,000 of 
our seamen, of which she restored 1,200. proved 
to be American, and 800 remained in her posses- 
sion at the peace. In the short period of two 
years she has impressed 3,000 seamen. 1 believe 
that we are bound, by all peaceable ineans, to ob- 
tain the liberation of these men. Lately, one of 
our frigates was shipwrecked off Tripoli, and 300 
men taken captives. We immediately passed a 
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new appropriation. bill, and sent out. several ad- 
ditional frigates. The affair has terminated hon- 
orably to our country, and our seamen are released. 
Will we not now do as.much for 3,000 seamen, 
as we then did for 300, which are but a tenth 
part? _ After the course we are now taking, 
should Britain persist in her captures and in ber 
oppressive treatment of our seamen, and refuse to 

ive them up, 1 would not hesitate to meet-her 
in war. But; as] observed before, I do not believe 
Great Britain will go to war. Our trade is too 
valuable to her. She knows, too, that in such-an 
eventshe will lose her Eastern provinces. The 
States of Vermont and Massachusetts will ask no 
other assistance than their own militia to take 
Canada and Nova Scotia. Sume of her West 
Judia islands will likewise fall. She knows also 
other things. Her subjects own sixteen millions 
of the old public debt of the United States, eigat 
millions of the Louisiana stock, and three or four 
taillions bankstock. and have private debts to the 


amount of ten or twelve millions; amounting in | 


the whole to nearly forty millions of dollars. 
Will Great Britain, by going to war, risk her pro- 
vioces, and this large amount of property? I 
think she will not put so much to hazard. I be- 
lieve she williake uo other steps than are usual 
with regard to neutral trade. As I said befure, 
the risk of a contrary course will be too great. 
Her Minister is now trying a system. the contin- 
vance in which will depend on us. He means to 
see: how much we can bear. By this step we shall 
put an end toit. If, before it goes into effect, we 


give him time to reflect, he will, rather than ex-- 


perience the injury that menaces his country, pay 
for.the property that has been condemned, and 
release our seamen.. Under these circumstances, 
atid viewing the resolution asa pacific measure, 
T hope it will be adopted unanimously. 

Mr. J. Ranporer.—I am extremely afraid, sir, 
that so far asit may depend on my acquaintance 
with details connected with the subject, I have 
very little right to address you, for.in truth, I have 
Not yet seen the documents from the Treasury, 
which were called for some time ago, to direct 
the jadgment of this House in the decision of the 
question now befure yous and, indeed after what 
I bave this day heard, I no longer require that 
document or any other document—indeed I do 
not know that [ever should have required it—to 
vote on the resolution of ihe gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania. If Thad entertained any doubis they 
would have been removed by the style ia which 
the friends of the resolution have this. morning 
discussed it. lam perfectly aware, that on en- 
tering upon this subject. we go into it manacled. 
handcuffed, and tungu. -tied ; gentlemen know that 
our lips are sealed, on subjects of momentous for- 
eign relations, which are indissolubly linked with 
the present question, and which would serve to 
throw a great light on it-in every respeet relevant 
tvit Twill, however, éndeavor-to hobble over 
the subject, as weil-as my fettered limbs and pal- 
sied tongue wiil enable me to-do it, 

-Fam not surprised to bear this resolution dis- 
Cussed by us friends as a war measure, They say 


(it is true) that it is not a war measure; but the 
defend iton principles which would justify none 
but war measures, and seem pleased with the 


idea that it may prove the forerunner of war. If. 


war is necessary—if we have reached this point— 
let us have war. But while Ihave life, I wilk 
never consent to these incipent war measures, 
which, in their commencement breathe nothing 


but peace, though they plunge at last into war. 


Tt has been well observed .by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania behind me (Mr. J. Cuay) that the 
situation of this nation in 1793, was in every. re- 
spect different from that in which it finds itselfin 
1806. Let me ask, too, if the situation of Bog- 
land is net since materially changed? Gentle- 
men who, it would appear from their language, 
have not.got beyond the hora-book of polities, 
talk of our ability to cope with. the British navy, 
and tell us of the war of our Revolution. What 
was the situation of Great Britain then?: She 
was then: contending for the empire of the British 
channel, barely able to maintain a doubtful equal- 
ity with her enemies, over whom she never gained 
the superiority until Rodoey’s victory ofthe twelfth 
of April. What is her present situation?. The 
combined fleets of Franee, Spain; and Holland, are 
dissipated, they no luuger exist.. I am not sgr- 
prised to hear men advocate these wild opinions, 
to see them goaded on by a spirit of mercantile 
avarice, straining their feeble strength to excite 
the nation to war, when they have reached this 
stage of infatuation, that we are an over-match 
for Great Britain on: the ocean. 
of time to reason with such- persons. They do 
not deserve anything like serious refutation. Tlie 
proper arguments forsuch statesmen are astraight 


waistcoat, a dark room, water gruel, and depletion. : 


It has always appeared to me that there are 
three points to be considered, and maturely con- 
sidéred, before we can be prepared to vote for the 
resolution of the gentleman from Pennsylvania: 
First. Our ability to contend with Great Britain 
for the question in-dispute: Secondly.: The policy 
of such a contest: Thirdly. In case beth these 
shali be settled affirmatively, the manner in which 
we can, with the greatest effect, re-act. upon and 
annoy our adversary. : ; 

Now the gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
Crowninsuletp) has settled at a single sweep, 
to use one of his favorite expressions, nut only that 
we are capable of contending with Great Britain 
on the ocean, but that.we-are actually ner supe- 
rior. Whence dues the gentleman. deduce: this. 
inference? Because; truly, at that time when 
Great Britain was not mistress of the oceaa, when 
a North was her prime minister, a Sandwich the 
first Jord of her admiralty, when she was governed 
by a counting-huuse administration, privateers of 
this country trespassed on her commerce! So, 100, 
did the cruisers of Dunkirk; at.that day Suffrein 
held the mastery of tae [udian seas. But what is 
the case nuw?. Do gentlemen remember the cap- 
ture of Corawallis on land. becau e De Grasse 
maintained the dominion of the ocean? To my 
nind no position is more clear, than that if we go 
to war with Great Britain, Charleston and Boston; 


It is mere waste: 
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the Chesapeake and the Hudson, will be invested [ted States—part of Georgia, of the old thirteen 


by British squadrons. Wall you call on the Count 
De Grasse to relieve them, or shall we apply to 
Admiral Gravina, or Admiral Villeneuve to raise 
the blockide? But you have not only a prospect 
of gathering glory. and what seems to the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, much dearer. profit, by 
privateering, but you will be able to make a con- 
quest of Canada and Nova Scotia. Indeed ¥ Then, 
sir, we shall catch a Tartar. I confess, however, 
I have no desire to see the Senators and Repre- 
sentatives of the Canadian French, or of the 


tories and refugees of Nova Scotia, sitting on this | 


flor or that of the other House—to see them 
becoming members of the Union, and par icipa- 
„ting equally in our political rights. Aud on what 
other principle would the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts be for incorporating those provinces with 
us? Or on what other principle could it be done 
under the Constitution? If the gentleman has 
vo other bounty to offer us for going to war, than 
the incorporation of Canada and Nova Scotia with 
the United States, I am for remaining.at peace: 

Whatis the question in‘dispute? The carrying 

trade. What part of it? The fair, thehonest,and 
the useful trade that is engaged in carrying our 
own productions to foreign markets, and bringing 
back their productions in exchange? No, sir. It 
is that carrying trade which covers enemy’s prop- 
erty, and carries the coffee, the sugar, and other 
West India products, to the mother country. No, 
sir, if this great agricultural nation is to be gov- 
erned by Salem‘and Boston, New York and Phil- 
adelphia, and Baltimore and Norfulk and Char- 
leston, let gentlemen come out and say so; and 
leta committee of public safety be appointed from 
those towns to carry on the Government. I, for 
one, will not morigage my property and my lib- 
erty, to carry on this trade. The nation said so 
seven years ago—I said so then, and I say so now. 
It is not for the hotest carrying trade of America, 
but for this mushroom, this fungus of war—for a 
trade which, as soon as the nations of Europeare at 
peace, will no ‘longer exist, it: is for this that the 
spirit of avaricious traffic would plunge us into 
War. 
` -Tam forcibly struck on this occasion by the re- 
collection of a remark made by one of the ablest 
(if not the honestest) Ministers that England ever 
produced. Imean Sir Robert Walpole, who said 
that the country gentlemen (poor meek svals!) 
caine up every year to be sheared—that they laid 
mute and patient whilst their fleeces were taking 
éff—but that if ‘he touched a single bristle of the 
Commercial interest,the whole stye was in an up- 
roar. [t was indeed shearing the hog— great cry 
and litile wool.” 

Bur we are asked, are we willing to bend the 
neck to Kaglaed; to submit to her outrages? No, 
sir. E answer, that it will be time enough for us to 
vindicate the violation of our flag oa the ocean, 
whenthey shall have told us what they have done 
in resentment of the violation of the actual terri- 
tory‘of the United States by Spain—the true ter- 
ritury of the United States, not your new-fangled 
country over the Mississippi, but the good old Uni- 


—nor even classed the militia. 


Statee— where citizens have been taken. not from 
our ships, but from our actual territory. When 
gentlemen have taken the padlock from our mouths, 
I sball be ready to tell them what I will do, rela- 
tive to our dispute with Britain, on the law of na- 
tions, on contraband. and such stuff. 

I have another objection to this course of pro- 
ceeding. Great Britain, when she sees it, will say 
the American people have great cause of dissatis- 
faction with Spain. She will see by the documents. 
furnished by the President. that Spain has outraged: 
our territory, pirated upon our commerce, and im- 
prisoned our citizens; and she will inquire what 
we have done? It is true, she will receive no 
answer. but she must know what we have not done, 
She will see that we have nut repelled these out- 
rages, por madeany addition to our army and navy 
No, sir not one, 
of your militia generals in polities has marshalled 
a single brigade. 

Although I have said it would be time enough 
to answer the question which gentlemen have put 
to me when they shall have answered mine, yet 
as Ido not like long prorogations I will give them 
an answer now. I will never consent to go to 
war for that which | cannot protect. I deem it > 
no sacrifice of dignity to say to the Leviathan of | 
the deep—we are unable to contend with you in 
your own element, but if you come within our 
actual limits ‘we will shed our last drop of blood 
in their defence. In such an event I would feel, 
not reason, and obey an impulse which never has, 
which never can deceive me. 

France is at war with England—suppose ‘her 
power on the continent of Europe no greater than 
itis on the ocean. How would she make her en- 
emy feel it? There would be a perfect non-con- 
ductor between them. So with the United States 
and England—she scarcely presents to us a vul: 
nerable point. Her commerce is now carried on 
for the most part in fleets—where in single ships 
they are stout and well armed—very different from 
the state of her trade during the American war, 
when her merchantmen became the prey of paltry 
privateers. Great Britain has been too long at 
war with the three most powerful maritime nations 
of Europe not to have learnt how to protect her 
trade. She can afford convoy to it all—she has 
eight hundred ‘ships in commission, the navies of 
her enemies are annihilated. Thus this war has 
presented the new and curious political spectacle 
of a regular annual iocrease (and to an immense 
amount) of her imports and exports, and tonnage 
and revenue, and all the insignia of accumulating 
wealth, whilst in every former war, without ex- 
ception, these have suffered a greater or less dim- 
inution. And wherefore? Because she has driven 
France, Spain,and Holland from the ocean. Their 
marine is no more. [verily believe that ten En- 
glish ships-of the-line would not decline a meeting 
with the combined fleets of those nations. I fore- 
warn the gentleman from Massachusetts and his 
constituents of Salem, that all their golden ‘hopes 
are vain. Tforewaro them ofthe exposure of their 


trade beyond the Cape of Guod Hope (or now 
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doubling it) to. capture and confiscation—of their 
unprotected seaport towns, exposed to contribu- 
tion or bombardment. Are we to be legislated 
into war by a set of men, who in six weeks after 
: its. commencement may be compelled to take ref- 
: uge with us.up in the country? And for what? 
: A mere fungus—a mushroom production of war 
` in Enrope, which will disappear with the first re- 


- turn of peace-—an unfair trade. For is therea man, 


so credulous as to believe that we possess a capital 
not.only equal to what may be called our own 
proper trade,. but large enough also to transmit to 
the respective parent States the vast and wealthy 
products of the French, Spanish and Dutch colo- 
nies? It is beyond the belief of any rational being. 
But this is not my only objection to entering. upon 
: this naval warfare; I amaversetoanaval war with 
: any nation whatever. I was opposed to the naval 
war of the last Administration, and I amas ready 
to oppose a naval war of the present Administra- 
tion. should they meditate such a measure. What! 
shall this great mammoth of the American forest 
leave his native element and plunge intothe water 
ina mad contest with theshark? Let him beware 
that-his proboscis is not bitten off in the engage- 
ment. Let him stay onshore, and not be excited 
by the muscles and periwinkles on the strand, or 
political bears, in a boat to venture on the perils 
of the deep. Gentlemen say will you not protect 
your violated rights ? and I say why take to water, 
here you can neither fight nor swim. Look at 
rance—see her vessels stealing from port to port 
on her own coast~and remember that she is the 
first military Power of the earth, and as a naval 
eople second only to England. Take away the 
British navy, and France to-morrow is the tyrant 
of the ocean. 

This brings me to the second point. How far 
is it politic in the United States to throw their 
weight into the scale of France at this moment, 
from whatever motive—to aid the views of her 
gigantic ambition—to make her mistress of the 
sea and land-—to jeopardize the liberties of man- 
kind? Sir, you may help to crush Great Britain, 
you may assist in breaking down her naval do- 
minicn, but you cannot succeed toit. The iron 
sceptre of the ocean will pass into his hands who 
wears the iron crown of the land. You may 
then expect a new code of maritime law. Where 
will you look for redress? I can tell the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts that there is nothing in 
his rule of three that will save us, even although 
he should out-do himself, and exceed the financial 

ingenuity which he so memorably displayed on a 
recent occasion, No, sir, let the battle of Actium 
be once fought, and the whole line of seacoast 
will be atthe mercy of the conqueror. The At- 
lantic, deep and wide as it is, will prove just as 
good a barrier against his ambition, if directed 
against you, asthe Mediterranean. to the power of 
the Cæsars. Do I mean (when I say so) to crouch 
to the invader? No! Iwill meet him at the 
water's edge,and fight every inch of ground from 
thence to the mountains—from the mountains to 
the Mississippi. But after tamely submitting to 
an outrage on your domicil, will you bully and 


look big atan insult on your flag three thousand 
miles off ? ; 

But, sir, I have yet a more cogent reason against 
going to war, for the honor of the flag in the nar. 
row seas, cr any other maritime punctilio. Jt 
springs from my attachment to the Government 
under which Ilive. I declare, in the face of da 
that this Government was not instituted for the ` 
purposes of~offensive war. No! It was.framed- 
(to use its own language) “for the common de- 
fence and the general welfare,” which are incon. : 
sistent with offensive war. Icall that offensive 
war, which goes out of our jurisdiction and lim- 
its for the attainment. or protection of objects, not 
within those limits, and that jurisdiction. As jn 
1798 I was gpposed to this species of warf*re, be- 
cause I believed it would raze the Constitution to 
its very fou\dation—so, in 1806, I am opposed to 
it, and on the same grounds. . No sooner do you. 
put the Constitution to this use—to a test which 
it is by no means calculated to endure—than its 
incompetengy becomes manifest, and apparent to 
all. I fear if you go into a foreign war, for a cir- 
cuitous, unfair carrying trade, you will come out 
without your Constitution. Have not you con- 
tractors enough yet in this House? Or, do you 
want to be overrun and devoured by commissaries, 
and all the vermin of contract? I fear, sir, that 
what are called “ the energy men” will rise up 
again—men who will burn the parchment. We 
shall be told that our Government is too free; or, 
as they would say, weak and inefficient. Much 
virtue, sir in terms! That we must give the Pres- 
ident power to call forth the resources of the na- 
tion. That is, to filch the last shilling from our 
pockets-mto drain the last drop of blood from our 
veins, I gm against giving this power to any man, 
be he who he may. The American people must 
either withhold this power, or resign their liberties. 
There is no other alternative, Nothing but the 
most iyfferious necessity will justify such a grant. 
And is there a powerful enemy at our doors? You 
may begin with a First Consul.. From that chry- 
salis state he soon becomes an Emperor. You 
bave your choice. It depends upon your election 
whether you will be a free, happy, and united peo- 
ple at home, or the light of your Executive Maj- 
esty shall beam across the Atlantic in one general 
blaze of the public liberty. 

For my part, 1 will never go to war but in self- 
defence. { have no desire for conquests—no am- 
bition to possess Nova Scotia. I hold the liberties 
of this people at a higher rate. Much more 
am I indisposed to war, when, among the first 
means for carrying it on, I see gentlemen propose 
the confiscation of debts due by Government to 
individuals. Does a bona fide creditor know who 
holds his paper? Dareany honest man ask him- 
self the question? ’Tis hard to say whether such 
principles are more detestably dishonest, than they 
are weak and foolish. What, sir, will you go 
about with proposals for opening a loan in one 
hand, and a sponge for the national. debt in the 
other? If, on a late occasion, you could not bor- 
row at a less rate of interest than eight per centa 
when the Government avowed that they would 
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pay to the last shilling of the public ability, at 
what price do you expect to raise money with an 
avowal of these nefarious opinions? God help 
you, if these are your ways and means for carry- 
ing on war! if your finances are in the hands of 
such a Chancellor of the Exchequer. Because a 
man can take an observation, and keep a log-book 
and a reckoning; can navigate a cock-boat to the 
West Indies, or the East, shall he aspire to navi- 
gate the great vessel of State—to stand at the 
helm of public councils? Ne sutor ultra crepidam. 
What are you going to war for? For the carrying 
trade? Already you possess seven-eighths of it. 
What is the object in dispute? The fair, honest 
trade, that exchanges the product of our soil for 
foreign articlesfor home consumption? Notatall. 
You are called upon to sacrifice this necessary 
branch of your navigation, and the great agricul- 
tural interest—whose handmaid it is—to jeop- 
ardize your best interests for a circuitous com- 
merce, for the fraudulent protection of belligerent 
. property under your neutral flag. Will you be 
goaded, by the dreaming calculations of insatiate 
avarice, to stake your all for the protection of this 
trade? Ido not speak of the probable effects of 
war on the price of our produce. Severely as we 
must. feel, we may scuffle through it. I speak 
of its reaction.on. the Constitution. You may 
go to war for this excrescence of the carrying 
trade, and make peace at the expense of the Con- 
stitution. Your Executive will lord it over you, 
and you must make the best terms with the con- 
queror that you can. But the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. Greca) tells you that he is for 
acting in this, as in all things, uninfluenced by the 
opinion of any Minister whatever—foreign, or, I 
presume, domestic. On this point I am willing 
to: meet the gentleman—am unwilling to be dic- 
tated to by any Minister, at home or abroad. Is he 
willing to act on the same independent footing ? 
“ Ihave before protested, and I again protest against 
secret, irresponsible, overruling influence. The 

' first yuestion I asked when I saw the gentleman’s 
> resolution, was, “Is this a measure of the Cabi- 
net?” Not of an open declared Cabinet; but, of 
an invisible, inscrutable, unconstitutional Cabi- 
net, without responsibility, unknown to the Con- 
stitution. I speak of back-stairs influence—of 
men who bring: messages to this House, which, 
although they do not appear on the Journals, gov- 
- emm its decisions. Sir, the first question that I 
asked on the subject of. British relations, was, 
. What is the opinion of the Cabinet? What 
* measures will they recommend to Congress ?— 
(well knowing that whatever measures we might 
. tike, they must execute them, and therefore, that 
we should have their opinion on the subject.) 
My answer was, (and frum a Cabinet Minister 
too.) There is no longer any Cabinet.” Subse- 
quent circamstances, sir, have given me a personal 
. knowledge of the fact. It needs no commentary. 
But the gentleman has told you that we ought 
to go to war, if fur nothing else, for the fur trade. 
Now, sir, the people on whose support he seems 
to calculate, follow, let me tell him, a better busi- 
hess, and let me add, that whilst men are happy 


44 


at home reaping their own fields—the fruits of 
their labor and industry—there is little danger of 
their being induced io go sixteen or seventeen 
hundred miles in pursuit of beavers, raccoons, or 
opossums, much less of going to war for the priv- 
ilege. They are better employed where they are, 
This trade, sir, may be important to Britain, to 
nations who have exhausted every resource of 
industry at home, bowed down by taxatiun and 
wretchedness. Let them, in God’s name, if they- 
please, follow the fur trade. They may. for me, 
catch every beaver in North America. Yes, sir, 
our people have a better occupation—a safe, prof- 
itable, honorable employment. While they should 
be engaged in distant regions in hunting the bea- 
ver, they dread lest those whose natural prey they 
are should begin to hunt them, should pillage 
their property, and assassinate their Constitution, 
Instead of these wild schemes, pay off your debt,” 
instead of prating about its confiscation. Do not, 
I beseech you, expose at once your knavery and 
your folly. You have more lands than you know 
what todo with, you have lately paid fifteen mil- 
lions for yet more. Go and work them, and cease 
to alarm the people with the cry of wolf, until 
they become deaf to your voice, or at least laug 

at you. 

Mr. Chairman, if I felt less regard for what I 
deem the best interests of this nation than for my 
own reputation, I should not, on this day, have 
offered to address you, but would have’ waited to 
come out, bedecked with flowers and boquets of 
rhetoric, in a set speech. But, sir, I dreaded lest 
atone might be given to the mind of the com- 
mittee—they will pardon me, but I did fear, from 
all that I could see or hear, that they might be 
prejudiced by its advocates, (under pretence of 
protecting our commerce) in favor of this ridicu- 
lous and preposterous project; I rose, sir, for one, 
to plead guilty; to declare in the face of day that 
I will not go to war for this carrying trade. I 
will agree to -pass for an idiot if this is not the 
public sentiment, and you will find it to your cost, 
begin the war when you will. 

Gentlemen talk of 1793. They might as well 
go back to the Trojan war. What. was your sit- 
uation then? Then every heart beat high with 
sympathy for France, for republican France! I 
am not prepared to say, with my friend from 
Pennsylvania, that we were all ready to draw our 
swords in her cause, but I affirm. that we were 
prepared to have gone great lengths. Iam not 
ashamed to pay this compliment to the hearts of 
the American people, even at the expense of their 
understandings. Jt was a noble and generous 
sentiment, which nations like individuals are 
pever. the worse for having felt. They were, I 
repeat it, ready to make great sacrifices for France. 
And why ready? Because she was fighting the 
battles of the human race against the combined 
enemies of their liberty; because she was per- 
forming the part which Great Britain now, in 
fact, sustains, forming the only bulwark against 
universal dominion, Knock away her Navy, and 
where are you ?- Under the naval despotism of 


t France, unchecked and unquaiified by any an- 
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tagonizing military power; at best but a change 
of masters. The tyrant of the ocean; and the 
Ayrant of the land,is one and the same, lord of 
“all, and who shall say him nay. or wherefore do- 
est-thou thisthing 2 Give to the tiger the prop- 
erties of the shark, and there is no longer safety 
for the beasts of the forest or the fishes of the 
sea. Where was this high anti-Britannic spirit 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, when his 
vote would have put an end to the British treaty. 
that pestilent source of evil to this country ? and 
ata time, too, when it was not less the interest 
than the sentiment of this people to pull down 
Great Britain and exalt France. Then, when 
the gentleman might have acted with effect, he 
could not screw his courage to the sticking place. 
Then England was combined in what has proven 
a feeble, inefficient coalition, but which gave just 
cause of alarm to every friend of freedom. Now 
the liberties of the human race are threatened by 
a single Power, more formidable than the coa- 
lesced world, to whose utmost ambition, vast as it 
is, the naval force of Great Britain forms the 
only obstacle. 
lam perfectly sensible and ashamed of the tres- 
pass I am making en the patience of the Commit- 
tee; but as I know not whether it will be in my 
ower to trouble them again on thissubject, I must 
eg leave to continue my crude and desultory ob- 
servations, Tam not ashamed to confess that they 
areso, At the commencementof this session, we 
received a printed Message from the President of 
the United States, breathing a great deal of na- 
` tional honor, and indignation at the outrages we 
had endured, particularly from Spain. She was 
specially. named and pointed at. She had pirated 
upon your commerce, imprisoned your. citizens, 
violated your actual territory ; invaded the very 
limits solemnly established between the two na- 
tions by the Treaty of San Lorenzo, Some of 
the State Legislatures, (amovg others the very 
State on which the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
relies for support,) sent forward resolutions pledg- 
ing their lives, their fortunes, and their sacred 
honor, in support of any measures you might take 
in vindication of your injured rights. Well, ssir, 
what have you dune? You have had resolutions 
laid upon your table, gone to some expense of 
printing and stationery—mere pen, tok, and paper, 
thavsall, Like true political quacks, you deal 
only in bandbills and nostrums. Sir, I blush to 
see the record of our proceedings;.they resemble 
nothing but: the advertisements of patent medi- 
cines. Here you have “the worm-destroying 
lozenges,” there © Church’s: cough drops ;” and, 
to crown the whole, * Sloan’s vegetable specific,” 
an infallible remedy for all nervous disorders and 
yertigoes of brain-sick politicians ; each man ear- 
nestly.adjuring you to give his medicine only a 
fair trial. If, indeed. these wonder-working nos- 
trams could perform but one-half of what they 
romise, there is little danger of our dying a po- 
tical death, at this time at least. But, sir, in 
politics as in physics, the doctor is oftiimes the 
wost dangerous disease ; and this I take to be our 
Cave at present. 


But, sir, why do I talk of Spain? There are 
no longer Pyrenees. There exists nu such nation, 
no such being asa Spanish King, or Minister. It 
is a mere juggle, played off for the benefit of those 
who put the mechanism into motion. You kuow, 
sir, that you have no differences with Spain ; that. 
she is the passive toul of a superior Power, to 
whom, at this moment, you are crouching. Are: 
your Wifferences, indeed. with Spain? And where 


are you going to send your political panacea, 


resolutions and handbills excepted, your sole ar- 
canum of Government, your king cure all? To 
Madrid? No—you are not such quacks as not: 
to know where the shoe pinches—to Paris. You 
know, at least, where the disease lies, and there 
you apply your remedy. When the nation anx- 
iously demands the result of your deliberations, 
you hang your head and blush to tell. You are’ 
afraid totell. Your mouth is hermetically sealed. 
Your honor has received a wound which must 
not take air. Gentlemen dare not come forward 
and avow their work, much less defend it in the 
presence of the nation. Give them all they ask, 
that Spain exists—and what then? After shrink-. 
ing from the Spanish jackall, do you presume to 


‘bully the British lion? But here the secret comes’ 
‘out. Britain is your rivalin trade, and governed: 


as you are by counting-house politicians, you 
would sacrifice the paramount interests of the. 
country, to wound that rival. For Spain andi 
France you are carriers, and from good custom-. 
ers every indignity is to be endured. And what. 
is the nature of this trade? Is it that carrying: 
trade which sends abroad the flour, tobacco, cot- 
ton. beef, pork, fish, and lumber of this country, ; 
and brings back in return foreign articles neces- 
sary for our existence or comfort? No, sir, it is 
a trade carried on—the Lord knows where, or by 
whom ; now doubling Cape Horn, now the Cape 
of Good Hope. I do not say that there is no' 
profit in it—for it would not then be pursued 
but it is a trade that tends to assimilate our man- 
ners and Government to. those: of:the most. cor- 
rupt countries of Europe. Yes, sir, and when a 
question of great national magnitude presents 
itself to you, it causes those who now prateabout ` 
national ‘honor and spirit to pocket any insult ; ‘to 
consider it asa mere matter of debit and credits 
a business of profit and loss, and nothing else.’ ` 
The first thing that struck my mind, when this 
resolution was laid on the table, was-unde deriva- 
tur? A question always put to us at school. 
Whence comes it? Is this only the putative fa- 
ther of the bantling he is taxed to maintain, or, 
indeed, the actual parent, the real progenitor of 
the child? Or, is it the production.of the Cabi- - 
net? But,! knew you had no Cabinet, no sys- 
tem. I had seen despatches relating to vital mea- 
sures laid before you the day after your final de» 
cision on those measures, four: weeks after they 
were received; not only their contents, but their 
very existence, all that time unsuspected and un- 
known to men whom the people fondly believe 
assist with their wisdom and experience at every 
important deliberation. Do you believe that this 
system, or rather this no-system, will do? lam 
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» ‘none has been formed since. 
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free to answer it will not, it caonot last. Tam not 
so afraid of the fair. open, Constitutional. respon- 
sible influence of Government, but F shrink intu- 
iuvely from this left-handed, invisible, irresponsi- 
ble influence, which defies the touch, but pervades 
and decides everything. Let the Executive come 
forward to the Legislature; let us see while we 
feel it. If we cannot rely on its wisdom, isit any 
disparagement to the gentleman from Peonsylva- 
nia to say that I cannot rely upon him? No, sir, 
he has mistaken his talent. He is not the Pali- 
nurus on whose skill the natios, at this trying 
moment, can repose their confidence. I will have 
nothing to do with his paper, much less will J 
endorse it; and make myself responsible for its 
goodness. I will not.put my name to it. Iassert 
that toere is no Cabinet, no system, no plan ; that 
whieh I believe in one ‘place, I shall never besi- 


, tate to say in another. This is no time, no place, 


for mincing our steps. The people have a right 
to.know; they shall know the*state of their af- 
fairs; at least, as far as T am at liberty to commu- 
nieate them. I speak: from . personal knowledge. 
“Ten days ago there had been no con:uhation ; 
there existed no opinion in your Executive de- 
partment; at least, none that was avowed. On 
the contrary, there was an express disavowal of 
any opinion whatsoever, on the great subject be- 
fore you ; and I have good reason for saying that 
Some time ago, a 
‘book was laid on our tables~ which, like some 


` other bantlings, did not bear the name of its fa- 
i ther. 
_ all. doubts, an end to all our difficulties. 


Here I was taught to expect a solution of 
If, sir, I 
were the foe—as I trust I. am: the friend of this 
nation—TI would exclaim, “ Ob, that mine enemy 
would write a book!” At the very outset, in the 
very first page, I believe, there isa complete aban- 
donment of the principle in dispute. Has any 
gentleman got the work? [It was handed by one 
of the members.] The first position taken is the 
broad principle of the unlimited freedom of trade 
between ‘nations at peace, which the writer endea- 
vors to. extend to the trade between a neutral and 
a-belligerent Power, accompanied, huwever, by 
this. acknowledgment: “ But, inasmuch as the 
‘trade of a neutral with a belligerent nation, 
‘might, in certain special cases, affect the safety 
“of: its antagonist, usage, founded on the principle 
of necessity, has admitted a few exceptions to 
‘the general rule.” Whence comes the doctrine 
of contraband, blockade, and enemy’s property ? 
Now, sir, for what does that celebrated pamphlet, 
“War in Disguise’—which is said to have been 
written under the eye of the British Prime Mio- 
ister—contend, but. this. “principle. of neces- 
sity?? And this is abaudoned by this pamphlet- 
eer at the very threshold of the discussion. But, 
as if this were not enough, he goes-on to assiga as 
a-reason for not referring.to the authority. of the 
ancients, “that the great change which has taken 
t place in the state of manners, in the maxims of 
‘war, and in the course of commerce, make it 
t pretty certain” (what degree of certainty is this?) 
“that either nothing willbe fund relating to the 
‘question, or nothiug sufficiently applicable to de- 


.of a Court of Admiralty. 


` serve atiention in deciding it.’ Here, sir, is an 
apology of the writer for not disclosing the whole: 
extent of his learning, (which might have overs 
whelmed the reader.) is the admision that a 
change of circumstances, (“in the course of com 
merce,”) bas made (and. therefore, wall now jus- 
lify) a total change of the law of nations... What 
more could the most inveterate advoeate of Eng- 
lish usurpation demand? . What else can they 
require to establish all, and even more.than they: 
contend for? Sir, there is a class. of men—we: 
know them very well—who, if you only permit. 
them to lay the foundation, will build you up. step 
by step, and brick by brick, very neat and showy, 
uf not tenable arguments. To detect them, it is 
only necessary to watch their premises, where 
you will often find the point at issue surrendered, 
as in this case it is, 

Again: Is the mare liberum anywhere asserted 
in this book, that free ships make free goods? No, 
sir; the right of search is acknowledged; hat 
enemy’s property.is lawful prize, is sealed. and de- 
livered. And, after abandoning these principles, 
what becomes of the doctrine that a mere shifting 
of the goods from one ship to another, the touch- 
ing at another port. changes the property? Sir, 
give up this principle, and there is an end of the 
question, You jie at the mercy of the conscience 
Is Spanish sugar, or . 
French coffee, made Americau property, by the 
mere change of the cargo, or even by the landing 
and payment of the duties? Does this operation: 
effect a change of property? And when those > 
duties are.drawn back, and the sugar and coffee 
re exported, are they not (as enemy’s property) 
liable to seizure upon the principles of the “ Bx- 
amination of the British doctrine,” &¢.? And, is: 
there not the best reason to believe, that this ope- 
tation is perfurmed in many, if not in most cases, 
to give a neutral aspect and color to the merchan- 
dise ? 

I am prepared, sir, to be represented as willing 
to surrender important rights of this nation toa. 
foreign Government. I have been told that this 
sentiment is already whispered in ihe dark, b 
time-servers and sycophants. But,if your Cier 
dared to print them, 1 would appeal to your Joure 
vals. f would call fur the reading of them, but 
that I know they are not. for profane eyes to look 
upon. I confess that I am more ready to surren- 
der toa naval Power a square league of ocean; 
than to a territorial one, a square inch of land 
within our limits; and I am ready to meet the 
friends of the resolution on this ground at any 
time. 

Let them take off the injunction of secrecy. 
They dare vot. They are ashamed and afraid to 
doit. They may give winks and nods. and pre- 
tend to be wise, but they dare not come out.and 
tell the nation what they have done. Gentlemen 
may. take notes if they please. but E will never, 
from any. motive short of self-defence, enter upon 
war. d will never be instrumental to the ambi- 
tious schemes of Bonaparte, nor put into. his 


hands what will erable him to wield: the world, 


and on the very principle that 1 wished success 10 


„cause the case is changed. 


567. 
Hor R. 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


Non-Importation of Goods from Great Britain. 


Maron, 1806. 


the French arms in 1793. 


never again see the year 1760. 
influence is gone forever. 
permost on the continent of Europe, 
find more than a connterpoise for her strength. 
Her race is run, She can only be formidable as 
a maritime Power; and, even as such, perhaps 
not dong. Are you going to justify the acts of 
the last Administration, for which they have been 
deprived of the Government at our instance} 


č Are you going back to the ground of 1798-9? I 


ask.any man who now advocates a rupture with 
England to assign a single reason for his opinion, 
that would not have justified a French war in 
1798? If injury and insult abroad would have 
justified it, we had them in abundance then. But 
what did the Republicans say at that day ? That, 
únder the cover of a war with France, the Exec- 
utive would be armed with a patronage and pow- 
er which might enable it to master our liberties. 
They. deprecated foreign war and navies, and 
standing armies, and loans, and taxes. The de- 
lirium passed away-—the good sense of the peo- 
ple triumphed, and our differences were accom- 
modated without a war. And what is there in 
the situation of England that invites to war with 
her? It is true she does not deal so largely in per- 


‘feetability, but she supplies you with a much 


more useful commodity—with coarse woollens. 
With less profession indeed she occupies the place 
of France in 1793. She is the sole bulwark of 
the human race against universal dominion; no 
thanks to her for it, In protecting her own exist- 
ence, she insures theirs. {care not who stands in 
this situation, whether England or Bonaparte. I 
practice the doctrines now that I professed in 
1798. Gentlemen may hant up the journals if 
they please; I voted against all such projects un- 
der the Administration of John Adams, and I 
will continue to do so under that of Thomas Jef 
ferson. Are you not contented with being free 
and happy at home? Or will you surrender these 
blessings that your merchants may tread on Turk- 
ish and Persian carpets, and bura the perfumes of 
the Bast in their vaulted rooms, Gentlemen say 
it is but an annual million lost, and even if it 
were five times thatamount, what is it compared 
with your neutral rights? Sir, let metell thema 
hundred millions will be but a dropin the bucket, 
if once they launch without rudder or compass 
into this ocean of foreign warfare. Whom do 
they want tv attack? England. They hope it 
is a popular thing, and talk about Bunkers Hil, 
and the gallant feats of our Revolution. But is 
Bunkers Hill to be the theatre of war? No, sir, 
you have selected the ocean, and the object of at- 
tack ia that very navy which prevented the com- 
bined fleets of France and Spain from levying 
contribution upon you in your owa seus; that 
very navy which, in the famous war of 1798. 
stood between you and danger. Whilst the fleets 
of the enemy were pent up in Toulon, or pin- 
joned in Brest. we performed wonders to be sure; 
but, sir, if England had drawn off, France woald 
have told you quite a different tale, You would 


Let who will be up- | prius dementat. h 
she must | take up the cudgels that have been struck from 


And wherefore ? Be- l have struck no medals. This is not the sort of 
Great Britain can | conflict that you are to count upon, if you go to 
Her continental | war with Great Britain. Quem Deus vult perdere 


And are you mad enough to 


the nerveless hands of the three great maritime 
Powers of Europe? Shall the planter morigage 
his little crop, and jeopardize the Constitution in 
support of commercial monopoly, io the vain 


hope of satisfying the insatiable greediness of. 
trade? Administer the Constitution upon its: 


own principles: for the general welfare, and not 
for the benefit of any particular class of men. 
Do you meditate war for the possession of Baton 
Rouge or Mobile, places which your own laws 
declare to be within your limits? Is it even for 
the fair trade that exchanges your surplus pro- 


duets for such foreign articles as you require? 


No, sir, it is for a circuitous trade—an ignis fatu- 
us. And against whom? A nation from whom 
you have anything to fear?—I speak as to our 
liberties. No, sir, with a nation from whom you 
have nothing, or next to nothing, to fear; to the 
aggrandizement of one against which you have 
everything to dread. I look to their ability and 
interest, not to their disposition. When you rely 
on that the case is desperate. Isit to be inferred 
from all this that I would yield to Great Britain ? 
No. I would act towards her now, as I was dis- 
posed to do towards France, in 1798~9 ; treat 


with ber, and for the same reason, on the same 


principles. Do I say I would treat with her? 
At this moment you have a negotiation pending 
with her Government. 
tried negotiation and failed, totally failed, as you 
have done with Spain, or rather France; and 
wherefore. under such circumstances, this hostile 
spirit to the one, and this—I will not say what— 
to the other? 

But a great deal is said about the laws of na- 
tions. What is nationallaw but national power 
guide by national interest? You yourselves ac- 

nowledge and practice upon this principle where 
you can, or where you dare—with the Indian 
tribes for instance. l might give another and 
more forcible illustration. Will the learned lum- 
ber of your libraries add a ship to your fleet, or a 
shilling to your revenue? Will it pay or main- 
tain a “ingle soldier? And will you preach and 
prate of violations of your neutral rights, when 
you tamely and meanly submit to the violation 
of your territory? Wili you collar the stealer 
of your sheep, and let him escape that has inva- 
ded the repose of your fireside—has insulted your 
wife and children under your own roof? Thisis 
the heroism of truck and traffic—the public spirit 
of sordid avarice. Great Britain violates your 
flag on the high seas. What is her situation? 
Contending, not for the dismantling of Dunkirk, 
for Quebec, or Pondicherry, but fur London and 
Westminster—for life. Her enemy violating at 
will the territories of other nations, acquiring 
thereby a colussal power that threatens the very 
existence of ber rival. But she has one vulnera- 
ble puint to the arms of ber adversary, which she 
covers with the ensigns of neutrality; she draws 
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the neutral flag over the heel of Achilles. And 
can you ask that adversary to respect it at the ex- 
pense of her existence? and in favor of whom ? 
An enemy that respects no neutral territory of 
‘Europe, and not even your own. I repeat that 
the insults of Spain towards this nation have 
been at the instigation of France; that there is 
no longer. any Spain. Well, sir, because the 
‘French Government does not put this in the 
Moniteur, you choose to shut your eyes to it. 
“None so blind as those who will not see. You 
„shut your own eyes, and to blind those of other 
people, you go into conclave, and slink out again 
andsay, “agreataffair of State ’— C'est une grande 
affaire d'Etat! It seems that your sensibility is 
sentirely confined to the extremities. You may 
-be pulled by the nose and ears, and never feel it, 
“but let your strong-box be attacked, and you are 
„all nerve—“ Let us go to war!’ Sir, if they 
„called upon me only for my little peculium to 
carry it- on, perhaps I might give it; but my 
rights and liberties are involved in the grant, and 
_I will never surrender them while I have life. 
-The gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. Crown- 
INSHIELD) is for sponging the debt. I can never 
„consent to it; I will never bring the ways and 
„means of fraudulent bankruptey into your com- 
“mittee of supply. Confiscation and swindling 
«Shall never be found among my estimates to meet 
_;the current expenditure of peace or war. No, 
„sir, I have said with the doors closed, and I say 
.s0 when the doors are open, “pay the public 
debt;” get rid of that dead weight upon your 
.Government—that cramp upon all your meas- 
ures—and then you may put the world at defi- 
Lance, So long as it hangs upon you, you must 
have revenue, and to have revenue you must have 
“commerce—commerce, peace. And shall these 
nefarious schemes be advised for lightening the 
epublic burdens; will you resort to these low and 
-pitiful shifts; dare even to mention these dishon- 
est-artifices to eke out your expenses, when the- 
_public treasure is lavished on Turks and infidels, 
, on. singing boys and dancing girls, to furnish the 
-means of beastiality to an African barbarian ? 
«Gentlemen say that Great Britain will count 
„upon our divisions. How? What-does she know 
„of them? Can they ever expect greater una- 
-nimity than prevailed at the last Presidential elec- 
tion? No, sir, it is the.gentleman’s own con- 
science that squeaks, But if she cannot. calculate 
upon your divisions, at least she may reckon upon 
your pusillanimity. She may well despise the 
‘resentment that cannot be excited to honorable 
‘sbattle on. its own ground; the mere effusion of 
Mercantile eupidity. Gentlemen talk of repealing 
the British Treaty. The gentleman from Penn- 
Sylvania should have thought of that, before he 
voted to carry it into effect. And what is all this 
for? A point which Great Britain will not-aban- 
don to Russia, you expect her to yield to you— 
-Russia l- indisputably the second Power of Conti- 
‘nental Europe; with not less than half a million 
„of hardy troops; with sixty sail-of the-line, thirty 
millions of subjects, and a territory more exten- 
ive even than our own—Russia, sir, the store- 


house of the British Navy, whom it is not more 
the policy and the interest than the sentiment of 
that Government to soothe and to conciliate—her 
sole hope of a diversion on the continent. and her 
only efficient ally. What this formidable Power 
cannot obtain with fleets and armies, you will 
command by writ—with pothooks and hangers. 
I am for no such policy. True honor is always 
the same. Before you enter intoa contest, public 
or private, be sure you have fortitude enough to 
go through with it. Ifyou mean war, say so, and 
prepare for it. Look on the other side; behold 
the respect in which France holds neutral rights 
on land; observe her conduct in regard to the 
Franconian estates of the King of Prussia. I say 
nothing of the petty Powers—of the Elector of 
Baden, or of the Swiss—I speak of a first rate 
Monarchy of Europe, and at a moment, too, when 
its neutrality was the object of all others nearest. 
to the heart of the French Emperor. If you 
make him monarch of the ocean, you may bid 
adieu to it forever, You may take your leave, 
sir, of navigation—even of the Mississippi. What 
is the situation of New Orleans if attacked to- 
morrow? . Filled with a discontented and repin- 
ing people, whose language, manners, and reli- 
gion, all incline them to the invader—a dissatis- 
fied people, who despise the miserable Governor 
you have set over them—whose honest prejudices 
and basest passions alike take part against you. I 
draw my information from no dubious source ; but 
from a native American, an enlightened member 
of that odious and imbecile Government. You 
have official information that the town and its 
dependencies are utterly defenceless and untena- 
ble. A firm belief that (apprized of this) Gov- 
ernment would do something to put the place in 
a state of security, alone has kept the American 
portion of that community quiet. ‘You have held 
that post, you now hold it, by the tenure of. the 
naval predominance of England, and yet you are 
for a British naval war... 
There are now but two great commercial na- 
tions—Great Britain is one, and the United States 
the other. When you.consider the many points 
of contact between our interests, you may be sur- 
prised that there has been so little collision. Sir, 
to the other belligerent nations of Europe your 
navigation is a convenience, I might say, a neces- 
sary. If you do not carry for them they. must 
starve, at least for the luxuries of life, which cus- 
tom has rendered almost indispensable; and if you 
cannot act with some degree of spirit towards 
those who are dependent upon you as carriers, do 
you reckon to browbeat a jealous rival, who, the 
moment she lets slip the dogs of war, sweeps you 
at a blow from the ocean And cui bono? for 
whose benefit? The planter? Nothing like it. 
The fair, honest. real American merchant? No, 
sir, for renegadoes; to-day American, to-morrow, 
Danes. Go to war when you will, the property, 
now covered by the American, will then pass 
under the Danish, or some other neutral flag. 
Gentlemen say that one English ship is worth 
three of ours; we shall therefore have the. advan- 
tage in privateering. Did they ever. know a na- 
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tion: to get rich by privateering? This is stuff, 
. sir, for the nursery. Remember that your pro- 
ducts are bulky, as has been stated; that they re- 
quire a vast tonnage to transport them abroad, 
and that bat two nations possess: that tonnage. 
‘Pale these carriers out of ‘the market. -What is 
the resule? ‘The manufactures of England. which 
(to use a finishing touch of the gentlemen’s rhet- 
orice) have received the finishing stroke of art, 
lie ina smátt comparative compass. The neu- 
tral trade can- carry them. Your produce rots m 
the warehouse, You go to Eustatia or St. Tho- 
mas aod get a striped blanket fur a joe, if you can 
raise one, ‘Double freight, charges, and. commis- 
sion. Who receives the profit? The carrier. 
Who pays it? Theconsamer. All your produce 
that finds its way to England, must bear the same 
accumulated charges—with this difference, that 
there the burden falls on the home price. [appeal 
to the experience of the late war, which bas been 
so often cited. What then was the price of pro- 
duce, and of broadcloth? 

Bur you are told England will not make war; 
that she has her hands full, Holland calculated 
in the same way in 1781. How did it turn out? 
You stand now in tne place of Holland, then 
without her Navy, and unaided by the preponder- 
ating flets of France and Spain, to say nothing 
of the Baltic Powers. Do you want to take up 
the cudgels where these gre.t maritime Srates 
have been forced to drop them? to meet Great 
Britain on the ocean, and drive her off its face ? 
If you are so far gone as this, every capital meas- 
ure.of your policy has hitherto been wrong. You 
should bave nurtured the old, and devised new 
systems of taxation, and have cherished your navy. 
Begin this business when you may, Jand-taxes, 
stamp-acts, window-taxes, hearth-money, excise, 
in atl its modifications of vexation and oppres- 
sion, must precede or folluw after, But, sir, as 
French is the fashion of the day, I may be asked 
for my projet. I can readily tell gentlemen what 
Twill not do. E will not propitiate any foreign 
nation with movey, I will not launch into a 


naval war with Great Boitain, although I am’ 


ready tu meet ber at the Cowpens or on Bunkers 
Hul-—and for this plain reason, we are a great 
land animal, and our business is on shore. I 
willsend her money, sir, on no pretext whatever, 
much less on pretence of buying Labrador, or 
Botany Bay, when my real o ject was to secure 
limits, which she formally acknowledged at the 
peace of 1783, I go further: J would-(if any- 
thing) have laid an embargo, This would have 
got our own property home, and our adversary’s 
Into our power. IF there is any wisdom lefi 
among us, the first step towards hostility will al- 
ways be an embargo. In six months all your 
mercantile megrims would vanish. As to us, al- 


though it woold cut deep, we ean stand it. With-. 


out'such a precaution, go tu war when you will, 
you go to the wall. - As to debts. strike the bat- 
ane to-morrow, and England is I believe ia our 
debr, 

T hope; sir, to he excused for proceeding in this 
desultory course. I flutter myself 1 shall not have 


voked in self-defence. 


occasion again to trouble you. I know not thart 
shall be able, certainly not willing, unless pro- 
L-ask your attention to 
the character of the inhabitants of that Southern 
country, oo whom gentlemen rely for support of 
their measure. Who and what are they?’ A sim- 
ple, agricultural people. accustomed to travel ia 
peace to market with the produce of their labor, 
Who takes it from us? Another people, devotdd 


.to manufactures—our sole source of supply. “I 


have seen some stuff- in the newspapers about 
manufactures in Saxony, and about a man who is 
no longer the chief of a dominant faction. The 


‘greatest man whom I ever knew—the immortal 


author of the letters: of Curtius--has remarked 
the proneness of ‘cunning people to-wrap up and 


disguise ia well-selected phrases doctrines too de- 


formed and detestable to bear exposure in naked 
words; by a judicous choice of epithets to‘draw 
the attention from the lurking principle: beneath, 
and perpetuate delusion. Buta little while ago, 
and any man might have been proud to have'been 
considered as the head of the Republican party. 
Now, it seems, itis reproachful to be déenied the 
chief of a dominant faction, Mark the magic*of 
words. Hvead—chief. Republican party—domi- 
nant faction, Butas to these Saxon manutac- 
tures. What became of their Dresden ‘china? 
Why the Prussian bayonets have broken all the 
pots. and you are content with Worcestershire óe 
Staffordshire ware. There are some other fine 
manufactures on the continent, but no supply, 
except perhaps of linens, the article we.can best 
dispense with. A few individuals, sir, may have 
a coat of Louviers cloth, or a service of Sevres 
china; but there is too litle. and that litde too 
dear, to furnish the nation. You must depend on 
the fur trade in earnest, and wear buffalo hides 
aud bear skins. ae 
Can any man who understands Europe pretend 
to say that a particular foreign policy is now right 
because it would have been expedient twenty, or 
even ten years ago, without abandoning all re- 
gard furcommon sense? Sir, it is the statesman’s 
province to be guided by circumstances ; to anti- 
cipate. to foresee them ; to give them a course and 
a direction ; to mould: them to his purpose. © Its 
the business of a counting-house clerk to ‘peer 
into the day book and leger, to see no further than 
the spectacles on his nose, to fe: | not beyond the 
pen behind his ear; to-chatter in coffee-houses, 
and be the oracle of clubs. From 1783 to 1793, 
and even later, q dont stickle for dates.) Fraude 
had a formidable marine—-so had Holland——so 
had Spain. The two first possessed of thriving 
manufactures aud a flourishing ecommerce. Great 
Britain, trembiingly alive to her manufacturing 
interests and carrying trade, would have felt to 
the heart any measure calculated’ to favor her 
rivals in these pursuits. She would have yielded 
then to her fears and her jealousy alone. What 
is the case now? She lays an export duty on- ber 
manutactures, and there ends the question: ff 


| Georgia shall (from whatever cause) so com- 


pletely monopolize the culture of cotton asto be 


able to lay au export duty of three -per cent. upon 


“+ the other. 
'* Horne Tooke and Hardy through the flames of 


> much longer than T intended. 
sible of their politeness. and not Jess so, sir, of 
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it, besides taxing its cultivators, in every other 


shape, that human or infernal ingenuity can de-] 


vise, is Pennsylvania likely to rival her and take 
away the trade? 

But, sir, it seems that we; who are opposed to 
this resolution, are men of no nerve, who trem- 
bled in the days of the British treaty—cowards.(I 
presume) in the reign of terror? Is this true? 
Hunt up the journals; let our actions tell. We 
pursue our old. uashaken course. We care not 
for the nations of Europe, but make foreign rela- 
tions bend to our political: principles and subserve 
our country’s interest. We have no wish to see 
another Actium, or Pharsalia, or the lieutenants 
of a modern Alexander playing at piquet, oralt- 
fours, for the empire of the world. It is poor 
comfort to‘us to be told that France has tuo de- 
cided a taste for luxurious things to meddle with 
us; that Egypt is her object, or the coast of Bar- 
‘Dary, and, at the worst, we shall be the last de- 
voured. Weare enamored with neither nation; 
‘we would play their own game upon them, use 
them for our interestand convenience. - But with 
aH my abhorrence of the British Government, I 

` should. not hesitate between Westminster Hall 
and a Middlesex jury, onthe one hand, and the 
wood of Vincennes and a'file of grenadiers on 
That jury-trial, which watked with 


‘ministerial ‘persecution is, I confess. more to my 
taste than the trial of the Dake d’Enghein. 

‘Mr. Chairman. Iam sensible of having detained 
the Committee longer than I ought; certainly 
I am equally sen- 


your patient attention. tis your own indulgence, 
sir, badly requited indeed, to which you owe this 
persecution. I might offer another apology: for 
these undigested, desultory’ remarks—my never 
having seen the: Treasury documents. Until | 
came into the House this morning -I had: been 
stretched ona sick bed. But when T behold the 
affairs of this nation instead of being where I 
hoped, and the people believed, they were, in the 
hands of responsible men, committed to. Tom, 
Dick. and Harry, to-the refuse of the retail trade 
of polities, I. du feel, I cannot help feeling, the 
most deep and serious concern. If the Executive 
government. would. step forward and say, “such 
is-our plan; such is our opinion, and such are our 
| seasons in support of it,” I would meet it fairly. 
| would openly oppose, or pledge myself to support 
it. But, without compass or polar star, I will not 
‘daunch ‘into an ‘ocean of unexplored measures, 
which stand condemned by all the information to 
‘which I have access. The Constitution of the 
“United States declares it to be the province and 
the daty of the President “to give to Congress. 
“from.time to time, information of the state of 
‘the Union, and recommend to their considera- 
‘tion such measures as he shall judge expedient 
> ‘and necessary” Has he done it? I know, sir, 
that we may say, and: do say, that we are inde- 
pendent. (would it were true;) as free to give a 
Girectiun to the Executive as to receive it from 
him. But do what you will, foreign: relations, 


every measure short of war, and even the course 
of hostilities depends upon him. He stands at 
the helm, and must guide the vessel of State. 
You give him money to buy Florida, and he pur- 
chases Louisiana. You may furnish means; the 
application of those means rests with him. Let 
not the master and mate go below when the ship 
is in distress, and throw the responsibility upon 
the cook and the cabin-boy. I said so when your 
doors were shut; I scorn to say less now that they 
are open. Gentlemen may say what they please. 
They may pot an insignificant individual to the 
ban of the Republic—I shall not alter my course. 
I blush with indignation at the misrepresentations 
which have gone forth in the public prints of our 
proceedings, public and private, Are the people 
of the United States, the real sovereigns ‘of the 
country, unworthy of knowing what, there is too 
much reason to believe, has been communicated 
to the privileged spies of foreign Governments? 
I think our citizens just as well entitled to know 
what has passed as the Marquis Yrujo, who-has 
bearded your President to his face, iusulted your 
Government within its own peculiar jurisdiction, 
and outraged all decency. Do you mistake this 
diplomatic puppet for an automaton? He has 
orders for all he does. Take his iustructions from 
his pocket to-morrow, they are signed “ Charles 
Maurice Talleyrand.” Let the nation know what 
they have to depend upon. Be true to them, and 
(trust me) they will prove true to themselves and 
to you. ‘I'he people are honest—now at home at 
their ploughs, not dreaming of what you are about. 
But the spirit of inquiry, that has tuo long slept, 
will be, must be, awakened. Let them begin to 
think—not to say such things are proper because 
they have been done—of what has’ beeu done,and 
wherefore, and all will be right. poe 

The Committee then rose, and the House 
adjourned. 


Tuurspay, March 6, 


Mr. Conran: from the committee to whom 
was referred, on the twelfth of December last'a 
letter in the German language. from David Chris- 
toph Mau, addressed to the Speaker, presenting 
to Congress a copy of his works, made a report 
thereon; which was read, and considered: Where- 
upon, 

e SA That the Librarian be directed to‘re- 
ceive and take charge of the said books, and that 
the Speaker be requested to acknowledge. by a 
letter addressed to the said David Caristoph Mau, 
the acceptance of the said books. 

The House proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments proposed by the Senate to the bill. entitled 
“An act for the relief of the Governor, Judges, and 
Secretary. ofthe Indiana Territory 2” Whereupon, 

Ordered. Tiat the said amendments, together 
with the bill. be commited to a Cummitiee of the 
whole H wuse on Monday next. 

The House proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments proposed by the Senate to the bill, entitled 
“An act relating to bonds given by Marshals 2 
Whereupon. - 
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Ordered, That the said amendments, together 
with the bill, be referred to Mr. ‘Tauumapas, Mr. 
Cuark, and Mr. Hastings. 

The billsent from the Senate, entitled “An act 
for the punishment of counterfeiting the current 
coin of the United States, and for other purposes,” 
‘was read twice, and committed to a Committee 
of. the whole House on Thursday next. 

. Mr. G. W. CAMPBELL, one of the members 
from the State of Teanesseee, presented to the 
House certain resolutions of the -General Assem- 
bly of the said State, for the opening the Muscle 
Shoals, in the river Tennessee ; which were read, 
aad referred to Mr. G: W. Camppett Mr. VAR- 
nom, Mr. Watton, Mr. Lewis, and Mr. SPALDING. 

Mr. G. W. CaĮmesgsLL, moved the following 
resolution : 

Resolved, That provision ought to be made for open- 
ing and improving the navigation of the river Tennes- 
‘gee, through the Muscle Shoals, in the Mississippi Ter- 
-ritory. 

‘Ordered, That the. said resolution be referred 
to the committee last appointed. 


NON-IMPORTATION OF BRITISH GOODS. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union on Mr. 
Grae’s resolution. 

Mr. N. Wituiams.—The subject now undercon- 
sideration calls for a display of all the knowledge 
and experience of commercial men and statesmen. 
And although I do not profess to be of either class, 
yet if I should chance to bestow a mite of infor- 
mation upon a subject of such vast importance to 
this country, it will no doubt be favorably re- 
ceived by this honorable Committee. 

The resolution now under discussion has for its 
principal ohjeet the protection of the active com- 
merce of our country; it therefore becomes us 
perhaps, before we enter into the merits of the 
measure proposed, to inquire whether commerce 
is of itself so important to us, as to demand our 
protection. This first inquiry might seem un- 
necessary, and even extraordinary, had we not 
wituessed so recently, upon this floor, the very 
light and trivial manner in which the. commerce 


of this country has been treated, and had we not 


heard the very strange opinion, that it ought to 
be left to take care of itself. 

It is possible that the agricultural class, which 
embraces a very great and respectable part of the 
population of our country, wilh look for sume evi- 
dence of the benefits to be derived, to them from 
the protected enterprise of our merchants. ‘Those 
benefits, however, are so obvious to an attentive 
observer, that rey little need be urged to render 
them apparent. It has been justly said that ag- 
ricuiture and commerce are handmaids to each 
other. Indeed their interests are strongly. and 
durably interwoven. Commerce has a direct.ten- 
dency to raise the price of the product of the far- 
mer’s labor, by seeking in every part of the world 
the best markets for our articles of export, and by 
bringing back and scattering though the country 
that circulating medium, which cherishes indus- 
try, and sweetens the toils of the laborer. If 


we had not an active commerce among our own 
citizens, it is evident that foreign merchants and 
nations only, would be enriched by the profits of 
our agriculture, would convert us into mere dig- 
gers of the soil for their benefit, and would there- 
by gain the means of insulting and degrading us 
more abundantly. The price of our produce. will 
lessen in the proportion that we curtail the means 
of transporting it to the best foreign markets, and 
the means will assuredly be curtailed if we with- 
draw our protection from the enterprise of our 
citizens upon the ocean. Declare to forcign na- 
tions that the active commerce of this country 
meets no longer the fostering care of Government, 
and you will soon hear of their tenfold insolence 
upon the seas; and our vessels, frowned from the 
enjoyment of their rights there, will find an asy- 
lum in our harbors only, where they will be left 
to rot. The produce of our country must share 
a similar fate, unless we consent to dispose of it 
to foreign merchants and speculators, at any price 
they may please to offer: for it. But what is not 
less important, if we bave.a regard for morals and 
happiness, a horrid picture here presents itself; 
that moment you stagnate the vent of your grain, 
an extensive inland country will be ‘inundated 


-with whiskey and the destructive vices which 


flow from the free use of it. 

Although important, this is far from being the 
most important view which may be taken of this 
subject. It is a conceded point, that our Govern- 
ment must by some means or other have revenue, 
The greatest statesmen and patriots of this coun- 
try, have united, I believe, in considering com- 
merce as our most fruitful source of revenue and 
riches. It presents a mode of fiscal exaction, the 
most in union with the spirit and feelings as well 
as the interests of the American people—that of 
indirect taxation. By this mode the consumers 
of articles of: foreign growth and manufacture, 
contribute freely and copiously to the support of 


our Government, and. to that fund which is des- 


tined to the. payment of the national debt, and 
this too without feeling in a great degree. the 
weight of the contribution. But the moment, sir, 
we give up this source of revenue, or expose it, to 
the cupidity and rapacity of foreign Powers, a re- 
sort to modes of taxation less congenial with the 
spirit of freedom must. be inevitable... Let these 
who are for giving up this, look about and. see 
what other sources of revenue our. country can 
furnish.. Experience, that. mother of wisdom, has 
already instructed us, that: excise laws are too 
odious in many. parts of our.country, to be borne; 
indeed this source of revenue would at best be 
trifling. Personal property is of a nature. too 
occult and too liable to shift. and change to be- 
come a safe and permanent source of revenue. 
The sale of the public lands, relied on by some, is 
an expedient which on many accounts will be 
slow and inefficient; but if the sentiment pre- 
vails of leaving commerce to take care of itself, 
and my notions are correct that such a measure 
will. paralyze the industry of the farmer, it may 
very justly be doubted, whether our wild lands 
will meet, with a ready market, What then, 1 
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would ask, remains, but a land tax, to supply a 
fund to meet the necessary calls of our Govern- 
ment; a tax so cdious in many parts of our coun- 
try, as- to be one of the powerful causes of the 
overthrow of one Administration, and if again re- 
sorted to, may possibly produce the destruction of 
another. 

Should considerations like these, thoroughly 
pursued, prove insufficient to convince gentlemen 
that the commerce of this country is worthy to 
be shielded by her protecting arm, I may despair 
of doing it perhaps, by any further arguments 
within my power to adduce. But it is certainly 
deserving the remembrance of this honorable 
body, that our Government, by the course it has 
taken, has long since pledged itself to support the 
rights and interests of our merchants upon the 
ocean. Aside of the immense revenues drawn 
from their enterprise and industry, we may con- 
sider the measures alone, adopted by our Govern- 
ment, to protect and guarantee their interests, by 
compacts with foreign nations and armaments for 
their defence, as having the direct effect of luring 
them to embark their property upon the seas with 
the most implicit security, and with almost a cer- 
tain assurance that this protection should be con- 
tinued. In short, I do‘ not see how it can be de- 
nied that these privileges are as much entitled to 
the protection of Government, as those, equally, 
though not more sacred, which are enjoyed by 
our fellow-citizens upon land. To relinquish any 
of them would be taking a step towards a das- 

. tardly abandonment of our independence as a na- 
tion—and would be announcing to every people 
on earth, that we have become so tame and sub- 

` missive that we are willing to be converted into 
simple tools and instruments for their use and pro- 
fit, and to desert the defence of our own sacred 
rights. Whatever course policy or wisdom might 
have dictated to this nation a priori respecting 
commerce, it is evidently too late now to retrace 
our steps; nay, we cannot do it, short of treachery 
towards the mercantile interest, and without 
rendering ourselves a subject of derision and con- 
tempt.to all Europe. If we shrink on the present 
occasion from that bold and energetic course 
which the times seem to call for, what a re- 
spectable figure we shall cut in history! This 
_ will be our story :—“ The American nation, find- 
-ng her commerce in the Mediterranean pestered 
by the petty barbarous Powers surrounding that 

“ea, Dlustered and talked manfully like Bobadil in 
the play. Now this hero was invincible, or he 
would not have talked so valiantly. ‘Twenty 
more—kill them! Twenty more—kill them too? 
But the moment their rights upon the ocean were 

,, assailed by a nation at once respectable and pow- 
= erful, they meanly shrunk from the contest, and 
in vain did their admired Executive endeavor to 
rally. the representatives of the people, in support 
of the firm and dignified measures which here- 
commended,” 

_ If therefore it is clear, as I trust it is, that com- 

merce is the great supporter of agriculture—that it 

isatthe same time the most rationaland most proli- 

fic source of revenue and riches to our country, and 
9th Con.—19 


if, in addition to this, Governmenthas pledged itself 
to a vast body of respectable citizens, in every part 
of the United States, to protect their property 
legally employed in commerce—to say that this 
commerce shall now be left to take care of itself— 
of all the insulting mockeries ever offered to this 
nation, this appears to me the most insulting. 
But with many, and I do not. suffer myself to 
doubt, with a great majority of this Committee, 
this question may be considered asat rest. Com- 
merce is worthy of our protection. Our. natural 
situation, and the laudable enterprise of our citi- 
zens, which leads them into every sea and to every 


-land, have made it ours, and we cannot abandon 


it without being guilty of the most palpable folly. 
Should any gentleman here really believe, not- 
withstanding the volumes of evidence which have 
loaded our tables to the contrary, that our com- 
mercial rights have not been injured or insulted 
by the British nation, I confess I should feel my- 
self at a loss how to address him. If he will dis- 
credit what all our merchants, all our statesmen, 
and the best writers upon the law of nations ge- 
clare to be true, I should consider him as:irreco- 
verably lost in the region of doubts, where I should 
be disposed to leave him in the undisturbed enjoy- 
ment of his own gloomy imagination. Indeed, so 
clear does this subject appear to me, that I fear it 
would be wasting time even to state a grievance 
so wellknown to all. Great Britain has for many 
years styled herself mistress of the ocean. And in 
truth it cannot be denied that she has erected 
upon that element a colossus of power which over- 
looks and would overawe all the nations on the 
globe. “Rule Britannia” is an old song of her 
singing; and I have somewhere read that the 
ballads of a nation go far to portray, if not to form 
the spirit and propensities of a people. Conse- 
quently, jealous of every other commercial nation, 
this haughty queen would naturally endeavor to 
suppress the rapid.and lofty soaring of the Ame- 
rican Eagle. This jealousy has of course given 
rise to those principles which she attempts to in- 
terpolate into the laws of nations, and of which 
we now complain; such as—that a trade opened 
to neutrals by a nation at war, on account of the 
war, is unlawful ;—that a vessel on her return 
voyage is liable to capture, on account of havin, 
carried, on her outward voyage, contraband arti- 
cles to anenemy’s port. To these may be added 
the right which she daringly assumes and cruelly 
executes, of impressing persons from American 
bottoms, sailing under the American flag upon 
the high seas; and other principles not less im- 
portant though totally destitute of any legal or 
equitable foundation, and against which this na- 
tion ought to lift up her hands to Heaven by way 
of solemn protest. And what is alarming to all 
reflecting men is, that the courts of Great Britain, 
which have hitherto stood high in the estimation 
of all civilized nations for integrity, and for legal 
and political knowledge, have been found of late 
servile enough to attempt to weave into the code 
of nations, any principles which have been recom-. 
mended by that Government as favorable to her 
interests. Now, it appears to me, sir, that the 
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question is not so` much, whether we shall sur- 
render to that nation those particular branches of 
the carrying trade, which have given rise to our 


disputes with her, as whether we shall be allowed. 


to retain any free commerce upon the ocean at all. 
For all must see, that although that nation is slow 
and cautious in its progress to absolute maritime 
sovereignty, yet, her strides are firm and deter- 
mined; and nothing is more certain than this, 
that whatever rights we resign with tame sub- 
mission are gone forever. It is alarming to hear 
it-said, as it has been upon this floor, with a kind 
oftriumph, What! shall we quarrel with a pow- 
erful nation for so trifling an object as the carry- 
ing trade? Such blindness is to me astonishing. 
That nation and her courts have not till lately in- 
sisted, with any hope of establishing, upon the prin- 
ciples now contended for. It is now an experi- 
ment only. She will either advance or recede, 
according to the spirit with which we meet her 
usurpations. This is only one step in the ladder, 
and this ladder reaches around the globe. A na- 
tion which makes convenience and power the 
only rule of right and justice, will find no end to 
her pretensions. To-day she finds it convenient 
to prohibit our carrying the surplus colonial pro- 
duce in our markets to foreign countries; to-mor- 
row she will find it convenient to prohibit the car- 
riage of our own produce, in our own bottoms, to 
foreign markets; and she always has power to en- 
force the dictates of her convenience. No, sir, I 
would not surrender one single right which our 
interest and honor eall upon us to defend: and 
more especially, if by receding one step, we jeopar- 
dize all the fair features of our commerce, let us 
boldly contend for every vestige. 

This I hope and trust we shall attempt to do, by 
every means which God and Nature have so 
abundantly placed in our power—means, which, 
if applied with firmness and energy, will doubt- 
less. produce the desired effect. But what are these 
means is the question. The proposition now un- 
der consideration, or something similar in princi- 
ple, meets, Fam told, the approbation of our great- 
est and wisest statesmen. Those in this. House 
who will take a calm survey of our situation, I 
am strong in the belief, will also approve this mea- 
sure, or one not much unlike it. The wisdom and 
penetration of the British Cabinet will soon. per- 
ceive, that sucha measure, if adopted, is calcula- 
ted to raise up among them at home and in the 
West Indies, a host of hungry aud clamorous ad- 
vocates for rights, and they will soon see the policy, 
if.not the necessity, of treating us with justice. 
But without taking some step which discovers 
firmness and decision on our part, E would ask, 
what p we can expect to preserve, except 
that alone which is seldom denied to the weak and 
contemptible, the privilege of being plundered and 
insulted without reserve ?. To talk of offensive 
war is unnecessary, it is childish. The weapons 
within our reach are not at present warlike, though 
capable of woundingdeeply. Some, however, are 
of opinion that this measure will lead to war. I 
> think differently. It will,in my opinion, preserve 
peace and our commerce at the same time. We 


have aright surely to say to any nation that in- 
jures and offends us, that we will stop all inter- 
course with her, until she consents to do us justice, 

But this project is to lead to measures of de- 
fence, and to aloss of revenue! This in a degree 
is true. And with those who weigh national 
rights and honor in the same scales with dollars. 
and cents, this may prove an insurmountable ob- 
jection. But I have calculated, that our ports 
and harbors. will not be left in their present ex- 
posed situation, even though this measure should 
not be adopted. I hopeat any rate that we shall 
find patriotism enough here to preserve. us from 
this national disgrace. As to a loss of revenue, it 
will be but temporary. But our economical sys- 
tem forbids even this loss! Shall we suffer our- 
seves to be seduced by this plausible and popular, 
this sacred word “economy?” Ilove economy 
as much as anybody: But let us remember the 
object of this measure. Shall we, for fear of los- 
ing a few millions of dollars devoted to the Sink- 
ing Fund, jeopardize that Sinking Fund itself? 
Those who are solicitious, and none can be more 
solicitious than myself, to pay the national debt, 
will prove themselves willing, I hope, to pursue 
the means, and the only rational means of doing: 
it. Let economy be embraced as far as it can 
be, in consonance with honor and safety. This 
is true economy. Another sort may be popular, 
but I pronounce it dangerous. 

I do not pretend to have entered into a detailed 
account of the loss or gain.of revenue, which 
will follow the adoption of this measure. It 
would be difficult to do it with. accuracy, and, 
viewing the subject as I have done, it is unneces- 
sary. It is sufficient for me to know that the loss 
will be but temporary, and such as we can bear, 
and that the gain will be durable and honora- 
ble to our country. With respect to the various 
resolutions laid upon our table, relative to this 
subject, I have some difficulty in deciding which 
I would prefer. Those which affect specific arti- 
cles, by laying a duty upon them, are not clear 
of difficulties. You cannot make a selection with- 
out materially affecting certain sections of the 
Union. The resolution now. under. discusssion: 
cuts deep, but I think it deserves a preference. 

It is unfortunate, sir, that any gentleman upon. 
this floor. should attempt to raise up distinctions 
among our citizens, or to hold up to the odium.of 
the community a class of men so numerous and 
respectable as. that of our merchants. If mer~ 
cantile men are avaricious, agricultural gentle- 
men, I take it, are not totally destitute of greedi- 
ness. They. both labor, no doubt, to. preserve 
their profits, and the honorable gentleman from 
Virginia himself told us, the other day, that he 
had not yet sold his tobacco. 

Mr. Masters.—I shall not deny that Great 
Britain has insulted us by impressing our seamen, 
neither shall I deny that that nation has commit- 
ted wanton aggressions and depredations on our 
commerce, and that commerce ought to be pro- 
tected. That the resolution under consideration 
is the best course to be pursued for the interest of 
this nation, I shall contend against. 
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Restraints and prohibitions between nations 
have always arisen from two circumstances—the 
first, to promote their home industry or manufac- 
tures. The liberal price of wages, joined with 
the plenty and cheapness of land, which induces 
the laborer to quit his employer and become plan- 
ter’ or farmer himself, who rewards with the 
same liberality which induces his laborers to leave 
their employment for the same reasons as the 
first: therefore, it is impossible for manufactures 
to flourish in this country in our present situa- 
tion. 

The case in most other countries is very differ- 
ent, where the price of labor is low, and the rent 
and the profit consume the wages of the laborer, 
and the higher order of people oppress the inferior, 
which I hope never to see in this country. 


It may rationally be calculated that some of 


the Eastern and Middle States will eventually be- 
come manufacturing States; some of those States 
are nearly filled with people, and many indivi- 
duals have large capitals employed in foreign 
commerce, to the amount in many instances of two 
and three hundred thousand dollars each. When 
peace takes place in Europe, and things come 
down to their natural standard, and they can no 
longer employ that capital to advantage in com- 
mercial speculations, they will withdraw the 
same ‘from :that employment; they must make 
use ‘of’ those capitals somewhere; they cannot 
vest them to any advantage in our public funds; 
bank stock or other corporations, beyond a certain 
extent; they therefore; by the aid of water-works 
and machinery, will naturally employ those cap- 
~ tals’ in manufactures, and I trust ‘the time is 
not'many years distant. That is not now the 
casé; and can have no bearing on the present 
question’; indeed it is hardly contended that the 
resolution is brought forward for that purpose ; it 
must therefore be brought forward for some other 
purpose. 
The other circumstance, which gives rise ‘to 
patin between nations, arises from the vio- 
ence of national animosity, which generally ends 
in war,’ This circumstance has brought this reso- 
lution into existence; the preamble speaks: war- 
like“language, and the whole ‘taken together is 
a‘prelude to war ‘with a nation who has two 
hundred ships-of-the-line, four. hundred frigates, 
besides gun-brigs and other armed vessels, whose 
revenue is between forty and ‘fifty millions ster- 
ding, who can go to war with us without any 
additional expense to themselves, who will sweep 
the ocean of American commerce, amounting to 
neatly one hundred million of dollars. What 
then will be the’situation of your carrying trade? 
What then will be the situation’ of your com- 
merce and your country ? 

But the honorable gentleman from Massachu- 
setts (Mr. CROWNINSHIELD) has told us “if we go 
to war, we can do Great Britain the most injury.” 
‘The navigation of their merchant vessels is prin- 
cipally carried on underconvoy. Someindividu- 
als may fit out a few privateers and capture now 
hen a vessel, and put some prize money in 
their private pockets; it cannot be of any advan- 


tage to the nation, which will groan under poverty 
and distress, 

It appears to me a matter of great deliberation 
how far we ought to adopt the present resolution, 
by prohibiting the importation of British manus 
factures. In every country it ever was, and al- 
ways must be, the interest of the great body of the 
people to buy whatever they want, of those who 
sell it chéapest. We cannot procure the same 
articles so cheap elsewhere; even should the 
measure not inyolve us in a war, prohibitions and 
revenge naturally dictate retaliation, and nations 
seldom fail to do it. The honorable mover of the 
resolution (Mr. Grece) asks us, “how it is to be 
inferred, we cannot abide by and execute this 
system?” Itis to be inferred from retaliation, and 
observation of nations who have preceded us. 
When France, in 1667, laid discriminating duties 
on Holland, the Dutch retaliated by the prohibi- 
tion of French wines, brandies, and the like: a 
war followed, and the peace of Nimeguen regu- 
lated their commercial disputes. About that time 
the English prohibited the importation of lace 
manufactured in Flanders; the Government of 
that country, which was then under the dominion 
of Spain, immediately retaliated and prohibited 
all importation of English woollens. Soon after 
this, the French and English mutually began their 
heavy duties and prohibitions, and have ever 
since been ia commercial disputes, quarrels, and 
hostilities; and we, with our eyes open, are now 
going into the same system. ‘The same honora- 
hle gentleman has also said it would attack Great 
Britain in her vitals, in her manufactories and 
warehouses. It seemsa bad method of compensa~ 
ting injuries done to us, to do another worse in- 
jury to ourselves, which I believe will be the 
ease by adopting the present resolution; it will 


‘havea natural tendency to retaliation and revenge, 


It is very problematical whether the carrying 
trade is advantageous to this nation. Our mer- 
chants in that employ transporting foreign pro- 
duce from Batavia and the West Indies to the 
United States, and storing the cargoes for somé 
time in warehouses and reshipping the same to 
Holland, the Hanse Towns, Antwerp in French 
Flanders, and other ports; and in some instances 
taking the avails of those cargoes, and proceeding 
to China, from whence they return with teas; in 
other instances proceed to England and lay out 
thé avails in British goods; and then making cir- 
cuitous voyagés of two and three years, with 
those large capitals out of our country, and be- 
fore they can release those cargoes so as to pur- 
chase our domestic produce. 

My worthy colleague from New York, who has 


just sat down, (Mr. Witiiams,) has observed, 


“that commerce is essential to this country, and 
agriculture naturally goes with it;” this proposi- 
tion, taken abstractedly, I shall not deny; and then 
asks us, “where is the revenue to support Gov- 
ernment?” Iwill answer that gentleman, by ask~ 
ing him the same question, Where is the revenue 
to support Government, when nearly one half of 


‘that revenue is derived from Great Britain and 


her dependencies? I would ask that gentleman 
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where isto be the market for 25,000,000 weight of 


cotton annually exported, (it is not to be presumed 


they will not retaliate in every particular ;) where 
is to be the market for your tobacco, potashes, 
flaxseed, provisions, and other domestic produce, 
exported from this country to Great Britain, the 
British East and West Indies, and Newfoundland, 
to the annual value of between 20 and $30,000,000? 
Rely on it, if you adopt this measure, you will em- 
parrass all the operations of Government, all the 


operations of the community, and must have re 


course to direct taxation on the farmer, who will 
be unable to pay, for the want of a price for his 
produce; your merchants become bankrupts and 


you distress the agriculturists. 


The same honorable gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania has further observed, “it will be such a 
shock upon Great Britain, she will not be able to 
Let that gentleman reflect on the 
wealth and maritime power of that country. 
Fiver since my memory, the approaching ruin of 
Great Britain has been frequently foretold ; after 
all the vain attempts, they yet regulate the com- 
I must confess I have but 
little faith in undertaking commercial regulations 
with that nation, and I believe we shall show a very 
pretty figure in the attempt, and be obliged to re- 
cede with disgrace, and I cannot vote for the pres- 


endure it.” 


merce of the world. 


ent resolution. 


Mr. Smitiz.—I am in favor, Mr. Chairman, of 
the resolution under consideration; and lest it 
should be supposed I am an enthusiast in respect 
to commerce, and deserve to be classed among 
that desperate order of men called merchants, ac- 


gnie to the representation which we have had 
esterda 


sential difference between what is, in the common 
language of the world, a splendid, and great, and 
a happy people. I have b 


separated from the rest of the world by an ocean 
of three thousand miles, possessing an immense 


region of land, having full employment for all her 


people in the cultivation of the earth—having, 
rom the variety of her climate and the difference 
of her soil, the means of supplying herself, not 
only with all the necessaries of life in abundance, 


but with many of its comforts, and even some of 


its luxuries—from these considerations, I have 
been led to think it had been happier if the Ame- 
rican people, when they became an independent 
nation, had found themselves without commerce, 
and had still remained so. Thus circumstanced, 
they would certainly have avoided those dangers 
which flow from the weakness of an extended 
trade, and those luxuries which have hitherto 

roved so fatal to morals, happiness, and liberty. 

n my opinion, we should have been a happier 
people without commerce. Among the considera- 
tions which have induced me to believe that this 
would have been a happy state, is, that we should 
have enjoyed a perfect state of safety. We should 


y from the gentleman from Virginia, I 

eg leave to make a few remarks on the abstract 
question, whether commerce ought to be consid- 
ered as beneficial in its relation to the United 
States. Ihave long thought that there is an es- 


PY pi een led to think that 
the situation of the people of the United States, 


pot have been under the necessity of conflicting 
with foreign nations ; because commerce, and com- 
merce alone, can produce those conflicts. I have 
expressed this opinion, to show that I have not 
been led by any particular attachment to com- 
merce, to take that part which I have declared I 
would do on the present occasion. But what was 
the situation of the American people when they 
first found themselves a nation? And what are 
the duties imposed upon us by the compact we 
entered into? As to any abstract opinions we 
may entertain on this subject, they ought to have 
no influence here upon us. I stand here on other 
ground, and dare not resist the dictates of duty. I 
was astonished yesterday to hear it mentioned by 
the gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. J. Ranvowpn,) 
and boldly asserted, referring to the Constitution, 
that the American Government was under no 
obligation to protect any property of its citizens 
one foot from the shore. I was astonished at this 
declaration, because I could see to what it went. 
I saw, if this was the opinion of the Southern 
States, where it would end. The situation of 
this people, when they became a nation, was this: 
The Eastern States might properly be said to be 
a commercial people, as they lived by commerce}; 
the Middle States were partly commercial and 
partly agricultural ; the Southern States, properly 
speaking, were agricultural. This opposition of 
character must have created great difficulty in 
forming the Constitution, and, in truth, this and 
other points threw great obstacles in the way of 
its formation. But a spirit of concession over- 
came all difficulties. Is it, however, to be be- 
lieved, that the Eastern States, properly commer- 
cial, or the Middle, partaking equally of the com- 
mercial and agricultural character, would have 
united with the Southern States, if they had been 
told that commerce was to receive no protection? 
No, sir, it cannot be believed. But I take higher 
ground—the compact itself, referred to by the 
gentleman from Virginia. Let us examine the 
powers vested in Congress under this compact, and 
decide whether commerce was, or was not intended 
to be protected. If there was nothing specific in 
these powers, the first page would show the inten- 
tion of its framers. “ We, the people of the Uni- 
‘ ted States, in order to form a more perfect union, 
‘establish justice, insure domestic tranquillity, 
‘ provide for the common defence, promote the 
‘ general welfare,” &c. If we go on to the tenth 
page, we shall there find the power given to Con- 
gress, “to provide and maintain a navy.” Is the 

rotection of commerce contemplated here, or is 
it not? In other parts of the instrument, we per- 
ceive the power to regulate commerce vested in 
Congress. Will any man pretend to say that the 
power of establishing a navy can be exercised in- 
dependent of commerce? Every man of com- 
mon sense knows that a navy cannot even exist 
without it. 

Having sufficiently established the right of com- 
merce to protection under under the Constitution, 
I come now to consider the resolution under con- 
sideration. We find our rights invaded by foreign 
nations, and an attack made by one nation on our 
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carrying trade, which, in my opinion, cannot be 
warranted by the law of nations. I shali not con- 
descend to argue this point. I believe it to bea 
lawful trade, let whoever may deny it. I have 
taken some pains to make myself acquainted with 
the subject, by reading several treatises upon it; 
and, notwithstanding the contempt with which a 
certain book was yesterday treated by the gentle- 
man from Virginia, I will venture to predict that, 
when the mortal part of that gentleman and my- 
self shall be in ashes, the author of that work will 
be considered a great man. Nor do I judge in this 
exclusively from my own opinion, but from the 
opinions of men of distinguished talents, from dif- 
ferent and distant parts of the Union, who all 
concur in saying that the writer has conclusively 
established the principle he contends for. Indeed, 
T could not have believed, had I not heard it, that 
a Representative of the American people, in the 
face of the Legislature, would have relinquished 
so precious a principle! But there was a curious 
feature in all the luminous discoveries yesterday 
disclosed to us by the gentleman from Virginia, 
in which he strictly observed the rule of the rheto- 
rician—where a point could not be justified, to get 
‘over it as wellas he could. On the impressment 
of our seamen, he said nothing. He knew that 
the American feelings would not bear it. When 
I think of what is called the carrying trade, I con- 
sider it a small evil compared tothis. It has been 
compared to Algerine slavery, but it is worse. 
What is this impressment? Your citizens are 
seized by the hand of violence. and if they refuse 
to fight the battles of those who thus lay violent 
hands upon them, you see them hanging at the 
yard-arm. In the first place, they are obliged to 
expose their persons to murder, in fighting the bat- 
tles of a nation to which they owe no allegiance. 
They are obliged tocommit murder, forit is murder 
to take away the life ofa man who has given us no 
offence, at the same time that they expose their 
own persons to the commission of murder. This 
‘is. the true point of light in which I have always 
‘considered this horrid and barbarous act, for which, 
indeed, I cannot find language sufficiently strong 
to express the indignation I feel. This is the situ- 
ation of our country. Our commerce depredated 
upon in every sea, our citizens dragged from their 
homes, and despoiled of all they hold dear. We 
are told we are not to mind these things—that the 
nation who commits the outrages is a powerful 
nation. But really, asan American, I cannot feel 
the force of this observation. 

The gentleman from Virginia yesterday as- 
sumed it as a principle, and the whole of his ar- 
gument turned on it, that this is a war measure, 
and that its friends are for going to war. Were 
I satisfied with the truth of this remark, I should 
change my mind with regard to the resolution. 
But is ita war measure? I believe the same du- 
ties and obligations exist between nations as be- 
tween individuals in a state of nature. If my 
neighbor treats me with injustice, I have a right 
to decline all intercourse with him, without giv- 
ing him a right to knock me down. If we deem 
itour interest not to trade with a particular na- 


tion, have we not a right to say so?~a nation 
with whom we have no commercial treaty, and 
towards whom, therefore, in regard to trade, we 
have a right to act as we please? If a commer- 
cial treaty existed between us, it would be our 
duty to observe it; but, without one, we have an 
undoubted right to say whether we have or have 
not a use for her productions. If, then, this be a 
peace measure, why treat it as a war measure? 
But it is said that it will lead to war. Britain is 
said to be a great nation, high spirited, and proud, 
and therefore we must not take this step for fear 
of the consequences. . Trace this argument—see 
where it leads us. It leads us to this: That, with 
a powerful nation, we must on no account what- 
ever quarrel, though she may commit ever so 
many aggressions on our right. No, we must not, 
let her go whatever length she may, until, on this 
same principle, we shall be called upon to surren- 
der our independence, because we have to deal 
with a powerful nation! If we do not makea 
stand now against her aggressions, when or where 
shall we do it? But one alternative will remain 
—to bend our necks, to crouch beneath the tyrant 
to submit without murmur to her insolence an 
injustice, 

It is surprising to me to see this resolution 
scouted by gentlemen, when this same measure 
has ever been considered as the most proper in- 
strument with which to contend with Great Brit- 
ain. If we look back to the times of the stamp 
act, we will see that this was then the opinion 
of the American people. Voluntarily associatin 
themselves together, they cheerfully and unhesi- 
tatingly, as the means of. obtaining redress, relin- 
guished the luxuries, and even the necessaries of 
life drawn from Great Britain. These associa- 
tions were voluntary, as, from the situation of 
the colonies, they could not be otherwise. And it 
is remarkable that Great Britain did not consider 
this a cause of war, though the people of this 
country were then her subjects. Coming down to 
later times, and approaching the period of our na- 
tional independence, the same measure was resort- 
ed to, and considered an effectual expedient to ob- 
tain redress of our grievances, In 1776, what was 
the sense of the people of England on this subject ? 
and how did they feel the effects of the non-im- 
portation agreement of the colonists? Let them 
speak for themselves, 

“ There scarce was ever any affair debated in a Brit- 
ish Parliament in which the public thought themselves 
more deeply interested, or for the result of which they 
felt a more impatient anxiety than the present, nor was 
the rest of Europe, especially the commercial part, in- 
attentive to the event. 

“The second specch from the throne, as well as the 
first, pointed out the American affairs to the Parlia- 
ment as the principal object of its deliberations: both 
Houses, by their addresses, showed that they looked 
upon them in the same important light. 

“ Petitions were received from the merchants of Lon- 
don, Bristol, Lancaster, Liverpool, Hull, Glasgow, &c., 
and, indeed, from most of the trading and manufactur- 
ing towns and boroughs in the Kingdom. In these 
petitions, they set forth the great decay of their trade, 
owing to the new laws and regulations made for Ame- 
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rica. The vast quantity of our manufactures, (beides 
those articles imported from abroad, which weré pur- 
‘chased either with our own manufactures, or with the 
produce of our colonies,) which the American trade 
“formerly took off our hands; by all which, many thou- 
sand manufacturers, seamen, and laborers, had been 
employed, to the very great and increasing benefit of 
the nation. That,in return for these exports, the peti- 
tioners had received from the colonies, rice, indigo, to- 
bacco, naval stores, oil, whale fins, furs, and lately pot- 
ash, with other staple commodities, besides a large bal- 
ance in remittances, by bills of exchange and bullion, 
obtained by the colonists for articles.of their produce, 
not required for British market, and therefore exported 
to other places. 

“That, from the nature of this trade, consisting of 
British manufactures exported, and of the import of raw 
materials from America, many of them used in our 
jmanufactures, and all of them tending to lessen our de- 
pendence on neighboring States, it must be deemed of 
the highest importance in the commercial system of 
this nation, that this commerce, so beneficial to the 
State, and so necessary for the support of multitudes, 
then lay under such difficulties and discouragements, 
that nothing less than its utter ruin was apprehended, 
without the immediate interposition of Parliament.” 

« At the conclusion of our last volume, we saw the 
nation involved in the most distressful circumstances 
that could well be imagined; our manufactures at a 
stand, commerce almost totally annihilated, provisions 
extravagantly dear, and a numerous populace unem- 
ployed, without the means of procuring a livelihood. 
Such, and so gloomy, was the prospect that opened at 
home.”—Vol. ix. Ann. Reg. 

Down to the beginning of the American war, 
this was uniformly considered as the most power- 
ful instrument in our hands to oblige Britain to 
do us justice. Since that time, it will be found that 
the same sentiment has been expressed by the 
House of Representatives of the United States. 
By a recurrence to the Journals it will be seen 
that, on the 21st of April, 1794, this resolution was 
adopted: 

« Whereas, Tho injuries which have been suffered, 
and may be suffered, by the United States, from viola- 
tions committed by Great Britain, on their neutral 
rights and commercial interests, as well as from her 
failure to execute the seventh article of the Treaty of 
Peace, render it expedient for the interests of the Uni- 
-ted States that the commercial intercourse between the 
two countries should not continue to be carried on in 
the extent at present allowed : 

“ Resolved, That, from and after the first day of No- 
vember next, all commercial intercourse between the 
citizens of the United States and the subjects of the 
King of Great Britain, or tho citizens or subjects .of 
any other nation, so far as the samo respects articles of 
the growth or manufacturo of Great Britain or Ireland, 
shall be prohibited.” 

This resolution was decided by yeas and nays, 
and I find there were for it 58 yeas, and against it 
38 nays. Among those who voted in favor of it, 
J find my own name, associated with the names 
of men with whom it has always been my pride 
and pleasure to act. And among these, I find the 
name of a Madison. a Baldwin, a Nicholas, a Clark, 
a Venable, a Blount,anda Macon. It will be seen, 
too, that this resolution went much further than 


that which is now proposed—that it went to the 
length of prohibiting all intercourse, while the pre- 
sent resolution is confined to.prohibiting imports 
and does not apply at all to our exports. , 

With regard to the effect of this. measure upon 
the revenue, I believe it will have such an effect, 
to a certain degree, but I am far from believing it 
will be to the amount talked of. I have no doubt 
that we will obtain from other countries what will 
suffice for our.wants, without applying to Great 
Britain. But suppose there should be a greater 
deficiency in our revenue, and suppose we shall 
not get from other countries all the articles we 
want; are we to compare these privations with 
the sacrifice of our rights as a nation? I, for one, 
am of the opinion, that if we were not to consume 
half the luxuries, and many of the conveniences 
at present imported, we should be as happy as we 
now are. This.would have one excellent effect— 
it would revive that spirit of industry which our 
large importations, so far as relates to family man- 
ufactures, have almost annihilated. I cannot see 
what is to prevent every family among us manu- 
facturing what is necessary for their own wear. 
It is true, we might want the fine clothes we wear, 
and our wives be deprived of their silk gowns, 
but would this diminish our happiness? _ Are such 
privations to be put into competition with the. pres- 
ervation of our rights? I hope there still remains 
too much of that ancient virtue which once glowed 
in the American breast to consider this as an evil. 
I confess I was exceedingly surprised yesterday, 
to hear. my colleague, (Mr. J. Cuay,) coming from 
one of the first commercial cities in the Union, 
expressing his despair of the virtue of the Ameri- 
can people—expressing the opinion that our peo- 
ple could not hold out six or eight months against 
such a measure. Is it possible that such an idea 
can be correct? [Isit possible that a few years 
have wrought such a change in the character of a 
people famed for their virtue, and distinguished for 
the sacrifices they have made? Is it possible that 
luxury has made such inroads upon us, that all 
our ancient virtue is gone? I, for one, cannot but 
believe, that, if the American -people are placed 
in the same situation, they will not shrink from 
danger. I shall be reluctantly obliged to believe 
so. I think better of them. I have seen them 
true to themselves in worse times than these, and 
I never have yet seen them, in any times, flinch 
from a performance of their duty. 

Another expression of my colleague also sur- 
prised me. e said this measure would, in the 
opinion of every man, justify retaliation. This is 
pronouncing it a war measure, unless by retalia- 
tion he means commercial retaliation. Ifhe means 
retaliation by means of fleets and armies, it isa 
most strange opinion, as there is not a feature in 
the resolution that points to war. 

In order to get rid of the effect of the opinion 
expressed by the Legislature in 1794, the gentle- 
man assigns a most extraordinary reason. He 
tells you at that time there was such an enthusi- 
asin and attachment to the French nation, that the 
American people were ready to draw their swords 
in her favor. Iam sure, however, that, by a ret- 
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rospect of the opinions which at that time pre- 
vailed in the city, where that gentleman as well 
as myself resided, he will perceive the incorrect- 
ness of hisremark. [never yet met with any man 
-who thought we would be justified in interfering 
in the contest of France with the despots of Eu- 
rope. The enthusiasm felt for France I well re- 
member. We considered her as contending for 
the rights of human nature, and our wishes were 
ardent for her success. Another circumstance 
heightened these feelings: we recollected the ser- 
vices she had rendered us in times of distress. But, 
with regard to entering into the war in her favor, 
I never knew a man, who I could say was in his 
senses, forit. This, therefore, could have no effect 
in carrying the resolution I have just read. 

The gentleman from Virginia has told us, that, 
in adopting this measure, we shall be goaded by 
commercial interest into a contest with Britain on 
the seas. For one, I hope we shall have no war. 
I view this measure as a peaceable measure, and 
entertain great hopes that it will have the effect 
wewish. When weconsider the situation of Brit- 
ain, we may be@onfident that she will not wish 
to increase the number of her enemies, and it will 
surely be good policy’in her to avoid taking that 
ground which will have this effect. 

‘But the gentleman from Virginia tells us that 
the situation of England is differeat from what it 
was in 1793. Agreed; but that change is in our 
favor. Great Britain has at present her hands so 
full, that she ‘will not wish to increase her ene- 
mies. The events of the present contest are ex- 
tremely uncertain. Ifthe Emperor of Franceshall 
prove successful, and make a peace on the conti- 
nent, to the exclusion of Great Britain, he will 
undoubtedly shut out British manufactures from 
every part of ‘Europe. The present, therefore, is 
the most favorable time for pursuing our measures. 

The-gentleman also inquires, what will Eng- 
Jand-say of ‘our conduct to Spain? He laments 
that his lips‘on this subject are closed. I too la- 
ment that mine are closed. I wish to God that 
every word said while our-doors were closed, and 
that every measure entered into, were known to 
every man, woman, and child, in America. Ishall 
not on this oceasion say more, but to express the 
hope that the day is not distant when the gentle- 
man’s statements will be rectified by a complete 
disclosure. 

The same gentleman has avowed his hostility 
toa certain nation, and he is willing to go to war 
with her, because he considers her feeble, and be- 
cause she has been guilty of aggressions on our 
rights. Mighty aggression! Which is nothing 
more than what happened the other day at De- 
troit, where certain British officers ‘seized a man, 
with. the view of carrying him over the line. 1 
hope such trivial things, the offspring of accident 
or personal resentment, will never-be considered 
by us cause of war. I hope the American people 
will never goto war when they can avoid it with- 
out a sacrifice of honor or justice. For my part 
T-cannot see what this measure has to do with 
our affairs with Spain. Have we nota right to 


Have we got to this, that we are to consider En- 
gland asa party to our transactions with other 
nations? In our affairs with Spain, we are doing 
England no injury, and she has no right to inter- 
fere with the exercise of our rights as an inde- 
pendent nation. 

The gentleman asks willit be politic to strength- 
en the hands of France, to invigorate the power 
that threatens the subjugation of the world ? How 
this topic has been brought into view, I cannot 
tell. Ihave no predilection to France. Ihave 
no attachment to any country but the one in which 
I live. Iam willing to do justice to all nations, 
and torequireitfromail. But suppose Bonaparte 
should succeed in the conquest of Europe? ‘It 
will be a long time before it can be effected; and 
if effected, it will be found that a fleet is not the 
work of a day. It will be found to be the work of 
years, and years af-peace too, before he can pos- 
sess sgpicient ships and seamen to destroy the 
British navy. And what are the dreadful terrors 
of the French Government? There appears at 
the head of her affairs a man who transcends in 
talents and ambition the other potentates of Bu- 
rope. Baut is there anything permanent in this ? 
Much; everything may depend on his brittle life. 
On his fall, she may become as feeble as she ever 
was before. The nation we ought to fear, accord- 
ing to the gentleman from Virginia, is not that 
which has the actual command of the sea. No, 
the gentleman is not-afraid of her, but of the na- 
tion which may have the command of it hereaf- 
ter. Ishould regret to see any nation of Europe 
blotted out of existence. I hope that Bonaparte 
will never conquer England, or England conquer 
France. But I cannot attach much importance 
to distant, while I am menaced by present dàn- 

ers. 

£ The gentleman has also portrayed the great 
danger to the Constitution from war. I agree 
with him. Itoo deprecate war. I consider it one 
of the worst evils that can befall mankind. But 
as I-havewalready shown that this is not a war, 
but a peace measure, his remarks do not apply. 
I know that war is attended by numerous evils, 
that it not only exhausts our blood and treasure, 
but that it has a still more fatal effect on our man- 
ners. Still am I not willing to prostrate the dig- 
nity, the interest, and the honor of my country, 
even if war should be the consequence. 

Thegentleman has also sounded analarm amon 
us because this is not a measure of the Cabinet. 
That gentleman, however, knows full well that any 
member on this floor, without even. consulting 
any of his fellow members, much less the Cabinet, 
has a right to bring forward any resolution he 
pleases. But he said at the same ume there was 
no Cabinet. How then could he expect us to con- 
sult the Cabinet, when no such thing exists? My 
friend, who offered this resolution, showed it to 
me before he presented it. I concurred in it, and 
I now advocate it, because I think it right, and 
the gentleman will not deny that every gentle- 
man on this floor has equal rights. ; 

The gentleman has also told us that France in 


manage those affairs independent of England ? | 1793 was doing what England now does, that she 
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was fighting the battles of the world. For my 
part I do-not believe the world is indebted to either 
of those nations, much less do I believe that we 
are. But this same England can do wonders; 
and it seems we are not to contend for our rights 
with her, lest she should get out of humor with 
us. I know the power of the English fleet, and I 
know we cannot contend with it. Debauched, 
however, as her Government is, I do not believe 
she will go to war with us; but if she does not, it 
will not fe owing to the caution we have observed 
in discussing this subject. Of this nation, thus 
represented as fighting the battles of the world, I 
may perhaps have formed a wrong opinion, in the 
estimate I have formed of her humanity and jus- 
tice. Go to the East Indies; throw your eyes on 
Africa; look back on the American Revolution, 
and talk of her humanity! Applaud her for jus- 
tice, when there is not a nation on earth at this 
day so much disposed to be hostile to us! Sir, 
she will never forgive us for having achieved our 
independence. Her hostility is invigorated by 
another circumstance. She is the first trading 
nation in the world—we are the second. We in- 
terfere with her aggrandizement, and she has de- 
termined to crush us. She is proceeding step by 
step in the work of destruction, and if we are so 
pusillanimous as to submit, she will push on to 
our ruin and disgrace. The gentleman has told 
us that if we aid any Power, in her efforts to de- 
stroy Britain, we shallendanger ourselves. Indeed, 
sir, so many evidences of the friendship of this 
nation are brought before us, that it only wants ex- 
perience to believe them. 

Weare told by the same gentleman, that France 
will do us the honor only to make us the last nation 
she devours. Why all this clamor about France, 
when she is not injuring us, while we are so tame 
to other nations who are violating our dearest 
rights? I trust we shall know how to respect our- 
selves with whatever nation we have to deal, and 
if France acts to us as England has done, that we 
will treat her as we are now for treating. England. 
But till this time arrives these remarks are mis- 
applied. 

come now to reply to one thing said by the 
goarenn from Virginia, which I am very sorry 
am under the necessity of doing. The fate of 
this country is placed inirresponsible hands. Tom, 
Dick,and Harry, ought to be putinto straight waist- 
coats! Whether this language is consistent with 
the respect due to this House, or to this nation, I 
leave the gentleman to judge for himself. I will 
grant that that gentleman has a right to the ex- 
ercise of his opinion on all political subjects. I 
will even allow that he has a mind more luminous 
than belongs to most men. But I will also say, 
that the rights which he claims for himself he 
ought to allow to his fellow members. If! en- 
tertain an opinion which is wrong, and any man 
can convince me it is so, I am ready to acknow- 
ledge it; but how comes the gentleman to repre- 
sent all the members on this floor as'a set of fools ? 
Why, sir, if were to pretend to say that John Locke 
was a fool, that Milton was a bad poet, that Bacon 
was a miserable lawyer, whatever my intention 


might be, Ishould not derogate from their charac- 
ters. 
members of this House, and that the character of 


I believe this will be the case with the 


no man in it will be affected by his charge. I can 
look through this body and see many of my fel- 


low members, whose voice is never heard on this 
floor, on whose judgment I can place as high a 


reliance, as on those whose talents are the most 
conspicuously displayed. I beg the Committee will 
excuse me for the large portion of their time I 
have consumed on points so little connected with 
the question under consideration. Iwill conclude 
what I have at present to say, reserving. to myself 
the right of making some additional remarks be- 
fore the question is taken. 

Mr. Joun Ranvotra.—Mr, Chairman, I did 
expect, on coming into the House this morning, 
that the friends of the resolution under discussion 
would have brought forward some arguments to 
show (what they had studiously avoided) that the 
ability to coerce Great Britain is within the com- 
pass of this nation’s power; that this power ought 
now to be exerted, and that the proposed measure 
is equal to the desired effect. gt behooves them 
to demonstrate all this, before ‘they ask for our 
support. I did not come down to the House with 
the expectation of listening to a gross misrepresent- 
ation of my expressions yesterday, loose and desul- 
tory as I allow them to have been; much less 
was I prepared to hear such misrepresentations 
from the lips of aged men, whom I have treated 
with invariable and guarded respect; between 
whom and myself there has long existed a politi- 
cal friendship—real, on my part, apparent on 
theirs. I did not, indeed, expect to hear particu- 
lar expressions, used by me in the ardor of debate, 
broken and culled from their connecting mem- 
bers, and mutilated and tortured. into meanings 
which cold-blooded malice alone could have de- 
vised. Sir, in this way of proceeding (without 
intending any profane comparison) the Bible it- 
self may be made to preach atheism, to declare 
that there is no God. “ The fool saith in his heart 
there is no God.” Taken. together, it is inspired 
wisdom; dismember it, it is impiety. 

It has not been denied, by any member on this 
floor, that the carrying trade, that the commerce 
and navigation of these States, ought to be pro- 
tected. The only question is quo modo? Have 
you the ability to protect them by war, and are 
they of sufficient value to justify the expense of 
such protection? We say no; they cannot pay 
for so dear a defence, rich as they may be. But, 
above all, they cannot repay us for the loss of our 
Constitution. It is above all price. We go fur- 
ther—we affirm that trade is now protected by 
the most efficient means within our power—by 
discriminating duties, laid by the votes of South- 
ern men; and yet, sir, we are threatened with 
schism, with a dissolution of the Union, if wedo not 
adopt perticular systems, devised by chance, be- 
gotten of ignorance or imbecility. Are these the 
mild and conciliatory plans and ideas of which 


gentlemen boast? Is this mildness? Is this con- 


ciliation? Is this peace? The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, (Mr, Smite) with a face of won- 


prape 
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drous importance, tells you that, by the Consti- 
tution, we have power to raise and maintain ar- 
mies, to build and equip navies; from which he 
draws the inference that (under whatever cireum- 
stances, I suppose) we must actually do what the 
Constitution allows. And yet, that gentleman, in 
former times, voted with us against armies and 
navies! Let him justify himself, if he can, upon 


-his new principles, I repeat it; if the unjust ag- 


ressions of a foreign nation, if indignity and in- 
sult abroad, are always to produce war, the gen- 
tleman was criminal in refusing to support the 
Administration in 1798. Yes, you were then com- 
pelled to drain the cup of humiliation to its very 
dregs. Did he putthatcup by ? Did he vote for 
fleets and armies, or a suspension of commercial 
intercourse with France? What was the French 
edition of the laws of nationsthen? Thata bale 
of British manufacture 
enemy’s property) should subject to seizure and 
condemnation. And what was the British doc- 
trine in 1793? That France was, with one sweep 
of the pen, in a state of siege and blockade, and 
that American flour, &c., should not be carried there 
atall. And yet, against these principles and prac- 
tices, preposterous and injurious as they were, we 
did not go to war; at least that gentleman was 
opposed to such war, if war it may be called, as 
was waged. 
~ But, whilst I acknowledge the carrying trade 


‘to be valuable to a certain extent, I must, unless 


_ I abandon every pretension to the character of a 


politician, act on existing circumstances, on things 


. as they are, not as I believe they ought to be. In 


casting about, the first thing, or one of the first, to 
be considered, is revenue. -Almost our whole rev- 
enue is derived from commerce, that is, from the 
domestic consumption of imports from abroad. 
How much comes from the carrying trade? Your 
statements, Iam told, say $800,000. But if our 
whole consumption were imported in foreign 
bottoms, the impost would exceed its present 
amount by eleven or twelve hyndred thousand 
dollars. I warn gentlemen against a misrepresent- 
ation of this fact. Am I, therefore, desirous to 
gain this increase at the expense of our naviga- 
tion? Far fromit. It would be to kill the goose 
that lays the golden eggs. But what is this branch 
of the carrying trade, for which gentlemen would 
sacrifice not only our navigation and commerce, 
but the agriculture and Constitution of the coun- 
try? Look at this trade, which is to be guarded 
at every risk, and the men who follow it. Do 
they carry your products abroad, and bring back 
goods for home consumption? No, they plunge 
their hands into your pockets for drawbacks. 
During this very session they threatened to plun- 
der the Treasury of millions, bya bill happily ar- 
rested on its passage. If our fair trade is not pro- 
tected, how comes it that it has grown with a ra- 
pidity before unheard of in any age, unknown in 
any nation? That growth has been nourished 
by protecting duties, fostered by our neutral posi- 
tion, We are the real friends of your navigation. 
It has grown beneath the shade of discriminating 
duties ; flourished in the sunshine of the neutral 


(ithon any question of 


character; with the first blight of maritime war 


it dies. 


I am accused too with stigmatizing the mer- * 


chants of the United States. 
Every profession and calling of human life is dis- 
graced by unworthy members. 
pettifoggers, the church its hypocrites, medicine 
and polities, too, sir, have their empirics; and if 


I deny the charge. / 


P 


there be two professions in the world, which can ` 


be selected for a tendency to develop the pre-ex- 
isting germ of imperfection planted in our nature, 
they are the 
cupation of the trader. 
they open the wide field of temptation. 


And wherefore? Because 
The 


profession of the lawyer and the oc- - 


The law has its 


wisest prayer that ever was or can be devised for ` 


human infirmity, is that which teaches us to de- 
precate such trials: “We beseech thee, lead us 


not into temptation!” What is the fact? Whilst. 
we boast of honor on this floor, our name has be- . 


come a by-word among the nations. 


Europe, and. 


Paris especially, swarms with pseudo-Americans, ' 
with Anglo and Gallo-Americans, and American |, 


French and English, who have amassed immense 
fortunes by trading in the neutral character, by 


setting it up to auction and selling to the best bid- : 


der. Men of this description, striplings, without. 


connexions or character, have been known to buy 
rich vessels and their cargoes in Amsterdam and 
Antwerp, and trade with them, under the Ameri- 
can name, to the Indies. Neutral character has 
constituted one of the best remittances for coloni- 
nial produce, or the goods which purchase it; and 
the trade in this commodity of neutrality has 

roved-a most lucrative branch of traffic. This 
itis that has sunk and degraded the American 
name abroad, and subjected the fair trader to vex- 
atious seizure and detention. But I am asked if 
we shall submit to a tame and dastardly abandon- 
ment of our rights; and by those, too, who have 
made a cowardly surrender of our best interests 
and our honor, when we were well able to main- 
tain them? I beg leave to reply to this question 


by asking another: Are you prepared to assert — 


them ; to go all lengths to enforce them? In 
what consists true dignity? In vaporing in the 
newspapers? In printed handbills and resolu- 
tions? Or in taking ground which you can and 
will maintain ; which no change of fortune shall 
compel you to desert? Aut nunquam tentes, aut 
perfice. Does the gentleman want a translation? 
Hereisone truly American: “Stick, or gothrough.” 
This is true dignity; can he give a better defini- 
tion 2 And what constitutes false dignity ? Play- 
ing Me part of a Bobadil—bullying England and 
truckling to Spain—I beg pardon, there is no 
Spain—bullying England and truckling to France. 
This you have done; you know it. ‘When gen- 
tlemen tell us of their willingness to publish our 
proceedings, why do they not clear the galleries 
and take off the injunction of secrecy ? Let their 
private vote correspond with their public profes- 
sion. And let me tell the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania (Mr. Smizte) that I would rather have 
his vote than his speech at any time. Who would 
suppose, had he not averred it, that he held silence 
and good sense in such high respect, that he pre- 
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ferred the calm decisions of quiet wisdom to the 
effusions of empty garrulity ? 
Thegentleman from New York has told us, that 
after the call of the Executive for firm measures, 
he did not expect. this opposition. And does he 
call thisa firm measure? What would have been 
afirm measure? An embargo. 


not have suited your Proteus politicians. - There 
could have been no evasion of that. But your 
slippery mercantile eels can slide over or under 
this provision, and leave the whole burden of suf- 
fering to fall on the planter, the. farmer, and the 
real American. The whole revenue (we are told) 


isderived from commerce. Who paysitultimately’ 


. but the consumer, and with as large a profit on the 
: merchant’sadvance of the duties (often a mere ad- 


vance of credit) as he receives from any other part 


of his.capital? These new ideas of firmness are: 


either above or below my comprehension. And 


because we are anxious to see the public debt paid- 


offand the true interests of the nation maintained 
—because we will not abandon the plough, and 
struggle to restrain Executive influence, we -are 
charge! with hostility to all commerce, with in- 
sensibility to the honor of our country. When 
our doors were shut, this is no breach of confidence. 
One.of my colleagues called for the reading of a 
Message from the President, soon after he came 
into office. -It was the most severe and cutting 
satire that ever man listened to. I say it was a 
bitter satire on your proceedings, then and now. 
Tt recommended the application of our resources 
to.a speedy discharge of the public debt, a rigid 
adherence to specific appropriation—tying down 
the Executive officers to the letter of the lee. re- 
stricting them to the literal objects and amount 
of our appropriations. Whatis the commentary ? 


That would have 
gone to the root of the evil. But that, sir, would: 


of the Government, and when you reckon the Lou- 
isiana debt, that created under the British Treat 
andsome others, it will appear that you have near y 
scored up as much new debt as you have paid of 
of the old. Ispeak of principal—paying the in- 
terest of a debt is not diminishing it—and my friend 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. Cay) must have taken 
the interest into hislargeaccountof yesterday. ‘The 
amount-of principal redeemed is less than eighteen 
millions. If gentlemen deny this, let them referto 
the Treasury statements laid before us at the open- 
ing of the session, or call upon the head of that 
department to state the amount of debt paid and 
created, within the last five years. But you will 
be told, for your money you have value received, 
at least. This I freely acknowledge. I would 
have given the sum for the Delta of the Mississip- 
pi, if it could not-have been honorably acquired 
forless. Of whom did we purchase? From Spain, 
who had wrongfully withheld our right of depos- 
it? So far from it, that we tell her she has. yet to 
make satisfaction for that injury and insult; we 
bring it into account-against her. -No, sir, we pur- 
chased from France, the rightful proprietor, against 
whom we then had no subject of complaint. 

I am accused by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania (Mr. Smitie)—this I suppose is a specimen 
of their candor—(I-am reluctant to‘say anythin 
whilst he isabsent ; I am sorry he has fled his'seat 
—of designedly passing over one of the most im- 
portant considerations presented by the present 
subject—the impressment of our seamen. And 

et what did that gentleman tell you? That he 
hiraself (long as he had trespassed on your time) 
had beencompelled toomit many importantthings, 
thathe intended to say. Thisrealizesthe proverb, 
“One man may steal a horse, whilst another must 
not look over the hedge.” I will tell: the gentle- 


In time of peace (for I trust no one will call this | man, if I did omit this topic, I had scarcely thrown 


wind mill attack on Tripoli, war) the expenditures 
of the Navy Department (so far from each item 
of expense being limited by the specific appropri- 


myself into the carriage that conveyed me home, 
before I recollected and regretted it. The gentle- 
man may say what he pleases, but he never had 


ation for that object) have exceeded the gross sum j no man ever shall have cause to upbraid me with 


appropriated for that branch of the public service 
sixty per cent. And if this isa specimen of the 
yearly cost of hulks rotting in the mud, what es- 
timate can you make of the disbursements in time 
of actual war against a powerful maritime State, 
when your seventy-fours are ready for sea? This 
is naked truth ; it rests on figures. If it be not true, 
how comes it that we have passed two appropri- 
ation laws, to the amount of six hundred thousand 
dollars, during the present session, to cover the 
navy deficiencies of the last year, almost th@only 
bills that we have passed? Yes, sir, I am for pay- 
ing one debt off (the cost of a former war) before 
Tenter into another and score up a second. Icon- 
fess myself to be among the number of those poli- 
ticians (gentlemen may style them visionary if 
they please) who hailed the President of the Uni- 
ted States as the political Messiah, sent toconvince 
an unbelieving world that a debt, once funded, 
might be paid off, without the intervention of a 
sponge. If in this I was visionary, at least I was 
notalone. The promise has been large, the nation 
calls for its performance. Look at. the measures 


flinching from any question that may:be brought 
on this floor. Now, sir, let gentlemen lay their 
hands upon their hearts:and answer sincerely if 
they do believe this resolution has the power to 
take one American seaman out of a British ship 
of war? Are gentieman hostile to impressment, 
and yet friendly toa naval war—to systems which 
must eventuate in the introduction of this system 
at home, in the subversion of our liberties? Let 
them examine the- profound argument of Judge 
Foster on this ate They will find that Great 
Britain is compelled to resort to it, to maintain 
her naval power and her existence. And it is be- 
cause I am opposed to resorting to the same expe- 
dient (for will any man pretend that a great navy 
can be manned without recurring to it ?)—because 
I think it abhorrent to the genius of a free people, 
that I am against rushing into that naval wat, 
into which gentlemen wish to precipitate us. No, 
sir, you cannot command seamen for your navy, 
in time of war, withoutimpressment. The wealth 
of Croesus could not sustain the expense; and 
even if that objection could be removed, the ope- 
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ration by enlistment is too tardy to meet a sud- 

den emergency. If you have difficulty in pro- 

curing seamen.to serve in the Mediterranean, 
what will be the case in a war against England? 

With all their bravery, many a man who would 

willingly meet the corsairs, or even the Dons and 

Monsieurs, would feel reluctant to be led to bat- 

tle against a British fleet—and why, sir? Be- 

cause, waiving other considerations, a great pro- 
portion of our seamen are foreigners—natives of 

Great Britain—who still feel prejudices for their 
_ parent country. Yes, sir, the character of the 

American seaman, like that of the neutral trader, 

too often eludes our grasp. The moment you 

make war, much more if you resort to impress- 
ments, the American sailor vanishes, he becomes 

a subject of Denmark: with the first frost, he 

disappears in a night. 

Bat if I did not misunderstand the gentleman 

from Pennsylvania, he said that I had treated the 
House in a manner, of which, sir, I trust I am in- 
capable of acting towards any assembly, much 
less, one of your dignity. Am I, indeed, so igno- 
rant of the feelings of .man?—of the character 
and composition of this House? No, sir, I have 
spoken of certain projects,and their projectors, in 
language, such only, as I think they deserve, and 
in which, claiming. the.same liberty which that 
gentleman urges and exacts, I will ever speak of 
such absurd.and fantastical systems. ‘The authors 
are, no-doubt, interested in diffusing the ridiculous 
burden of their disgrace:as widely as possible. I 
cannot blame them for it. Sir, it.is natural to 
‘wish for partners in. our shame. But the great 
‘political sin for which I have been denounced by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, is, the opinion 
which I have expressed of a certain book, which 
seems to.be his political Bible. And, sir, he would 
‘have me considered asan inconsiderate person, 
who would not scraple to call Locke a dunce, 
‘Newton a driveller, and: Franklin a journeyman 
pringer ; and, in an oracular saw, he has pro- 
nounced that this book will live when he, and I 
too, sir, are laid inour graves. But, when he con- 
siders his own age, and the frailty of my consti- 
tution,-he will confess that he has allowed but a 
short span for the existence of his favorite work. 
‘But even though it should live when we are wast- 
ng in the silent tomb, thereis nothing in my com- 
‘position that aspires to being considered as its 
‘author. Who is the author? Does the gentle- 
man know? Must we have semi-official author- 
ity, even for a title-page? No, sir, whatever others 
may think, | have no ambition to have -written 
such a book as this. I abjure the very idea. Un- 
less my understanding has abandoned me, it in- 
volves an abandonment. of the very doctrine for 
‘which the writer contends. . Sir, the very cursory 
view which I took of this subject yesterday. will 
compel me into some repetitions, but I must beg 
to be indulged in someadditional remarks. What 
ds the doctrine? 

_ “In times of peace among all nations, their commer- 
cial intercourse is under no other restrictions than what 
‘may be imposed by their respective laws, or their mu- 
tual: compacts, No one or more nations can justly 


control the commerce between any two or more of. the 
others. 

“ When war happens between any two or more na- 
tions, a question arises, in what respect ‘it can affect’ 
the commerce of nations not engaged in the war? 

“ Between the nations not engaged in the war, it is 
evident that the commerce cannot be affected at all by 
a war between others. ` 

“ As a-nation not engaged in the war, remains in the 
same.-relations of amity and commercial pursuits, with 
each of the belligerent nations, as existed prior to the 
war, it would seem that the war could not affect the in- 
tercourse between the neutral and either of the bellig- 
erent nations; and that the neutral nation might treat 
and trade with either, or both the belligerent nations, 
with the same freedom as if no war had arisen be~ 
tween them. This, as the general rule, is sufficiently 
established.” 


Here is a faint endeavor to establish the prin- 
ciple that free ships make free goods. But the 
writer, as if despairing of his ability to effect it, 
goes on to say: 

“But inasmuch as the trade of a neutral nation: with 
a belligerent nation, might, in certain special cases, af- 
fect the safety of its antagonist; usage, founded. on 


-the principle of necessity, has admitted a few excep- 


tions to.the general rule.” 

“Usage,” founded on what? Reason? right? 
No, sir! on that law which admits. nothing to:con- 
trol it: “Necessity,” that cannot stoop to argu- 
ment. If once you admit that necessity ought, 
can, or does, establish exceptions to this broad rule, 
do you not admit all that the British doctrine re- 
quires? But, sir, it will be said that the sole 
legitimate proof.of this necessity is usage; but 
usage must have had.a beginning, and the small 
protection which this argument affords is thrown 
away by the subsequent admission, that a change 
in circumstances, (“in the course of commerce,” 
for instance,) will justify a departure from estab- 
lished maxims, will warrant the commencement 
ofa new.usage. Asif all the articles contraband 
of war were minutely specified, and, by a change 
in the maxims and implements of war, new and 
more terrible- instruments of annoyance should be 
fabricated, would they not fall under the head of 
contraband? And is it not demonstrable, that.a 
direct trade. to France, in gunpowder, or any other 
article contraband of war, would be less beneficial 
to her, and less injurious to her enemy, than the 
colonial trade now in dispute? And is not, ac- 
cording to this writer’s acknowledgment, the lesser 
principle involved in the greater? Am I, there- 
fore; the apologist of England? I scorn to boast 
of my patriotism. lt is indigenous; and when I 
am reduced so low as to plead to the charge of 
want of love to my country, of natural affection 
to my birth-place, my pride will tell me to bid 
you farewell, to go homeand hide my shame. Am 
I the apologist of Britain because your cause has 
been weakly defended, or treacherously betrayed ? 
No, sir, this “ Examiner” is her apologist! I have 
not minutely dissected the work. There was.no 
occasion for it. It is something like the edifice 
we inhabit. It is hardly worth while to be exam- 
ining friezes and cornices, and architraves and 
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stucco work, when you know the foundation to 
be rottes—whilst the building is tumbling about 
our. ears, and we are obliged to seek refuge in 
another. Itis not, indeed, sir, worth while to con- 
sult the orders of architecture in a miserable card- 
house of an argument which the first puff of wind 
must demolish. 

Sir, the admissipn that a change of circum- 
stances will justify a departure from the estab- 
lished maxims amongst nations, was an unneces- 
sary and fatal concession, not called for by the 
nature of the case. What isthe “course of com- 
merce” now? Totally changed ina few short 

ears. The marine of France, Spain, and Hol- 

and, whether for the purposes of trade or war, is 
no more. They have no longer navigation or 
navy. Again, amongst a load of quotations from 
Grotius,and Puffendorf, and the Lord knows who, 
we are told it is the duty of the neutral to observe 
the strictest impartiality, “ to behave himself alike 
to both the belligerent parties.” But, is it to be- 
have alike to both parties to carry for him who 
cannot carry for himself, to throw the agis of neu- 
trality over a commerce which he can no longer 
protect; to save him all the danger, expense, and 
risk of convoy and war insurance? Thisisa hol- 
low, delphic reciprocity; reciprocity to the ear, 
but not to the sense. If you carry contraband, or 
attempt to enter a blockaded port, you are liable 
to capture. Why? Because justified by neces- 
sity. As to the motives of the neutral merchant, 
they are out of the question. His object, no doubt, 
like that of every other trader under the sun, is 

ain. He, sir, is too often the mere ephemeron— 
the butterfly of the day—who does not care one 
farthing whether you are at war with this or that 
nation, with England or with France, provided he 
can get good returns. His business is to post his 
books and balance the leger; and whether he 
deals with the subjects of a white Emperor or a 
black one—with Bonaparte or Dessalines—it is al 
one to him. No doubt, sir, it is the right of the 
neutral to pursue, and he will, he ought to pursue, 
his own interest. But it is the right of a bellig- 
erent, (as conceded by this writer,) to inquire how 
far such pursuit comes into collision with his in- 
terests and his safety. The motive of the neu- 
tral may not be hostility to either party engaged 
in war, but his own benefit. This, however, wil 
not influence the belligerent nation, who takes up 
the question solely with a view to its effect on 
itself. What will Great Britain say? That the 
exigency exists—that it has occurred, flagrante 
belio—that the necessity admits of no delay ; that 
you, yourselves have abandoned the question in 
dispute ; and even if you have not, that she cannot 
sit down quietly and be extirpated from the face 
of nations, out of complaisance to Grotius, or Byn- 
kershock, or in deference to the unknown author 
of this pamphlet, although he should exceed Ba- 
con in genius,or Newton in intensity of thought ! 
I must defend myself; the knife is at my throat; 
Lhave no more time for argument; but if you in- 
sist upon it, I will fight you! Sir, I have tried, but I 
could not get through this work. I found it so wire- 
drawn; the thread so fine, that I could neither see 


or feel it; such a tangled cobweb of contradictions, 
that I was obliged to give itup. The first thing 
that struck me on opening it, was, the peculiar 
infelicity with which it had surrendered the mat- 
ter in dispute; and if this appeared at once to my 
unlearned eyes, do gentlemen suppose it will not 
be detected on the other side of the Atlantic? 
that it will receive no abler examination there, 
than the feeble and cursory one that I have given 
it? And after all, what does it contain ? Arem- 
edy for the evil? No; a formal declaration that 
we are diseased! Sir, we wanted no ghost to tell 
us that. It needed no extraordinary exertion of 
learning or genius to show that we had, indeed, 
delicate subjects of difference with Great Britain. 
The question is, How shall they beadjusted? We 
want the opinion of the doctor on the mode of 
treatment, and don’t choose to be referred to the 
apothecary because the superior does not choose 
to risk his reputation in a dubious case. 

A gentleman from Pennsylvania has told us 
that Great Britain is our commercial rival. But 
does not the gentleman know that the very term 
implies a correlative. That if she is your com- 
mercial rival, you are her commercial rival also. 
This is the very view that I have been endeavor- 
ing to take of the subject, to impress on the Com- 
mittee ; to warn the nation against being drawn 
into a war of commercial rivalship. Sir, when ` 
men fall out about women they are notaptto call ` 
in some learned doctor to decide the dispute they 
yield to feeling or instinct; just so with nations, 
commercial nations especially, differing on inter- 
est, which is their instinct. And would gentle- 
men wish to excite this young nation, as yet in 
the gristle, to a foreign contest with Great Britain, 
in the full strength of manhood? I speak of for- 
ae war. The will and ability to defend our- 
selves is one thing, to act three thousand miles. off 
another. They may rely as much as they please 
upon the French Emperors making a separate 
peace with the Continent, to the exclusion of 
Great Britain. If she puts out her strength, you 
will feelit. This proposition will subject her to 
all the evils of an American war, without any of 
the concomitant advantages. And can you ex- 
pect a tame acquiescence on her part? If her | 
Minister be not a bastard, if he has one dro 
of the blood of Chatham in his veins, he will - 
die contending for the liberties of his country 
sooner than surrender her independence. He 
will doit. No, sir, whatever I may think of the 
vices and corruptions of the Government of that 
country, I must applaud her intelligence and 
spirit—must admire her ability, wisdom, and 
strength. 

But another gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. Smite) asks if it is not astonishing that-a 
man, whom he allows to possess common sense. 
whom he represents as trembling at the power of 
Great Britain, should be making calculations of 
the future power of Franee, instead of guarding 
against the immediate danger? Sir, France may . 
become a naval Power—Great Britain never can 
be a military one. Task any practical man, if the - 
day can ever arrive when Great Britain will 
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be able to threaten the continent of Europe or 
America, or dictate to either of them? Is it my 
fault that the gentleman cannot, or will not see 
this, because (as he tells you) foolsand madmen 
can never be brought to believe that the spirit of 
God hath passed them by, and enlightened the 
understandings of other men? But, to show that 
this is not just cause of war, we are referred to the 
time of the stamp act and the non-importation 
agreement of 1774, which did not (it seems) pro- 
duce immediate war. Is there any analogy be- 
tween the two cases? We then formed one na- 
tion. A man may make a great sacrifice to pre- 
serve his friend, but when he has lost him, he will 
(as has been seen to-day) be denounced as the 
bitterestenemy. The other instances are equally 
defective and inapplicable. You may as well go 
back to the flood. The same gentleman inquires, 
are you, indeed, so peaceable toward England, 
who has trampled upon you, and hostile to France 
who has offered you no injury ? Wherefore? On 
this occasion, I must repeat the old proverb, “it is 
the still hog that drinks the swill.” She finds it 
convenient to make a miserable stalking-horse, a 
scarecrow of Spain. The gentleman inquires, how 
long Great Britain has acted upon these philan- 
thropic principles; this generous, benevolent pol- 
icy ascribed to her? But, is any man so weak, or 
so wicked, as to pretend that there is any principle 
of action between nations except interest? Give 
Great. Britain the power, and she will to-morrow 
play the same part. Sir, we are not theophilan- 
thropists, but politicians ; not dreamers and sooth- 
sayers, but men of flesh and blood. It is idle to 
talk of a sense of justice in any nation. Each 
pursues its sense ol atera and if you calculate 
on their acting upon any other principle, you may 
be very amiable, but you will prove a cully. We 
are asked, what. Great Britain can do to annoy us ? 
‘We answer, at this moment, more than any other 
nation of the world, because she commands the 
ocean, the sole medium of communication be- 
tween us. But draw her off from that element, 
and France is not less omnipotent upon it. She 
is a great military Power, and it is because Great 
Britain is not, cannot be such a Power, that it is 
impolitic to break her down. Go to war when 
you will, you must become the ally of France; 
you will only put off, by enhancing it, the danger 
you would guard against. You will but clap a 
tortoise under your elephant. 

The same gentleman tells you that the gigan- 
tie power of France hangs on the brittle life of 
anindividual. But, do youbelieve it? Are you 
such drivellers in politics as to believe that the 
fate of such a military despotism hangs on ths 
life of one man? If Mahomet II. had been killed 
under the walls of Constantinople, would the des- 
tiny of the Greek Empire have been changed ? 
“Would not the power have passed into the hands 
of some Solyman or Selim, the terror of the civ- 
ued world? Shall we abandon practice for the- 
ory 

In some respects we are situated as the success- 
ors of Alexander were placed in relation to Rome 
and.Carthage. Here is an iron Republic, or call 


it what you will, that threatens the liberties of 
mankind—the Government, above all others, in 
Europe, to which our own is most hateful and ob- 
noxious. This is beyond dispute. Doesit become 
us to facilitate its designs? I do not inquire as 
to motives, nor will that Government care about 
them. If you give it facilities to effect its pur- 
poses, those purposes are obtained so far as de- 
pends on you. Is this wise, is it proper, is it right 2 
Am I asked for my plan? IfI meant to act ef- 
ciently, I would have begun with an embargo; I 
would now do what was done before; I would 
treat with Great Britain, and for the very reason 
that I would not have treated with her in the year 
1794;—for the same reason that the gentleman, 


whose resolution is now under discussion, then t/ 


treated with her, I would not. Now, he is for 
war, I am for negotiation and peace. And why? 
Because the state of nations has undergone a mo- 
mentous change ; disastrous changes, indeed, have 
been effected in the face of things. We often hears, 
of the abuses and corruptions of the British Gov- ; 
ernment, while the Continental despotisms pass ; 
unnoticed and unregarded. Let us beware of in- | 
troducing such abuses into our own. We have 
no further concern with them. Do gentlemen. 
think worse of the character and motives of Wil- | 
liam Pitt than of Robespierre? And yet, mon- 
steras he was, Robespierre, that cannibal of his 
own countrymen, was, in his day, the sole bul- 
wark of the human race. And, whatever be her ` 
motives or professions, Great Britain stands ex- 
actly in the place of France twelve years ago. 
Take her navy out of the way to-morrow, and 
where are you? The Secretary of the Navy has 
indeed reported that the Chesapeake is fit for ser- 
vice, and that the Constitution is in a state of 
thorough repair. But, would the real Chesa- 
peake, the bay, be fit for use in that case, and what 
would be the operation on the actual Constitution 
of the United States? Sir, I am opposed toa 
French war as well as toa war with England. I 
would treat with England for another reason. I 
wish we had not a Commercial Treaty with any 
nation whatever. Iam opposed to them on prin- 
ciple; but the principle is already settled. We 
have them. By our treaties with her enemies, 
your hands are tied up from taking against them 
any such measure as the one proposed; they are 
to be admitted on the terms of the most favored 
nation. This is probably one of the principal 
causes of disgust to England. Again: She made 
an offer to repeal her discriminating duties, if 
you would do so too; to trade with us upon 
even terms. By mercantile clamor you were de- 
terred from meeting her half-way. Moreover, 
you have refused to ratify treaties with her, after 
they had been signed by your own Minister. No 
doubt you had the right to do so. But can you 
be surprised, under such circumstances, that a 
haughty commercial rival has been irritated ? Af- 
ter your oblations to France, who cannot receive 
a single pound of sugar or coffee but under cover 
of your flag, who is dependent upon you for ser- 
vices which she cannot render herself, who is not 
your rival in commerce, what can you expect 
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froma jealous competitor in trade who stands not 
in need of your navigation—whose every advance 
toward a good understanding has received a mor- 
tifying repulse? .Sir, you have at this momenta 


negotiation pending with Great Britain. You 
have no cause to despair of its success; far other- 


wise. The plain question is, will you await its | fi 


issue, or will you, pendente lite, precipitate your- 
self into a measure which must put all negotia- 
tion aside, which must eventuate in war ? If you 
want war, there is no doubt that you may have 
it. Great Britain will not submit to all the hard- 
ships and mischiefs of war, because you choose to 
call it peace. She will prefer open war to war 
in disguise; and I, sir, have no hesitation in say- 
ing that I am for no half-measures. Begin that 
system when you will, war, or disgrace, must 
grow out of it. Iam for neither. The gentle- 
‘man, indeed, says, that this, which has been de- 
nounced as a war measure, is a measure of peace. 
Let us have no more quasi wars, I beseech you, 
sir; no half-measures, no intermediate stage, but 
open war, or peace. I abhor this political quack- 
ery. Give us war, or negotiation; if you resort 
to the one, let us abandon the other. But we are 
asked if American virtue will so far degrade and 
debase itself as to treat with the old and corrupt 
Government of England? There is a plain an- 
swer to this. You have a treaty with her now, 
with every Government, I believe, that would 
make one with you. But, while we boast of our 
virtue, let us beware that our own sins are not 
cast into our teeth. Let us see how far these 
punctilios are warranted by the conduct of our 
own agents. Look to the management of the 
convention of Paris, of the 30th April, 1803. You 
have all seen the case of the New Jersey, Nicklin 
and Griffith’s ship. It has created a general sen- 
sation. And yet, what is the fact? Compared 
with others, they have almost nothing to com- 
plain of. Bad as that ease is, it is among the least 
exceptionable instances of misconduct in your 
Ministry at Paris. It is true, Nicklin & Griffith’s 
claim was cut down, I believe, one-half, because 
the sum appropriated would not otherwise (it was 


feared) be sufficient to answer all the draughts of 


chicanery upon it. These men were, therefore, 
muleted fifty per cent. They are rich merchants, 
able to make their case known. It has been heard, 
and has rung through the Continent. There are 
hundreds of cases even worse than this. The 
claims intended to be provided for are set aside. 
Why? Because Government has been represent- 
ed abroad by unfaithful, dishonest agents. Have 
they been called to account for their conduct ? 
Three millions seven hundred and fifty thousand 
dollars, stipulated to be paid, to bona fide Ameri- 
can citizens—where have they gone? Into the 
Ea of renegadoes, and the bureaux of Paris. 

es, the traders in neutral character have divided 
the spoil with the harpies of the French bureaux. 
These are they in whose favor the bills have 
been drawn on the Treasury of the United States 
by their own Minister. Take the case of the 
Pigou. There was no question, indeed, as to her 
being American property—but she was captured 
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flagrante bello—( when we were taking the Insur- 


gente and Berceau)—she was, therefore, good 
prize, and was condemned accordingly. Yet the 
decision of the inferior court was reversed by the 
Council of Prizes, and this case brought within 
the convention, to the exclusion, no doubt, of bona 
de claims, for neutral American property, cap- 
tured and condemned, and for which the conven- 
tion was intended to provide. This is a specimen 
of the mode of doing business at Paris. If gen- 
tlemen doubt upon the subject, let them call on 
the Secretary of State for the correspondence of 
the Commissioners. Let them call for John Mer- 
cer, one of those Commissioners, a man inferior 
to few in point of talents; in point of charac- 
ter,to none. Put him to the bar and examine 
him. 

Painful as it is to me, I must defend my princi- 
ples and those of my friends. Open your statute 
book—what does it say? That the shores and 
waters of the bay and river Mobile shall form a 
district. I brought in the bill myself. The Ex- 
ecutive had informed us that we had purchased 
from France as far as the Perdido to the east. 
We legislated upon it. Whence have arisen 
your disputes with Spain? From Pensacola or 
St. Augustine? No; from the very country 
which fhe statute book says is yours; in yourown 
collection district are Spanish duties exacted and 
paid ; from this very quarter incursions have been 
made into the old United States. Do gentlemen 
believe that this fact will be lost on Great Brit- 
ain? But we are asked (by Mr. Smits) what 
has she to do with differences between us and 
Spain? What right has she to interfere, to in- 
quire, or even to know, to seem conscious, of what 
has passed in that quarter? Is this intended as a 
serious question? Because you have clapped a 
padlock upon your own mouths, and wilfully shut 
your eyes, do you expect to hoodwink an eagle- 
eyed adversary? It is in vain to expect that any 
nation, in her intercourse with you, will be blind 
to your conduct towards others. Great Britain 
must shut her eyes, and ears, too, not to under- 
stand the state of things here, at least negatively 
speaking. She must know that you have taken 
no imposing attitude towards Spain ; done nothing 
to strengthen the Southern frontiers ; made no ad- 
dition to your naval or military force ; left even 
the militia in statu quo ante. Because the doors 
have been shut, can people be brought to believe 


that we have raised armies and equipped fleets in 
conclave? I never heard, sir, but of one army 
incog., and that was levied by the facetious Mr. 
Bayes for the service of the stage, not of the State, 
and from some dramatic specimens which I have 
lately seen, I should not be surprised to hear of ‘a 
similar project being started on this floor. Great 
Britain will see, then, what has not been your 
proceeding towards Spain. She will say, shall I 
suffer myself to be brow-beaten by a nation clam- 
oring for the right of highway, that has not spirit 
enough to defend her own domicil? if A acts 
like a poltroon towards B, who has committed a 
gross outrage upon him, and shall havea subse- 


quent controversy with C, shall he pretend to 
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bully him, and expect C not to call to mind his 
cowardly behaviour with B, and treat him ac- 
cordingly ? One foreign nation will be influenced, 
will be governed in her concerns with you by your 
concessions to another; and it is the idlest thing- 
inthe world to expect that your treatment by one 
Government will not: have an effect on the de- 
portment of others towards you. 

One word more, sir, before I conclude. Gen- 
temen miscalculate, if they: suppose that mere 
Sauthority (much less.at second hand) will do for 

us. They must show us something better before 
we swallow their resolution. Itis an infirmity, 
sir, of my nature that I cannot yield to the im- 
posing sound of great names; they never did and 
they never shall put me to silence, or drive me from 
-, my purpose. Iam apprized of the secret denuncia- 
tions which are on foot, and I despise them. They 
shall never affect me. 
with these principles, and I will leave it with 

.. them, leave it when I may. 
The Committee rose, and the House adjourned. 


Fripay, March 7. 


_ Mr CRowninsnieLp moved a resolution, in- 
structing the Committee of Commerce and Man- 
ufactures to inquire into the expediency of amend- 
ing the eighteenth and seventy-seventh section of 
the act to regulate the collection of duties on im- 
ports and tonnage, so far as to remove the disa- 
bilities and restrictions at present imposed on 
vessels arriving at several ports of entry of the 
United States from the Cape of Good Hope, and 
from places beyond the same. 

This resolution, after a modification suggested 
by Mr. Dana, making: it more comprehensive, 
was agreed to, 


IMPORTATIONS FROM.GREAT BRITAIN. 

The. House again resolved itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union—Mr. 
Greae’s resolution still under consideration. 

Mr. Sioan.—I do not rise.to deny, but to ac- 
knowledge myself one of. those. horn-book poli- 
ticians, alluded to by a gentleman: from Virginia, 
andto assure, this. Committee. that I do not envy 
or begrudge that member either his superior ge- 
nius, talents, or learning; and further, to ask on 
behalf of myself, and others of this class, the 
favor.of being permitted to deliver our sentiments 
on this, and other important subjects, in such lan- 
guage as we are capable of, until our constituents 
may have an opportunity of electing other mem- 
bers, of superior learning and talents, and farther 
advanced.in political knowledge. This is.a favor 
I hope will not be denied, otherwise a great num- 
ber of American citizens, the remainder of this 
and the ensuing session, must go unrepresented. 

To answer to the assertion that our late conduct 
respecting Spain was suchas we dare not mention; 
that we dare not take off the injunction of secrecy ; 
that we are ashamed to let the nation know the 
Secret—permit me to assure that gentleman, and 


I came into public life |: 


that business, not doubting that, when the injunc- 
tion is taken off, and the public acquainted with 
the whole transaction, the real friends of the peace 
and interest of the United States will fully ap- 


prove the conduct of the majority, (with whom I 
had the pleasure to act,) and which, were I, by 
side-glances and insinuations, to endeavor to im- 
press the public mind witha belief that a majority 
of their Representatives had. acted ina manner. 
they were ashamed of, I conceive my constituents 
would thenceforth consider me unworthy of their 
conlidebes, and. consequently, of a seat. on this 
oor. 

We are told that we have no Cabinet. Is it 
necessary ? is it recognised by the Constitution ? 
No! The President’s powers are defined, and 
have, for five years, been fulfilled to the satisfac- 
tion of the people. 

I have heard of British Cabinets, British Min- 
isters, and British Privy Councils. Of their con- 
duct I formed a very bad opinion, before the mem- 
ber alluded to was out of his nurse’s arms, and: 
have seen no cause to change that opinion. It is 
therefore pleasing to me to hear that we have na 
such institution. 

Mr. Chairman, however great my gratitude to 
the member for his paternal care over the children 
in politics on this floor, which roused him from 
his sick bed to give his superior opinion upon. this 
subject before our weak and feeble minds had been 
misled by Tom, Dick, and Harry, or some other 
arrogant chap that might have some knowledge 
of steering a ship at sea, but totally ignorant in 
navigating our vessel of State-—{say, notwithstand- 
ing I gave all the attention in my power to his 
eloquent speech of two hoursand forty-eight min- 
utes, there were divers parts which my weak brain 
could not comprehend, and which I beg. leave:to 
lay before this Committee for the purpose of re- 
ceiving further information. 

1. [ cannot comprehend how our demanding the 
release of our impressed seamen, and restitution 
for unjust. captures of our vessels, can be. con- 
strued as throwing our weight in the scale of 
France, for the purpose of supporting a set of men 
who do not support the public weal of the United 
States. 

2. Nor-can I possibly discover that Great Brit- 
ain stands precisely in the same situation that re- 
publican France did in ’93. - For information on 
this subject, let me ask, was it not British gold 
and British intrigue that then formed the coalition 
against republican France? And is it not the 
same that has formed the present coalition. against 
monarchical France? Havethe armies of France, 
in either case, advanced beyond their own terri- 
tory, previous to the raising and advancing towards 
them of powerful armies for the express purpose of 
subjugating them, and dividing their property 
among the coalesced Powers? If the accounts 
received are true, they have not. 

But we are told that Britain is now the only 
barrier against tyranny,and her navy our only 
security; that the battle off Trafalgar prevented 


this Committee, that I feel neither shame, nor | the fleets of France and Spain from laying. our 
compunction of heart, for.the part that I acted in | seaport towns uigter contribution, and that the 


2 


607 HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 608 
H. or R. Nor in portation of Goods from Great Britain, M ARCH, 1806. 


British navy alone stands between us and their 
tyranny. Mr. Chairman, if a British subject was 
admitted on this floor, to advocate his Sovereign’s 
cause, I should, from him, have expected such 
language; but to hear it from a member of Con- 
gress, has ast0nished me more than anything I 
ever heard within these walls. I may add, that I 
believe evena British subject, of common sense 
‘and prudence, would not have committed his 
character by asserting that the combined fleets of 
Holland, France, and Spain, were so reduced that 
ten British ships (1 expect of the line, was meant) 
would be glad to meet their whole force. 

Neither can I comprehend that language that 
in one breath asserts that Spain has grossly insult- 
ed us on our own territory ; that we pocket those 
insults because they are a favored nation; and in 
the next breath asserts that she is no nation, but 
those aggressions are the acts of France. 

I here deem it my duty to make some remarks 
on observations made on this floor, which have a 
tendency to mislead and alarm the public mind 
with regard to France and Spain. We have 
been told that Spain has insulted us on our own 
territory. I appeal to the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia whether he has not declared that we do not 
possess a foot of ground beyond the Iberville? If 
80, let the world judge of the consistency of his 
remarks, I ask if Spain has not ordered her 
cruisers to respect our vessels, and whether France 
is not on a friendly footing with us? Shall, then, 
the public mind be deceived with the idea that 
Congress have not acted towards those nations 
with spirit? For what? Because our bounda- 
ries with Spain are not defined. I trust in God 
we shall never go to war for that. I repeatit, our 
affairs are in a train of amicable settlement, and 
I trust they will be soon settled. 

It is asserted that France would be as ty- 
rannical on the ocean as England, had she the 
same power; that isa point that I have neither 
foreknowledge or sagacity enough to determine, 
nor do | consider such assertions either necessary 
or proper on the present occasion. The degraded 
point of view in which Spain has been repre- 
sented, the tyrannical disposition of France, and 
Britain represented as the only barrier against her 
tyranny, the forlorn hope of Kuropean liberty, I 
have heard with sorrow, believing such language 
highly improper to be used ina legislative capa- 
city by any representative of a free people, whose 
interest it is to cultivate peace and harmony with 
all nations of the earth. 

I shall only trouble the Committee with one 
more observation upon the learned and eloquent 
speech first mentioned, in which I think it was 
alleged that parchment was the only remedy ap- 
plied to aggressions on our territory, for which a 
member from New Jersey might receive a vege- 
table specific. If I am the member alluded to, 
permit me to reply, that if by dealing in parch- 
ment we can continue to purchase as good bar- 
gains as Louisiana, and thereby preserve peace, I 
hope the United States will always prefer deal- 
ing in that commodity rather-than to imbrue their 
hands in human blood. Regpecting vegetable 


specifics, I shall only observe, that if that member 
lives to my age, needing no more specific medi- 
cine, either vegetable or mineral, he may consider 
it a great blessing; but which I think very im- 
probable. ; - . : 
Mr. Chairman, believing it to be my duty to de- 
liver my sentiments in as few words as possible 
that other members standing on an equal floor 
may have an opportunity to deliver theirs, I shall 


hasten to a conclusion, at thesame time not doubt-: 


ing that, if I was disposed so to do, I could taki 
up the time of the Committee as long, and to as 
aah purpose, as any other member within these 
walls. 

I could, under the pretext of explaining, keep 
the floor two hours and nine minutes, if the Chair- 
man did not order me down, which I hope he will 
if ever I attempt it. 

In explaining, I could declare that I did not 
mean to stigmatize a respectable class of citizens 
with dishonesty, or any other reproachful epithet, 
and immediately compare them to butterflies of 
the day, and to slippery eels, who will get round 
and evade any regulations or restrictions that can 
be made, whose interest is their guide, regardless 
of the peace and interest of the nation in which 
they reside. 

I could declare that I had not insulted the House, 
but aimed at certain political characters, and in 
the next breath charge a majority of the same 
House with having hoodwinked its members, but 
unable to do so with foreign nations. I again 
could charge them with bullying England and 
truckling to France, and exclaim in an imperious 
tone, this you have done, and you know it. 

Mr. Chairman, I could go on still further, and 
assert that the little, trifling arguments of my op- 
ponents ought to bear no weight, because desti- 
tute of reason; that instinct, the guide of the 
brute creation, was superior to such reason; yet 
declare that I meant no insult to their under- 
standing. 

I could then, in the prophetic line, inform the 
Committee that if they offended the British Min- 
ister he would immediately put forth his strength, 
and make the United States feel it; and that al- 
though France at present appears friendly, she ie 
like the still hog drinking swill, meditating fu- 
ture evil, and will eventually (if in her power) 
treat us worse than England. 

I could in a few words remove this mighty 
bugbear that the friends of the resolution have 
made so much ado about—I mean the impress- 
ment of three thousand of our seamen—by in- 
forming the Committee that it has been the prac- 
tice of Britain time immemorial ; that it has been 
found indispensably necessary, to enable them to 
man their fleets; that is to say, without these dia- 
bolical means, which none but infernal fiends in 
human shape could ever use, they could not.so 
effectually have carried fire and sword, devasta- 
tion and plunder, to every habitable part of the 
globe, and thereby so greatly increased the quan- 
tum of human misery, and the cries of the widows 
and fatherless. A 

I could also, if my conscience would permit, 
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But, Mr. Chairman, I will detain the Commit- 
tee no longer with telling them what might be 
done, but earnestly call their attention to what has 
been done—to what has been said on this floor. 
We have been told that France cannot geta pound 
of coffee or sugar from her own islands, except 
through the medium of American vessels, and that 
we have a treaty that obliges us to treat them as 
one of the most favored nations. This raises the 
curtain, and gives a full and complete view of the 
whole scene; this explains, in the most clear and 
explicit manner, the elaborate speech of two hours 
and forty-eight minutes, and the explanation of 
two hours and nine minutes. A horn-book poli- 
tician may by this clearly discover the intention 
of the member from Virginia; and Tom, Dick, 
and Harry, if they have only learned the three 
first letters of the alphabet, may understand his 
meaning, and why he would prefer an embargo 
to even a partial non-importation of British man- 
ufactures. It is possible that George the Third, 
that zealous defender of the most holy faith, by 
whose most gracious orders the North American 
colonies were declared out of his protection; and 
afterwards his paternal care was further manifested 
in burning their towns, murdering their citizens, 
and causing their prisoners to perish with famine 
and pestilence in noisome dungeons and filthy 

rison-ships—I say it is possible, as the precious 
ife of this great benefactor of mankind is yet pre- 
served, and, we are told on this floor, remains ani- 
mated with the same benevolent spirit, fighting 
the battles of liberty against Gallic tyranny, if he 
should fail by land, his pious zeal may induce him 
once more to resort to his forlorn hope, as he did 
in the late war with republican France; declare 
all her ports and her allies in a state of blockade; 
cover the ocean with his fleets, in order to effect 
by a famine what he is unable to do by force of 
arms. In that case, an embargo on American ves- 
sels would facilitate his purpose. But here let me 
ask this Committee, Can the Congress of the Uni- 
ted States countenance such a procedure? Thope 
not. 

Before I sit down, let me ask the members of 
this Committee, (especially you in whose ears the 
expiring groans of your brethren in arms—of your 
beloved fellow-citizens—yet vibrates; slain by the 
murderous hands of the mercenaries of Great Brit- 
ain, or more barbarously deprived of life by fam- 
ane or pestilence,) Can you, while that samemon- 
arch reigns, and who, instead of diminishing, has 
added to the long and black catalogue of crimes 
set forth in our Declaration of Independence, 
which induced you to risk your lives in opposi- 
ton to his tyranny; can you with complacency, 
or any degree of approbation, sit and hear that 

9th Con. —20 


Government who continues her tyranny and in- 
justice to these United States—witness the capture 
of our vessels and impressment of our seamen— 


"| held up by a member on this floor, as the only bar- 


rier we have against the tyranny of that nation 

who in our struggle assisted us with vessels of war, 

arms, ammunition, men, and money; whose sol- 
diers fought by your side, and bled to support A mer- 
ican liberty and independence, and whose Gov- 
ernment continues friendly towards us? I hope’ 
not; I believe you cannot; your hearts must turn 

indignant from such language. For my own part, 

Iam free to declare, that, since I have had the 

honor of a seat on this floor, I have heard nothing 

that has so hurt my feelings. I have borne them 

in silence. I am happy in obtaining a few mo- 

ments in my plain unlearned way to express them, 

that this Committee and all the United States may 

know that I retain the same abhorrence against 

British tyranny that I did in the Revolutionary 

war, and also the same love for the liberty and 

independence of the United States. 

Mr. Finpuey said he had been long in the habit 
of observing, that, when a subject was discussed 
which occasioned numerous arguments, the ques- 
tion was often lost sight of. In the heat of debate, 
instead of the subject before them, the preceding 
argument became the text to him that replied, and 
his to the next who took the floor, and so on, in 
succession, until some member succeeded in call- 
ing the attention of the members to the orgion 
subject. Though the present question had but a 
few days engaged the attention of the Committee 
of the Whole, yet, in his opinion, several of the 
speakers on the floor had lost sight of it, further 
than he had formerly observed in so short a time. 
He would attempt to draw the attention of the 
Committee from these desultory excursions, which 
settle no point in debate, and often have no visi- 
ble connexion with it, to the important question 
they were called upon to decide; and in doing 
so, he would take no notice of anything that had 
been offered as argument, which was not neces- 
sarily connected with the question. He would 
neither be the advocate or apologist for any one 
nation of Europe, nor treat any other nation with 
irritating contempt. Languageof the kind that has 
been used within two days past in this House 
ought not to be admitted, unless we were employed 
in discussing a manifesto to support a declaration 
of war, and even for that purpose it is inconsist- 
ent with national dignity. He said, the subject 
before the House was a resolution, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, to prohibit all importation of goods the 
produce or the manufacture of Britain, or any of 
the British dominions; not to prevent Britain 
or her dependencies from receiving supplies of 
provisions, raw materials, &c., from us. It does 
not goto prohibit exportation; but even this should 
not be done without a very sufficient cause. Two 
causes are assigned in the preamble to the resolu- 
tion; first, the impressment of our seamen; sec- 
ond, commercial aggressions. 

Mr. F. asked, Was it ever known, in the history 
of independent nations, that any one nation im- 
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connive at this, or by our wilful neglect of such 
peaceable means as are within our power to pre- 
vent it, may not this be charged as a breach of 
neutrality—may it not be justly called war in dis- 
guise? But I forbear. | 

Commercial aggressions, such as capturing our 
merchant ships laden with cargoes of colonial 
produce, purchased in return for the produce of 
our own country and the property of our own cit- 
izens, and condemning. contrary to the laws and 
usages of nations, as approved and practised even 
by the British courts until August last, and open- 
lv in her decisions substituting the instructions of 
the court in the place of the law of nations, con- 
trary to her own former practice, by which it is 
acknowledged by the opposers of the resolution 
the British courts have already condemned at 
least six millions of dollars, of the property of our 
citizens, on new principles, which, not being 
known to the owners, it was impossible to pro- 
vide against the events. Though these aggres- 
sions have hitherto been principally committed on 
eargoes of colonial produce, where only we can 
find a market for the produce of the Middle and 
Bastern States, yet the principles are equally ap- 
plicable to much of our East India trade, and to 
the trade with France, Spain, and Holland, from 
which we derive most of the favorable balance of 
trade, which enables us to discharge the unfavor- 
able balance of trade with Great Britain; and she 
can so apply them without giving notice of her 
intention at a time when she knows we have the 
greatest amount of property on the ocean. We 
cannotadmit the plea of necessity, as suggested in 
a well known British pamphlet, and advocated 
without reserve by the gentleman from Virginia. 
To admit this would justify every possible ag- 
gression of the Power at war against neutral na- 
tions. Wemake no war in disguise against Brit- 
ain; we favor her as much as in our neutral sta- 
tion and commercial situation we can do. We 
bear with aggressions from her that would not be 
offered nor borne with from any other nation. 
The profits accruing from a favorable commer+ 
cial balance with other nations is cheerfully 
thrown into her lap, and if we do not continue to 
do so itis her own fault. Justice and policy re- 
quire that she should do so. Britain pretends no 
cause of complaint against us. We have readily 
removed such as she ever had. By pleading. ne- 
cessity, the aggression on her- part seems to be ac- 
oledged: Let her remove the cause. 

This question, therefore, naturally arises, are 
these things wrong; do they not only affect our 
interest but our national independence? It was 
confidently expected that to this inquiry every 
member would answer in the affirmative. One 
member, however, has gone far to advocate all 
the aggressions complained of. No doubt, how- 
ever, a great majority of the members are con- 
vinced that the impressment, and the other ag- 
gressions, require a remedy; the object of the 
present deliberation is to discover such measures 
as will be most expedient, net only to correct the 
evil, but to procure reasonable redress without 
war. 


ressed the citizens or subjects of another nation 
into their fleets, to fight against a nation friendly 
to.that from which they had been impressed, and 
to. receive no wages or emoluments unless they 
would enlist; which few of them ever do, except 
under the lash of the boatswain, which is applied 
if'they appear reluctant to do the meanest drudg- 
ery, and who must of necessity hate the nation for 
whieh they fought? No, sir, this cannot be shown. 
The, British Government has long been in the 
habit of impressing their own subjects for seamen. 
In France, we have been lately told in this House, 
conscripts are forced to the army. Perhaps the 
conscripts are the same that we have been accus- 
tomed to call the classes of militia in this coun- 
try; but itis of their own citizens. Impressments 
to the navy are a very different thing. It is such 
an exercise of tyranny that it is hoped will never 
be exercised in this country. Yet,still, except in 
the case of our seamen, it is their own subjects: 
they do not impress Swedes, Danes, or Prussians. 

A man impressed is condemned to a slavery of 
the worst kind, Slavery, for a limited time, is a 
suitable punishment for crimes; but the sentence 
with us, and in all nations, civilized or savage, is 
decided by known and responsible judges to be the 
breach of some law. But by whom is the sen- 
tence of condemnation to slavery passed on our 
citizens, sailing under the protection of our own 
flag, chargeable with no crime % Not by a court 
of justice in any form; not even by an officer of 
high responsibility; but by some young subaltern 
ofa man-of-war, which is universally admitted to 
resort to the most arbitrary species of government 
existing. No other crime is alleged to justify the 
condemnation, but that he speaks the English lan- 
guage, or has become an American citizen, and 
no other judge but a lieutenant or midshipman 
selected for this exertion of tyranny. 

We have not long since expressed a just abhor- 
rence of slavery, by a very unanimous vote of this 
House; we have expressed a very commendable 
sympathy for the untutored sons of Africa, of a 
different color from ourselves, stolen or forced from 
their families and all that is dear to them; and 
shall we make no exertions to protect our own 
citizens froma worse kind of slavery ? Ifthe plant- 
ers of South Carolina, or any other State where 
alaves are employed, should forcibly take any of 
our sons from the plough, or other lawful and 
necessary occupation, and set them to work with 
other slaves in raising cotton or rice, the outrage 
would be horrid, indeed, but not equal to the im- 
pressmentof our citizens. The slave to the planter 
must labor, but he is not obliged to kill those who 
have given him no provocation, or to be killed 
himself, and he may be found and redeemed. 
Money redeemed our captives from the Barbary 
coast, and we felt for them, and advanced the price. 

There is, sir, another point of view presented in 
the impressment of our seamen which ought to 
address our attention. It is admitted that several 
thousand of our impressed citizens are employed 
on board the British men-of-war, fighting against 
France. These, it is believed, are sufficient to 
man five ships-of-the-line. If by our silence we 
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Mr. F. added, that it was reasonable to expect 


some diversity of opinion; that such a diversity 
does exist is evident from the number and variety 


of the resolutions referred to this Committee. Of 


these, some are substitutes for the resolution 


which is now the subject of debate; they have the 
same object in view, but vary in the means pro- 


posed. Others may be very properly pursued in 
concurrence with, and in aid of, the resolution 


under debate; for some of these, with proper 
modifications, he said he would probabiy vote. 
There is: certainly a variety of methods in our 


~ power of applying an effectual and at the same 


time peaceable and permanent corrective of our 


grounds of complaint. The method proposed in 


the resolution on the table he thought well calcu- 
lated to produce the effect ; that the discussion of 


it would at least bring the whole subject into 
view, and prepare their minds for other resolutions. 


We have been told so already by a gentleman 
from Virginia, (Mr. J. Ranpotpx,) who was up 
“yesterday. Mr. F. said his colleague, who intro- 
duced the resolution; declared he did not consider 
itaša war measure, and that he himself was ab- 
sslutely opposed to war equally with his col- 
Teague. 

«This resolution provisionally proposes terms 
which it is just and reasonable that Britain should 
-¢omply with, and which is fully in her power, to 
` prevent the importation of goods the produce and 
nianufactures of the British dominions, until a 
“reasonable accommodation is made by negotia- 
“tion. It does not go to prevent exportation. 

: «But it may be said, and it is no doubt the opin- 

ion of some members, that the subject should at 

this time’ be left wholly to negotiation, without 

being aided by any legislative measure. This is 

“the! most important point in view in the subject 

‘Before us. 
B 


esolution on the table, 
ation the majority of the Committee may 
k proper to give it, solely with a view to fur- 

ra-favorable negotiation. But will any mem- 
ber say that the President has not already exerted 
‘all:the powers vested in him, and all the talents 
‘of which he is. possessed, to accomplish an ami- 
able negotiation? They will not. They will 
\ot:say that every President of the United States 
not done everything in their power, by nego- 
tation, to prevent the impressment of our citizens, 
e thé impressment commenced in 1793—the 

first time, indeed, in the history of nations, that a 
power of one independent nation over the citi- 
-zéns of another independent nation was assumed. 
: ‘Fhe President, in his first Message to this Con- 
ss, officially brought thé subject-beforethem. In 
übsequent Message he informed them of the in- 
uetions he had given, of the exertions that bad 
i made, and, in short, that negotiation was ex- 
hawisted. Why, then, should we refuse such legis- 


“Mr. F. said:perhaps he would be told that it is 
å'war measure, and, as such, ought to be avoided. 


lative aid as, in the present state of the business, is 
absolutely necessary to render negotiation success= 
ful? Can we expect success without some effi- 
cient expression of the national will? Former 
Presidents did not expect it so from any nation. 

Mr. F. said, the gentlemen who have risen in 
opposition to the resolution have taken no notiee 
of the impressment of our citizens, though it is 
by far the most aggravated grievance. They 
seem to give to Great Britain a prescriptive right 
of that essential portion of our independence. 
Happily, however, the exercise of that most ty- 
rannical power has been perseveringly protested 
against by every Administration since that un- 
precedented tyranny began to be exercised. In- 
deed, the first instance of acquiescence which has 
been manifested is by the members who have 
spoken in opposition to this resolution. 

The gentleman from Virginia, yesterday, the 
second time he has been up on the question, ac- 
knowledged the omission, but seemed to make an 
offset of the conduct of Spain in the Mississippi 
Territory last Summer to balance the impress- 
ment. It appears that two men fled from justice 
from the settlement possessed by Spain, and were 
pursued and taken in our territory but afterwards 
rescued from the officer of Spain. This might 
be balanced by the outrage committed by the 
British at Detroit; but without dwelling on this 
insult, it is sufficient to observe that the two men 
are free from bondage, and that there has. not-been 
time to remonstrate and negotiate with Spain 
since the outrage happened, and that a court of 
justice is competent to decide on it. If Britain 
had impressed but two men—if she had impressed 
but two hundred, and had disavowed the inten- 
tion of doing so any more—if the Court of Lon- 
don had not advocated and avowed persisting in 
the unprecedented outrage on the laws and usages 
of nations—if that Government had not vindicat- 
ed the conduct and refused to sign a convention 
on that subject (once agreed to) without an inad- 
missible exception, it may be presumed the ease 
would not have been brought before the Legis- 
lature. 

The observations of this gentleman, however, 
so often bring our relations with Spain into view, 
without explanations, that though they have no 
connexion with the subject before us, he would 
shortly add that, in the purchase of Louisiana 
from France, which the gentleman from Virginia 
has in strong terms acknowledged was a good 
bargain, that even the channel of the river was 
worth the money, &c., yet in the various trans- 
fers between France and Spain, and the final 
transfer to the United States, the boundary lines 
had never been settled. By a bill reported to the 
last Congress, it is believed by the gentleman 
from Virginia himself, which passed into a law, 
it was made the President’s duty to take posses- 
sion of the Mobile district. He did so, and Spain 
objected to the boundary, and the affair becamea 
subject of negotiation, as well as the unsettled 
Western boundary. As soon as this became a 
subject of negotiation, the President proceeded 
no further, but left the undecided boundary in the 
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state it was, until the boundary should be amica- 
bly settled. 

This, sir, is the way I. understand the case to 
stand; and if I understand it truly, the President 
has conducted with great correctness, agreeably 
to the law of nations. Of the truth of this it is 
not necessary. to quote authority, one example for 
illustration is sufficient: though the Western 
boundary between the United States and the Brit- 
ish territory had been clearly defined in the de- 
finitive treaty with Great Britain, yet the West- 
ern forts within our acknowledged boundary 
were forcibly withheld from us by British troops; 
but while the negotiation conducted by Mr. Jay 
was in progress at the Court of London, the Pres- 
ident, Wasnineron, not only withheld the Fed- 
eral troops, then engaged in war with the Indians, 
from advancing, but forbade General Irving from 
going with a party of Pennsylvania militia to lay 
out a town on the margin of Lake Hrie, in Penn- 
sylvania, where it was not koown that ever the 
British had advanced a claim since the Revolu- 
tion; or taken possession; but neither had we ac- 
tually occupied it before, but it was within the 
acknowledged boundary of that State. Retain- 
ing possession until the boundary is settled is no 
aggression on the part of Spain, 

Mr. F. said, we are alarmed with dangers in- 
stead of being convinced by argument. If the 
gentleman from Virginia is, indeed, not much 
mistaken, we are first to be ruined by war with 
Britain, and afterwards overwhelmed by France, 
and distressed with numerous privations. It is 
true, if Britain or any other nation find it to be 
their interest and design to go to war with us, 
they will never be at a loss to assignacause. We 
cannot turn our feet in regulating our own com- 
merce, but they can, in a manifesto, give it the 
coloring of a cause of war. Without imputing 
to Britain a less degree of justice or honor, or 
calculating on her possessing a higher sense of 
national depravity than any other nation, we must 
all admit that she isa pretty good judge of her 
own interest, and sufficiently disposed to pursue 
it. If that is admitted, it is the most evident in- 
terest of Britain to cease from her aggressions, 
and make reasonable restitution, in preference to 
war or the privations we can make her suffer 
without going to war. At present, and for a con- 
siderable time past, her commerce has been ex- 
eluded from the greatest extent of the most fertile 
and wealthy part of Europe, and in these coun- 
tries manufactures are so much encouraged that 
the British goods can never again be in the same 
demand in that quarter. For some of her most 
extensive and important manufactures she de- 
pends on the United States for the raw materials, 
to the amount of near $5,000,000, besides a large 
amount of other articles of the first necessity. 
These manufactures, thegreat sourceofher wealth 
and power, depend for their support upon the con- 
sumers as well as on the raw materials. No other 
nation in the world, probably all the nations of 
Europe, do not consume so much of:her manu- 
factures as the United States do; they not only 
eonsume what pays for the vast amount of raw 


materials of our own produce which Britain re- 
ceives, but also to the amount of several millions. 
of foreign articles which they purchase from our. 
merchants; but they create a balance against ug, 
to a greater amount than the whole annual reve- 
nue of the United States, the discharge of which. 
swallows up the profits acquired by our exports.to 
all other countries. Bees 

When or by whom was ever non-importation, 
deemed.a war measure? Not at any time we 
know of by Britain, the United States, or probably. 
any other nation. The British Treaty recognises: 
it as a measure of peace. While we were yet. 
colonies we had recourse to non-importation by: 
voluntary agreement, in order to induce Britain to 
repeal the stamp act, after other methods had been 
exhausted. It was not considered or treated asa - 
war measure by either party, but by affecting the 
manufacturing interest, &c., in Britain it procured 
the repeal of the stamp act. The same measure 
procured the repeal in part of the revenue acts; 
what of them remained unrepealed, as a pledge of 
the sovereign right of the British Parliament to. 
legislate for the colonies, produced the war which 
established our independence. 4 

During the first session of the third Congress, 
information of the British orders of the 8th of 
June, 1798, and the aggressions in pursuance of 
these orders committed on our commerce, were 
officially communicated to Congress by the Presi- 
dent. In consequence of which, Mr. MADISON 
submitted certain resolutions that are now in the 
hands of the members, but before any final decis- 
ion on them had taken place, information was re- - 
ceived of the orders of the 6th of November 1793, 
which authorized a higher degree of aggression 
than had been heretofore committed. Neither 
the orders of June or November were otherwise 
known but by their execution, until after great 
great damage had been sustained. In consequence 
of information of these ruinous depredations an 
embargo for thirty days was laid after two days 
consideration, with an interval between, with shut 
doors. The embargo was soon after extended for 
thirty days longer. 

The embargo, however, was not intended asa 
permanent measure, nor expected to have any 
permanent effect; it could not have a great effect 
except on the British West Indies which depend- 
ed on us for their necessary supplies. The em- 
bargo however secured what was yet in our har- 
bors until Congress might have time to deliberate, 
and Britain did not treat it as a war measure.. 

The first result of that deliberation. was a reso- 
lution for sequestrating the debts due to British 
subjects by citizens of this country, which was 
at this time a largeamount. After this had been 
considered for a considerable time, and afterwards 
discussed, it was dropped, and a resolution for a 
non-intercourse with the British dominions sub- 
mitted to the House. This resolution was, wit 
frequent intervals, a subject of deliberation for 
some weeks before the House of Representatives, 
and in all its stages was supported by a majority. 
While this subject was before the House, and. be- 
fore a bill was ordered to be reported, information 
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was received that Britain, on the 8th of January, 
had favorably revised the orders of the 6th of 
November preceding, and that our commerce was 
again admitted to be conducted on such a footing 
as we have since acquiesced in with little com- 
plaint. But the progress of the non-intercourse 
bill was not therefore stopped; the British Court 
had issued orders on one principle in June, and 
upon another principle in November, and a third 
principle in March. Three orders essentially dif- 
‘ferent from each other in seven months, and 
might probably have made another change before 
this information arrived; the bill therefore passed 
the House by a greater majority than it is believed 
any other commercial measure during that session. 
It passed also in the Senate by a respectable ma- 
jority, till the order for the last reading ; when, the 
votes being equal, the bill was refused the last read- 
ing by the Vice President’s vote. The President 
had recently nominated Mr. Jay, Envoy Extra- 
ordinary to the Court of London; this induced a 
number of the members of the Senate to believe 
that it was not necessary to pass the non-inter- 
course bill into a law. 

Mr. F. said, he had sufficient ground to believe 
that the President delayed the nomination of an 
Envoy for a considerable time, waiting for the pro- 

ress of the bill, and that he did not nominate the 
Hnvoy with an intention to defeat the tast vote on 
the bill, but rather to correspond with it. Thus 
far he well recollected that on the day that the non- 
intercourse resolution was submitted to the House, 
“In conversation with one of the heads of depart- 
ments, on the subject of the President sending an 
Envoy, which was then much talked of, the gen- 
tleman said that the President would send an En- 
voy as soon as Congress had strengthened his 
hands with any sufficient expression of the pub- 
lic will; that Madison’s ‘resolutions appeared suit- 
able early in the session was generally admitted, 
but they were dropped perhaps as not correspond- 
ing to the increased aggressions since November. 
The resolution for sequestration, he said, he did 
not approve, but the resolution for non-intercourse, 
then submitted to the House by Mr. Clark of 
New Jersey, he thought would answer the pur- 
pose, and that if it passed Congress, the President 
would send an Envoy. It did pass the House of 
Representatives by a large majority, and the sec- 
ond reading in the Senate before the Envoy was 
nominated by the President. These circumstan- 
ces are mentioned to demonstrate that at no period 
heretofore, either before or since the declaration of 
Independence, was refusing to import or consume 
the produce or manufactures of any country 
deemed a war measure; it cannot beso unless 
some treaty is thereby broken. -The British 
Treaty secures this right to both parties. 

Mr. F. said it was true that not only on the oc- 
casions abovementioned, but on the discussion of 
the resolution submitted by Mr. Madison, on the 
resolutions for an embargo and the opposilion to 
the British Treaty being ratified, there were mem- 
bers and others who declared these measures 
would lead to war, &c. It was particularly so 
When the question of the embargo was first dis- 
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cussed. That the measure will lead to war is al- 
ways the cant word of opposition, and is well cal- 
culated to alarm such of the citizens as are not 
well informed; but enacting such measures are 
agreeable to the Treaty with Britain, and within 
the unquestionable rights of sovereignty, therefore 
cannot of themselves cause war. The resoluton 
therefore is not objectionable on this ground, 
whatever it may be on the ground of expediency. 
But if the British Government should, disregard- 
ing the principles of justice, embargo our ships in 
their harbors, capture them on the ocean, where 
we have a large amount of property afloat, and 
even if they should be mad enough to attack our 
ports and harbors with their fleet, if they should 
do all that has been suggested by the gentleman 
from Virginia, we have the power and means of 
making reprisals. Mr. F. said, that that gentleman 
had yesterday charged his colleague (Mr. SMILIE) 
with inconsistency, he having formerly opposed 
a fleet and was now in favor of one, &c. But this 
was not the case; neither his colleague nor him- 
self were in favor of a fleet, nor would ever vote 
for one to oppose or make reprisals on Britain, 
while less expensive and much more certain means 
of reprisal were in our power. The vast amount 
of stock that the British subjects owned in our 
funds and banks, and of debts due from our mer- 
chants to her merchants and manufacturers, and 
her territories of Nova Scotia and Canada, in our 
neighborhood, which, though of no great value to 
us, are of incalculable value to her, are all in our 
power, andare alllawful objects for reprisals, which 
at least may be justified by excess of provocation. 
Even supposing Great Britain lost to all sense of 
justice and national honor, which he did not admit 
in its whole extent, yet we will all admit that she is 
sensible of and pursues her own interest ; and that 
it is not her interest to go to extremities with us on 
the account of all she gains by the aggressions of 
which we complain, must be admitted by all com- 
petent judges. 

The gentleman from Virginia has spoken of the 
character of those engaged in commerce, in an 
unusual strain of acrimony; he has denounced 
commercial pursuits, and denied protection to it 
beyond gunshot from our shores, &c. It is true 
he yesterday refused protection only to what is 
usually, though incorrectly, called the carrying 
trade. Formerly, by the carrying trade was un- 
derstood to be carrying the property of other na- 
tions on freight. In this, Holland, who has little 
produce of her own to export, was generally 
greatly engaged. Her merchants were formerly 
the carriers for all the maritime nations of Eu- 
rope. Our own shipping merchants also were 
early engaged in this trade ; even before 1793, they 
contended for the right of doing so; but that isnow 
given up: if any do now engage in it they neither 
claim nor receive protection from our Govern- 
ment. The name of carrying trade is now ap- 
plied to that commerce carried on by purchasing 
goods in one country, bringing them to our coun- 
try, and, if they are not in demand there, reship- 
ping them to a foreign market, &c., or disposing 
of them to those who do so. 
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the landed interest, it will not apply in this country. 
“We have no established manufactures in the 
country, therefore our own manufactures are not 
“the sources of commerce, as they are in Britain. 
‘The produce of agriculture, viz: what can be 
‘spared from the farm, or what can be caught in 
‘the ocean by the industry of our own citizens, is 
the sole basis of our commerce, and if agriculture 
fails, commerce fails with it. What is called 
with us the carrying trade, and the direct trade, 
cannot easily be separated. We take from Britain 
‘to'the amount of near twelve millions of dollars 
‘more than she takes from us; how will we pay 
it? She does not take our flour, meat, or fish, 
and but very little of anything from the Middle 
or Eastern States. We sell our flour, meat, &c., 
chiefly in the French and Spanish West Indies, 
and bring the returns in sugar, coffee, rum, &c., to 
our own ports; and what is not consumed in our 
own country is permitted to be shipped to the 
European ports, where they can find a market 
under a neutral character, and the proceeds are 
transmitted to Britain to pay the balance she has 
against us, or in part in such goods as can be got 
where the sales are made. A scarcity of bread 
sometimes induces Britain to open her ports to 
our grain and flour, but even then the cargo ex- 
Bored will come far short of paying for a return 
cargo of her finished manufactures; and it is the 
same with the bulky raw materials of the South- 
ern States, of which Britain takes a large propor- 
tion; the balance has to be paid in the circuitous 
manner mentioned above. Our provisions, &c., 
sold in the West Indies, will not purchase return 
cargoes of coffee, sugar, rum, &c., and but little 
money can be got; the return cargoes therefore, 
if more than is necessary for home consumption, 
must be permitted to find a market in other coun- 
tries, and for this permission a duty is paid. Thus, 
what is called the carrying trade is so combined 
with the direct trade, that it cannot be separated 
Without injury to the farmer as well as the mer- 
chant. 

Perhaps to those who understand the subject, 
wagoners constantly employed in hauling mer- 
chandise from Philadelphia and Baltimore on the 
great Western road to Pittsburg, may in some 
measure illustrate the carrying trade as connected 
with the exports of our produce to a foreign mar- 
ket. About 300 of five and six horse teams are 
constantly, at all seasons, employed in hauling 
goods from these two ports, besides many other 
teams occasionally; they pass through the divid- 
ing ground between the Atlantic and Western 
waters, as they would otherwise return empty, 
like a ship in Dathast: they take in flour on the 
way, generally at half the price for carriage at 
which the flour will sell at the ports; but if they 
were not to be certain of back loading in return- 
ing, they would not take the gif of the flour on 
condition of hauling it; but if they were to haul 
no more goods than what the flour would pur- 


chase, or than what is consumed in the country. 
one barrel out of twenty could not be hauled. 
The goods are taken to Pittsburg, Monongahela 
` : ? 
Wheeling, &c., and boated to the western parts 
of Virginia, Kentucky, Ohio State, and even to 
Tennessee. If the carrying trade from the goods 
brought in the wagons was not permitted, the pro- 
duce would not find a market, and the imported 
goods would come much dearer to the consumer. 
Probably Pennsylvania, in which there are a 
greater proportion of citizens who reside at a dis- 
tance from a seaport than in any other State, have 
felt earlier and more severely the effects of Brit- 
ish aggression than the citizens of any other At- 
lantic State. The flour sells so low since these 
aggressions commenced that the wagoners return 
unloaded, and prefer hauling the feed for their 
horses to hauling flour. C 7h 
Mr. F. said the protection secured by the Con- 
stitution to commerce was well stated and en- 
forced by his colleague, (Mr. SmiLie,) and need 
not be repeated. It is well known that the East- 
ern and most of the Middle States were engaged 
in commerce, both direct and circuitous, almost 
from the commencement of their colonization ; 
that restraints on the commerce by the British 
Government was one principal cause of declaring 
Independence. The power to regulate and pro- 
tect commerce was endeavored to be vested in the 
old Congress, and the necessity of obtainipg that 
ower was the moving cause of changing that 
form of Government. Therefore, his colleague 
was right in stating that the commerce of the 
Eastern and Middle States has an equal claim to 
protection as the agriculture of the Southern 
States. If we denounce the character of one 
class of citizens, such as the merchants as a body 
have been denounced on this floor, we may go on 
and denounce another and another class until one 
State denounces another, and so put an end to 
the Union, and destroy all confidence between 
citizens of different professions as well as between 
different States. Congress is fully vested with 
the power of regulating commerce with foreign 
nations, and consequently with the power of pro- 
tecting and of restraining it. Congress can limit 
the extent to which what is called either the di- 
rect or carrying trade ought to be permitted, but 
as far as any trade is authorized to be carried on, 
it is entitled to protection. i, 
Mr. F. said, that though he absolutely denied 
that the resolution was a measure that in justice 
or on the acknowledged principles of the law o 
nations, led to war more than any other resolution. 
submitted to the Committee did, yet he acknow- 
ledged that it would occasion more privations 
than some of them. It would lessen the supplies 
of some kinds of such manufactures as we were 
accustomed to consume. It would, in some meas- 
ure, change theaccustomed channels of commerce. 
It would for some time, no doubt, lessen in some 
degree the amount of our revenue, but by no 
means to the terrific amount suggested by some 
gentlemen who have spoken in opposition to the 
resolution. Our merchants, possessed as they aré 
of a sufficient number of ships and a competent 
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amount of capital will, in the pursuit of their 
own interest, find a sufficient supply of manufac- 
tures from other countries, and thereby encou- 
tage a com petition with the manufacturers of 
Britain; and even if for a time they fail in doing 
this, they will procure British goods from other 
countries, to which they will be transmitted at a 
considerable loss to the owners, so that our neces- 
sary wants will be supplied and our revenue suffer 
very little defalcation, and our own manufactures 
þe encouraged. This is, however, supposing the 
worst that may happen—it is supposing that Brit- 
ain will have so much lost all respect to her own 
‘{nterest as to persevere in her aggressions con- 
trary to her interest; this she has rarely hereto- 
fore done, and her relief is fully in her own power. 
` Let her only act as before last August. 
© Mr. F. said that, after all, the question is not so 
much whether we shall adopt the resolution now 
- ‘before the House, as whether we shall.agree to 
‘any measure of any kind to strengthen the hands 
of the Executive in negotiating with Britain. 
That we should do so he considered as absolutely 
’ necessary ; but the choice of measures would be 
‘governed by the view of their expediency, all 
‘things considered. What will be the consequence 
“of neglecting to do anything? To answer this 
‘question, let us examine how the case stands. 
"We are officially informed that the President 
‘has made every effort in his power to negotiate. 
‘Failing in the object of these efforts, he has offi- 
< cially laid the case before Congress, which is ex- 
elusively vested with competent powers to pre- 
-,-seribe rules in such an emergency. They only 
» have the Constitutional power of declaring war, 
‘Wf that is expedient; but as the intention of de- 
elaring war is equally repugnant to the wishes of 
‘those who support the resolution as it is to those 
‘who oppose it, and as the British Treaty. secures 
‘to both nations the right of prohibiting importa- 
tion, it is evident that however the aggressions 
complained of might justify war, it is the wish of 
‘all the members to use every other practicable 
method to procure redress rather than resort to 
‘war; but if no measures are adopted to induce 
Great Britain to enter into a reasonable negotia- 
‘tion, it had been much better that the President’s 
Message and the documents accompanying it 
had never been referred to this committee, and 
that the resolution before us, or any other resolu- 
=. tion with a view to the same object, had never 
“been discussed ; because, the subject being once 
“discussed, and no measures agreed to calculated 
‘to procure redress, Britain will be justified in be- 
‘Heving that Congress approve of what the Presi- 
dent considered as aggressions, especially as some 
of the arguments on this floor were not only an 
apology but a vindication of the adjudications of 
the British courts, if not of the impressments. 
After. making some apology for detaining the 
Houseso long, Mr. F. requested permission to make 
a few observations on a subject which, though it 
had no relation to the question before the House, 
et it had more than once been introduced by the 
Bentleman from Virginia, without being called to 
order. Every member knows that some subjects 


had been discussed with closed doors early in the 
session, and that the confidential obligation was 
not yet removed. The gentleman who introduced 
the subject, (ia language not very decorous ) knew 
that it had no connexion with the question before 
the House. He would not pretend to.arraign the 
gentleman’s motives, but the evident tendency was 
to excite an unnecessary alarm in the minds of 
the citizens. Be his intention what it would, it 
it would not very extensively have that effect. All 
well-informed citizens knew that the House hada 
Constitutional authority to close the doors, when 
the subject in their opinion required secrecy ; and 
every member experienced in public bodies: knew, 
that even an allusion to what was discussed with 
closed doors was never permitted, however inno- 
cently or inadvertently it was done, without an 
immediate call to order; and for a very good rea- 
son, because it could not be replied to. Mr. F. 
said he had been many years a member of public 
bodies, and often sat with closed doors, but never 
before this occasion observed such allusions made 
to it in publie debate without a check. It is. well 
known that the members never, for their own sakes, 
wish to sit with closed doors. They know that 
when they do so, some important resttaints in 
favor of decency and order are wanting. . 
The gentleman from Virginia and other mem- 
bers who sat in the seventh Congress know that 
a subject was discussed and decided with closed 
doors, in conducting which that gentleman was a 
principal agent. The injunction of secrecy was 
not taken off till after the meeting of the‘first ses- 
sion of the next Congress, nor even yet is it wholly 
removed. The gentleman from Virginia knows 
this, and knows that it has never been complained 
of, nor in this manner introduced on the floor. It 
is well known that (with very few exceptions, 
such as laying an embargo, &c.) the doors are 
never closed except on foreign affairs, communi- 
cated in confidence by the President; that even 
these are not kept secret on account of our own 
citizens, but on account of our foreign relations 
not only on account of the nation that may happen 
to be the subject of the communication, but on ac- 
count of other nations who might interfere to our 
injury—and sometimes on account of the agent 
there, from whom important information may have 
been received. This, the gentleman from Virginia 
knows well. It is vain, by any such arts, to per- 
suade the citizens that the majority of their rep- 
resentatives would knowingly betray their inter- 
ests when the doors were closed. Their coastit- 
uents have a much better security than open doors, 
or even oaths. They have a common interest 
with their representatives, and their representa- 
tives with them. They could not betray the iater- 
ests of their constituents without betraying their 
own. Mr. F. said he was a farmer; his sons and 
his sons-in-law were farmers; and his grandchil- 
dren most probably would be farmers; and his 
constituents were as generally so as in any other 
district in the Union; and when he looked around 
him, he believed the majority of the members de- 
pended on agriculture also. The citizens knew 
this, and therefore knew that the members could. 
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not injure their interest without injuring the inter- 
est of themselves and their posterity. 

Mr. Earty.—Mr. Chairman, it is my inten- 
tion, in submitting to the Committee those obser- 
vations which I am about to make, to confine my- 
self entirely to the merits of the question under 
consideration. 

Upon this, as upon another recent occasion, our 
attention has been summoned at the outset of the 
discussion to what gentlemen choose to call the 
spirit of the nation. We are told, that this spirit 
had been awakened by the events which led to 
the introduction of the resolution upon the table, 
and had called upon us in a loud voice, to adopt 
energetic measures for the vindication of our na- 
tional honor, and for the protection of our national 
rights, The facts, sir, are incorrectly represented. 
The people of this nation, indentified with the 
Government of the nation, will at all times stand 
ready to support that Government with the ener- 
gies of the nation, when a proper occasion shall 

resent itself. Governed by persons of their own 
immediate choice, they will confidently repose 
in such persons the determination of that ques- 
tion. Does it follow, that because they have 

ledged to us the support of the national energies, 
if in our judgment they are become necessary, 
that therelure we are called upon to take a course 
which may render them necessary? It is true 
that the apprehensions of the public have been ex- 
cited, lest a period had arrived in which it would 
be necessary to put to risk the national peace. Yes, 
sir, it is too true that alarm has been spread through 
every quarter of the Union. But by what means, 
and from what sources? It has been by the in- 
correct views of the nature and state of the in- 
terests at stake, with which our public prints have 
teemed. It has been by magnifying representa- 
tions of the injuries really sustained on the one 
part, and on the other, by imposing calculations 
as to the sacrifices demanded to effect redress. 
These incorrect views of the subject are believed 
to have been the offspring of mercantile influence. 
It is from this source, by these means, and through 
these channels, that the public apprehension has 
been roused upon this occasion. But it is our 
duty to unmask the influence which has produced 
the evil, and to let the nation know the true state 
of the question now to be decided. To let them 
understand what the injuries are which we are 
called upon to redress, and the nature and extent 
of the interests which we are called upon to sacri- 
fice in effecting it. 

We have been asked to leave out of view in the 
discussion, certain distinctions which exist in the 
country, These distinctions are of two kinds. 
First, of classes, agricultural and commercial, and 
secondly, distinctions arising from geographical 
position. As tothe first: we are told that the 
agriculture and commerce of a nation, are neces- 
sarily dependent upon each other, and therefore 
the prosperity of both should be equally the object 
of care to the Government. 

Whilst I am willing to acknowledge the cor- 
rectness of this reasoning in its fullest extent, as 

applied to the natural and usual trade of a coun- 


try, to the foreign and domestic trade of consump-. 
tion; Iam very far from being prepared to admit 
it as applied to the carrying trade. It is believed, 
that however confidently mercantile men pro- 
nounce upon this subject, however well they may 
succeed in convincing each other, by a train of 
reasoning which takes the circuit of the world be- 
fore it draws to a conclusion, yet upon minds un- 
interested in the issue they fail to produce convic- 
tion. For myself I very much doubt whether the 
diversion of our navigation and capital into an 
unnatural and factitious channel, does not, by 
diminishing the competition in our own markets, 
injure the sale and reduce the price of the produce 
of the country. This idea, sir, is advanced with 
diffidence, as indeed are those which I may at any 
time advance upon the probable operation of com- 
mercial arrangements. But, Mr. Chairman, do 
not gentlemen ask too much when they require of 
us to jeopardize the whole agricultural interest of 
the nation for the sake of that which in our opin- 
ion produces no benefit to that interest? Is it not 
expecting too much of us to suppose that we will 
consent to surrender the certainty of good mark- 
ets and high prices for our produce, and brave the 
danger ofa total stagnation, for the purpose of 
embarking in a hazardous contest with Great Bri- 
tain for the carrying trade? Sir, it is too much; 
gentlemen ought not, cannot expect it. They 
who are so eagle-eyed, so sensibly alive to what» 
ever concerns themselves, must expect that we 
will not shut our eyes upon matters so important 
to ourselves, and to those whose trusts are con- 
fided to our fidelity. 

We are also asked to leave out of view geogra- 
phical distinctions. In this Mr. Chairman, gens 
tlemen expect impossibilities; they require us to- 
surrender the principles of self-preservation; to 
strip ourselves of the leading stimulus to human 
action. To this requisition we can less accede 
than to the former. Look to the document from 
the Treasury which lies before us.. lt will there 
be found that the whole amount of domestic pro- 
duce exported to Great Britain and her depen- 
dencies for the year 1802, was $18,727,000; that 
of thisamount, the articles of cotton, tobacco, rice; 
tar, pitch, and rosin, which are exclusively the’ 
product of the southern section of the Union, gave 
the sum of $8,450,000. For the year 1803, the 
whole amount exported tothe same places was $22,- 
700,000 ; of which $11,000,000, arose from the ar- 
ticles above enumerated. For the year 1804, the 
respective amounts were $19,000,000, and $9,- 
400,000. The average of the whole amount for 
the three years was $20,200,000; the average of 
the amount upon the enumerated articles for the 
same time was $9,900,000, of which last amount, 
the sum of $8,800,000 arose from the articles of 
cotton and tobacco alone. 

Thus, sir, stands the relative amount of the ex- 
ports to Great Britain and her dependencies of 
the products of the southern section of the Uni- 
ted States and those of the whole Union ; and 
in this relative proportion of course must their 
different interests be affected by the adoption of 
the resolution. 


625 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


626 


Marca, 1806. 


Non-Importation of Goods from Great Britain. 


H. or R. 


Mr. Chairman, there is another view of the 
operation of the resolution, which we cannot 
avoid to press upon the attention of the Commit- 
tee. From the same document it appears that 
the average amount of the tobacco for the three 
years, 1802, 1803, and 1804, exported from the 
United States, was $6,140,000; that of thisamount, 
the proportion of $3,220,000 was exported to Great 
Britain. That of the article of cotton, the aver- 
age amount exported for the same three years 
was $6,970,000, of which $5,630,000, was export- 
ed to Great Britain. 

Do not gentlemen expect too much when they 
ask us to shut our eyes upon these facts? Do 
they not require of us to abandon the best inter- 
ests of those we represent? And should we not 
most shamefully betray the sacred trust reposed 
in us, by acquiescence on our part? The gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania (Mr. Grea). who moved 
‘the resolution, ought least of all to expect this 
surrender atour hands, when it is recollected how 
little sacrifice will be imposed upon the agricul- 
tural ‘interest of his own State, by the adoption 
of the proposed measure. The articles of wheat 
and flour are not subjects of export to Great Brit- 
‘ain, unless in times of famine or extreme scarcity. 
` But the resolution, we are told, only prohibits 
importation from Great Britain, leaving the expor- 
tations from this country to that as they now stand. 
Very true, sir; this is the operation of the reso- 
> lution itself, and if it were to produce no reaction, 
all might end well. But will Great Britain not 
retaliate? Is she that submissive animal, which 
‘would crouch to any hand that might inflict a 
‘blow? No, this ‘is not urged; but it seems her 
manufacturers are so dependent upon us as con- 
sumers, and the manufacturing interest in that 
country so numerous and so powerful, that the 
British Ministry could not persist in any system 
“of retaliation. The case of the American Revo- 
Jution has been cited, and extracts from an author 
‘of credit read to show the early resistance made 
y the manufacturers of that country against a 
rosecution of the war. This citation, as well 
sthe whole history of the war, are unfortunate 
arguments for those who use them. What, sir, 
‘was the fact? Did the manufacturers prevail in 
‘their opposition? They did not. The war con- 
tinued seven years in spite of them. Yes, sir, 
notwithstanding their most spirited resistance, an 
‘unpopular war, conducted by a weak Adminis- 
tration against a spirited and powerful opposition 
jn Parliament, lasted seven years. And what at 
‘Jast brought it toa close? ‘The resistance of the 

‘manufacturing interest? No, sir, the peace was 
` produced by an accumulation of more than one 
hundred millions to her public debt; by the loss 
of armies; by the universal conviction of the im- 
practicability of accomplishing their purpose. 
vo Great Britain. sir, has never shown herself of a 

-"¥emper to yield to the pressure of circumstances. 
‘Such a temper is the least characteristic feature in 
-the conduct of her present Minister. Upon what 
‘ground then do gentlemen found their hopes ? 
Wil a contest with this country be unpopular in 
England? It willnot. The principle for which 


she contends is a necessary agent in the prosecu- 
tion of the continental war. Sheis now fighting 
for her existence asa nation. The only vulner- 
able part of her enemy is the commerce of neutrals 
between that enemy and his possessions. Her 
opposition to this commerce is founded deep in 
the struggle she is now making for her own pre- 
servation. War with us would be to her a minor 
evil to the surrender of the ground she has taken. 
Look at the late celebrated treatise so often cited 
in this debate. You see there this idea in every 
page. With this impression firmly riveted upon 
the minds of the people of the British nation, you 
have nothing to hope from the popularity of your 
cause. Have you any ground of hope from the 
expense of a warto her? It would not cost her 
a single cent. No man believes she would think 
of landing an army upon these shores. The war 
would be on commerce. The high seas would be 
the theatre of hostilities. Look at her present 
naval establishment. What is there now to give 
employment toit? Nothing. The fleets of her 
enemies are gone—they are annihilated. Your 
commerce in every sea would enrich her sailors 
and naval officers. Your revenue would be cut 
up by the roots, your credit would sink, and your 
public debt increase beyond calculation. Upon 


pen nee own premises, then, I perceive no 


ope that we would reduce Great Britain to terms 
by the adoption of the resolution. But, sir, their 
premises are not well founded. The manufac- 
tures of that country would find their way into 
this in spite of your resolution. The gentleman 
from Virginia pointed out to you yesterday the 
neutral channels through which they would be 
imported. But, sir, it is not through neutral chan- 
nels alone, that we should receive them. Are no 
conclusions to be drawn applicable to this ques- 
tion, from the remarkable circumstance that the 
French soldiery are even at the present day clad 
with British woollens? Are no conclusions to 
be drawn from the act of the British Parliament 
passed last summer, establishing certain free ports 
in the West Indies, and especially licensing a 
trade between them and the ports of her enemy ? 
These things show the disposition of the British 
nation in relation to any trade necessary to give 
vent to the surplus manufacture or product of her- 
self and her dependencies. Will it be said that 
any attempts ata similar conduct in relation to 
us, might be counteracted by ourselves? Those 
who are in the habit of trade, and those who un- 
derstand the evasions which are habitual to the 
unprincipled part of the mercantile world, tell 
us no. 

The measure contemplated would therefore be 
weak and inefficient as it would respect Great 
Britain, and as to ourselves, oppressive and ruin- 
ous in the increase of price we should pay for her 
manufactures. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the impressment of Amer- 
ican seamen by British cruisers, is held out as one 
of the objects of redress in the contemplated mea- 
sure. This, sir, isa grievance which no man will 
attempt to deny or palliate. It is an evil calling 
so imperiously for redress, that almost any sacri- 
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fice ought to be made, provided it would answer 
the purpose. But do gentlemen, can they seri- 
ously believe that this resolution will produce the 
desired effect? Can it be for a moment supposed, 
thata measure at best weak and inefficient—a meas- 
ure which in its operation must press with fourfold 
weight upon ourselves, will produce any serious 
diversion in ‘our favor, by increasing the number 
of objects, of which you intend to compel the sur- 
render on the part of your adversary? My fear 
is that it would only make bad worse, and that in- 
stead of 1,500 seamen impressed on board British 
ships of war, we should have as many thousand 
madecaptives, and compelled to fight against their 
own country. 

The resolution under consideration proposes 
an insurance upon terms vastly disadvantageous. 
The premium and therisk are out of all proportion. 
What, sir, is the premium? The sum of $800,- 
000, the amount of revenue estimated to accrue 
from the carrying trade. Whatis therisk? The 
almost certain sacrifice of the agricultural interest 
of the nation—the almust certain event of a war, 
and the consequent risk of the destruction of the 
Constitution and liberties of this nation. For one 
I cannot underwrite such a policy. I will not 
pledge my constituents to insure upon such terms. 

But we are asked, mast the carrying trade be 
surrendered? In return we ask, must the agri- 
cultural interest of the country be sacrificed to 
preserve it? Must we plunge into a war to pre- 
serve it? Must we put to risk the Constitution 
and liberties of the nation to preserve it? 

Mr. Chairman, this nation is at peace. Weare 
happy in the enjoyment of our rights at home. 
We are prosperous beyond the example of any 
other people in the world. We enjoy the fruits 
of our own industry, abundantly supplied with all 
the comforts of life, and increasing rapidly in 
wealth by good markets for our produce. The 
merchants receive a profit upon their trade, coex- 
tensive with the highest wishes of rational men, 
and when confined to fair neutral commerce, pur- 
sue their occupations with security. Is this a 
state of things which should be put to the risk of 
chance for such a boon as the carrying trade? Is 
this a state of things which should be jeopardized 
for the profit of a few merchants in a few mercan- 
tile towns? 

It is known to this House that a negotiation is 
depending with the Court of St. James upon the 
subject-matter ofcomplaint. It is also known that 
at the date of our last despatches, hopes were en- 
tertained by our Minister there, that the discussions 
would assume a feature more favorable than they 
had heretofore exhibited. Whilst this negotiation 
is depending, and the issue in total uncertainty, 
does it comport with even common prudence to 
be aing measures, which would infallibly blow 
it up 

Again, sir, I beseech gentlemen to turn their 
eyes to the continent. Let them consider the 
magnitude of the events there passing, in such 
rapid succession, as not to suffer the mind to pause 
and reflect upon their even probable bearing. 
Those events must lead to a state of things, whic 


which to take a step which must inevitably lead 
to a disruption of all the relations between this 
country and Great Britain? Iam sure it is not 
prudent—I believe it would be the height of 
madness. i 

We have been told that the measure could give 
no just cause of offence. Is it possible that gen- 
tlemen who understand so well the temper of the 
nations of Europe, should place any reliance upon 
that idea? Do not gentlemen know that the jus- 
tice of theeause is thelast inquiry the governments 
there make? And can it be expected that Great 
Britain would make the inquiry at all in a case, 
whereshe considers her national existence at stake; 
and when she has already thrown herself upon the 
plea of necessity for the very conduct of which 
we now complain! 

Such are the views of the subject which I have 
thoughtit proper to take. They are views which 
come home to the actual condition of the people 
of this nation. Let that people fairly understand 
what the sacrifices are, which we are asked to 
make for the purpose of effecting redress. An 
let them then decide this question. Gentlemen 
cannot but know what that decision would be—it 
would be against their resolution. 

For myself, were I to vote in favor of the reso- 
lution, I know not with what kind of sensations I 
should meet my constituents. Upon my return 
into the bosom of those who sent me here, instead 
of being hailed with affectionate congratulation, 
Ishould expect to meet their reproach, and should 
add to it the most bitter of all reflections, the con- 
sciousness of having deserved it. 

Mr. McCreery—Mr. Chairman: I am ex- 
tremely sorry that the gentleman from Georgia, 
as wellas many others who have spoken on this 
question, should entertain an idea of the carrying 
trade so exceedingly erroneous as it respects us. 
Do gentlemen suppose that every American ves- 
sel which has coffee, sugar, or any other West 
Indian produce on board is engaged in what is 
called the carrying trade? If our vessels engaged 
in the West Índia trade, and which carry out 
American produce, together with some Europear 
goods, sell, as they often do, for double the cost, 
and bring back much more West India produce 
than can be consumed at home, what must bes 
come of the surplus? We must certainly be per- 
mitted to export it; and although it is not the pro- 
duce of our soil, it undeniably is of our industry, 
and therefore as much entitled to protection as 
the other. 

But we are told, sir, that our merchants are 
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chants send thither, where will the author of 
"War in Disguise” find this so much talked of 
covered property ? 
According to this report it appears thatin 1804 
we imported from the West Indies in 
Molasses, gallons 5,747,256, at 25 cents 
cost there -~ - - $1,436,814 


Pimento, lbs. 663,648, at 10 cents - 66,364 
Cocoa, Ibs. 1,481,564, at 12 cents - - 177,787 
Coffee, Ibs. 46,768,089, at 18 cents - 8,407,456 
Sugar, 113,434,409 Ibs., or 1,012,464 

cwh,atB7 - - - = = 7,087,248 
Indigo, 282,503 lbs. at $I 25 - - 353,129 
Cotton, 2,056,764 Ibs., at 20 cents a 411,340 
Rum, 6,862,347 gallons, at 50 cents - 3,431,173 


: 21,371,311 
And we exported to the West Indies in 
the same year, viz: 
In American produce to the 
amount of - - $11,266,163 


Foreign do. - «oe 4,587,620 
15,853,783 
Freight and insurance 333. © 5,284,294 
21,139,377 
231,934 


:¿ I hold it fair to include freight and insurance, 
for although a man may send his own vessel, and 
stand his own underwriter, he will always make 
these calculations before he undertakes an expe- 
dition; aud considering the nature of the trade 
we have been carrying on there, this allowance is 
yery moderate. And now, sir, let me ask, what 
is there left of masked property for the author of 
«War in Disguise,” and. my Lord Collingwood? 
Why, truly, the mighty sum of $231,934! 

But, sir, independent of this statement, where 
is this mighty sum about which so much fuss is 
made, that we are screetiing from Great Britain? 
Why, in France, no doubt! And what does it 
amount to? Iwill tell you, sir. Our whole ex- 
ports to that nation in 1804, consisting of our 
own and foreign produce, amounted to $8,800,000. 
Now, sir, I do suppose that most of the coffee we 
have sent thither came to us from St. Domingo. 
I would therefore ask the author of “War.in Dis- 
guise,” or any one else, whether they really think 
the black nobility of St. Domingo have been 
sending their produce, masked under our flag, to 
‘supply their friends in France? The whole of 
this allegation is too absurd to merit a serious 
refutation. The fact is, that of this 8,800,000, we 
receive payment in French goods to the amount 


of 12,000,000, which our trade with her annually 
subjects us to. Now, sir, who has the best right 
to complain of us in this business? Certainly 
not England. 

Weare also told that if this resolution passes, 
our exports to Great Britain will be materially 
affected. Although the resolution does not go to 
prevent us from sending our produce thither, I 
will examine that part of the argument of the 
gentleman from Georgia respecting tobacco. 

The whole of our export of that article in 
1804, was 83,000 hhds., and if you will take your 
pen and calculate the population where this to- 
bacco is consumed, you will find they amount to 
about eighty-three millions, which gives to Great 
Britain the consumption of about 14 or 15,000 
hhds. Now, sir, you will find that in 1803 we 
exported to that nation 50,000 hhds., and on an 
average we send them near 40,000 hhds. annu- 
ally. What is the consequence? That by send- 
ing more than they ean consume, the price is kept 
below its intrinsic value; whereas, were we wise 
enough to send them no more than they do con- 
sume, the price would be always good: for itis an 
axiom in trade, that when the medium of con- 
sumption is exceeded, the price must fall; where- 
as, if the supply is deficient, it occasions a com- 
petition in the market, which never fails to raise 
thearticle above its real value. It will therefore 
be highly advantageous to the tobacco planter 
that less of it goes to Great Britain. 

On the subject of our revenue, we are often 
exultingly told that it comes exclusively off the 
farmer and planter, who are the great consumers. 
Let us examine this question. 

Our imports amounted in 1804 to about eighty 
millions, whereof fifty-six millions were re-ex- 
ported. Of the remaining forty-four, how much 
is consumed by the farmer and planter? I com- 
pute the population of our seaports to be about 
one-eighth of that of the United States, and from 
the luxury and waste, the extraordinary con- 
sumption of liquors, tea, coffee, sugar, &c., &e,, 
and even of salt, of which I do believe one ship 
commonly consumes as much as ten farmers— 
that these towns consume one-third; which leaves 
thirty millions out of sixty to the farmer and 
planter. 

As to the article of cotton, it would appear 
that of thirty-five millions exported, about twenty- 
five go to Great Britain; and although I do not 
know accurately, I believe that part is re-export- 
ed the same as imported; but if not, it is well 
known that Great Britain must and will have it; 
and when it is considered that they at this mo- 
ment command Spanish wool and French claret, 
they will find little difficulty in procuring our 
cotton. 

I thought it incumbent on me to make these 
few remarks to the Committee, because although 
they may have occurred to some, I believe they 
have not to all, - 

Mr. ELmer.—Mr. Chairman, I will rise to make 
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a few observations on the subject-now under con- 
sideration, but I will not detain the Committee 
more than afew minutes. The resolution on your 
table is denounced by gentlemen as a war mea- 
sure, but I cannot discern its tendency to that 
oint. It is acknowledged on all hands that we 
ave received from Great Britain repeated and 
grievous injuries. The whole American people 
are alarmed, and their feelings excited by the re- 
iterated acts of oppression and insult. A gentle- 
man from Georgia has told you that our constitu- 
ents ‘have not dictated any measures; it is true, 
they have not dictated, but they have complained, 
and they look up to the collected wisdom of Con- 
gress to devise a remedy for the evils under which 
they are laboring. This is the business upon 
which we are in part assembled, and it is the 
most important to which our attention will be 
called; we should therefore engage in it with all 
that seriousness and impartiality which its im- 
portance demands. Every member should divest 
himself of all national and party prejudice when 
he decides on a question in which the interest of 
his country is sodeeply concerned. And can we, 
as men and as patriots, tamely submit to have 
our seamen impressed, and forced to fight the bat- 
tles of a foreign nation, and to have our com- 
merce embarrassed, interrupted, and perplexed, 
and the property of our citizens engaged therein 
condemned and made the property of the unjust 
captors? I trust not. 
ut we are told that peace is of all things most 
desirable, and that by stopping importation from 
Great Britain we shall provoke the wrath of that 
nation, and plunge our country into a most de- 
structive warfare. But, sir, is this a true state of 
the case? Will this measure justify Great Britain 
in retaliating upon us in any hostile acts? Cer- 
tainly not. [have an unquestionable right to em- 
ploy or not to employ any mechanic or manufac- 
turer, as my interest or convenience shall direct; 
and a nation has an equal right to trade or not to 
trade with another nation, as it may suit their pol- 
icy soto do. We do not thereby infringe on any 
of their perfect rights; nay, I do not know that 
by refusing to receive the products of a nation we 
do thereby violate any of her imperfect rights. 
And let it be remembered, that no nation is justi- 
‘fied in making war upon another, unless some of 
her perfect rights are invaded. Nor is every ae- 
cidental violation of a perfect right considered as 
a just cause of war. The injury must be repeated, 
and every other mode of redress exhausted, or at 
least become extremely precarious, before a nation 
can justify herself in resorting to force. We have 
suffered an invasion of a national right, but we 
only wish to have recourse to peaceable means of 
redress—to withhold in a degree our intercourse 
with the nation from whom we have received the 
my, If we adopt the resolution, Great Britain 
will have no pretext for making war. She will 
know the precise terms upon which she can regain 
our trade and friendly intercourse. The pream- 
ble will direct her inquiries, and lead her to the 
goal whenever she desires it. She will only have 
to cease from doing evil—to respect our rights— 


to do as she wishes to be done by—and an ami- 
cable settlement will immediately ensue. 

We are, however, told that Great Britain will 
have no respect to the law of nature, the law of 
nations, or the principles of justice; that she will 
measure the rule of right only by the length of 
her sword; and that she is all-powerful by sea, 
and able to crush us before her. This isa distress- 
ing picture, indeed ; but really I do not know that 
she has become so superlatively corrupt, and I do 
not believe she has. I trust she has some sense of 
right and wrong left,and some regard to the opin- 
ions of other nations. If I thought otherwise, I 
should be disposed to break off all intercourse of 
every kind, and withdraw from the touch of a 
being so highly polluted. And is her power irre- 
sistible? I have had some experience of her power, 
and Isee no just cause to be alarmed. The peo- 
ple of the United States have no such mighty 
reason to fear her wrath. They know, from ex- 
perience, her power is not irresistible. They have 
met it—they have repelled it. I should, indeed, 
fear to give her just cause of offence, and Congress 
ought to abstain from doing any improper or un- 
just act towards her. We ought to do nothing 
but what we could justify to ourselves, to our God, 
and toall the nations of the earth. With this con- 
fidence, we may safely trust the consequences to 
the direction of Heaven. It isa sound maxim, 
that it is better to endure the greatest inconveni- 
ences and evils than submit to reiterated wrongs 
and insults. We have suffered repeated wrongs. 
The measure before us is justifiable upon every 
principle of the law of nature or of nations. It is 
only necessary, then, to inquire whether it is wise 
and politic to adopt it in the present form. In 
this inquiry, all our discretion, all our wisdom, and 
all our patriotism, unfettered by prejudice or par- 
tiality, should be called in to our aid. Will the 
measure react upon Great Britain so as to induce 
her to relinquish her unjust claim to the capture 
of our ships and release of our seamen, or will it 
not? Or willit producea reaction upon ourselves, 
which will be felt most sensibly by our citizens, 
and by our Government? These are the import- 
ant and the only questions which we have to con- 
sider; and it is our duty to consider them fully, 
with all their bearings and tendencies. I confess 
I am not without doubts on the subject. That it 
will give us some shock, cannot rationally be ques- 
tioned. Our revenue will doubtless be affected in 
some degree, and its clear amount diminished, at 
least for a time. Inconveniences will arise from 
the want of some of those articles of consumption 
which habit has rendered agreeable and useful; 
but these evils may and will be cheerfully borne, 
if they will tend to produce a great national good, 
and free our commerce from those injuries which 
it has sustained and continues to sustain from the 
depredations of Great Britain. If the manufac- 
tures of that nation are as important to her pros- 
perity and strength as some of our wisest and best 
informed statesmen have represented, she will— 
she must—yield to cur equitable demand, or bring 
upon herself an accumulated weight of distress. 

Some gentlemen have said that this is an im- 
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proper time to react upon Great Britain; that she 
is now contending with the most powerful despot 
on earth for her liberties, and for her very exist- 
ence; that she is now doing that for the freedom 
of nations which revolutionary France was doing 
some years ago; and that her sensibility will be 
excited by every measure which may have a ten- 
dency to affect and injure her in her struggle. I 
confess it would be ungenerous to press her unrea- 
sonably at this time, but surely it is not improper 
to call upon her in any way we think politic for 
justice, and the free exercise of our independent 
rights. These we are entitled to, and these she 
ought to yield us, or she cannot expect our friend- 
ship; and this is the most suitable time to call 
loudly upon her for them. She will, I trust—she 
most—give up her unjust claims, if we persist in 
this measure for any considerable time, or the con- 
sequences will be more injurious to her than any 
advantage her present conduct gives her. 

If, however, the resolution now under consid- 
eration should be thought going too far, let us take 
up one less extensive and less energetic. A high 
degree of unanimity is extremely desirable on this 
important occasion. I am willing to meet gentle- 
men on any ground which may be thought tena- 
ble. Ifa total non-importation is not advisable, 
let us resort to a partial one,and adopt a measure 
embracing the object contemplated by the resolu- 
tion offered by the gentleman from Maryland. 
We certainly ought, and we must, do something. 
Your table, Mr. Chairman, is loaded with com- 
plaints from all quarters of grievances and insults 
too intolerable to be- borne by any people. It is 
true, the gentleman from Georgia has said the 
citizens of this country have: a very imperfect 
and incorrect view of this subject; and that they 
have been imposed upon and misinformed by mer- 
chants, whose cupidity has led them to sound the 
alarm ; and that, when they shall be correctly in- 
formed, and come to have true ideas on the sub- 
ject of our differences with Great Britain, not one 
in ten will be found in favor of any measure in 
the form of the proposition on your table, But 
I trust the more the people are informed on the 
subject of their complaints, the louder and the 
more impressive will they become. It is the in- 
juries they observe and feel, not the representa- 
tions of interested men, that excite in them the 
sentiments they have expressed. Under these 
circumstances, and amidst the variety of com- 
plaints, shall we remain quiet? Shall we con- 
tinue in session four or five months, at the public 
expense, remaining deaf to the cries of our citi- 
zens. and depart without affording them any re- 
lief? I hope not. We cannot expect to enjoy 
the -privileges and advantages of our independ- 
ence unless we firmly and resolutely maintain 
them. As an independent nation, we should feel 
no partialities towards any of the European na- 
tions, but treat them all with justice and human- 
ity, meeting their friendship by returns of friendly 
actions, and repelling their aggressions by lenient 
but manly firmness. 

Much pains has been taken to represent our 
complaints as trivial and iacapable of redress. It 
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has been said that we are injured only in our ear- 
rying trade, which has been represented as of little 
consequence, and not worth the expense necessary 
to defend it. This appears to be the idea which 
the gentlemen from Virginia and Georgia enter- 
tain of the business; but the subject presents it- 
self to me in a very different complexion. To 
me it appears far more important to the United 
States than they represent. I consider it highly 
interesting not only to our merchants, but to our 
agricultural citizens. If we should abandon this 
trade totally, our wheat, corn, beef, pork, and other 
products of the Middle States, would shortly be- 
come a drug, and the price of them be greatly 
diminished in our market towns. Perhaps the 
Southern States might find a market in the ports 
of Great Britain for their cotton and tobacco: 
but if the carrying trade should be relinquished, 
the best market for those other staple productions 
of our country would beshutto us. By carrying 
these commodities to a foreign market, there ex- 
changing them for the productions of that country, 
and after bringing them to our ports, exporting 
the surplus of them as well as some of our own 
productions to another foreign country—by 
which trade we are enabled as well to sell our 
surplus produce, as to pay for the manufactures of 
Great Britain which we consume. Further, 
would it not be highly degrading to our national 
character to relinquish so just and advantageous 
a trade to justify the whim, interest, or caprice of 
any nation? If we permit Great Britain to sub- 
stantiate her present doctrines, she will most as- 
suredly extend in her demands and the strictness 
of her doctrines, until she leaves us no trade worth 
defending, neither circuitous nor direct. But shall 
we tamely submit, without one effort to escape this 
degradation? Shall we not rather do what is in 
our power to ward off the evils that surround us? 
The gentleman from Georgia has said that he 
should be ashamed to meet his constituents if he 
should give his assent to the proposition before 
us. But whatever may be the sentiments of the 
people of the South, I believe those to,the East- 
ward would be dissatisfied if we should rise with- 
out taking any measures upon this momentous 
subject. They look for something from our hands, 
and I hope we shali not rise until we have devi- 
sed, and put in operation some plan whereby we 
may redress the grievances under which. our citi- 
zens groan,and of which they have so loudly , 
complained. 

The Committee now rose, and had leave to sit 
again. 


Saturpay, March 8. 


Mr. Coorg submitted a resolution, for the con- 
tinuance of the duty of two and a half per cent. 
on goods chargeable with ad-valorem duties, com- 
monly called the Mediterranean fund, on the con- 
dition that the same be exclusively applied to the 
augmentation and support of the naval force, and 
the protection of our ports and harbors against 
insults and injuries.—Ordered-to lie on the table. 
The Speaker laid before the House a letter 
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from the Secretary of State, accompanying state- 
ments of applications made to the British Govern- 
ment, in cases of impressment of American sea- 
men, prepared in obedience of a resolution of the 
House, of the sixth of January last; which were 
read, and-referred to the consideration of a Com- 
mittee of the whole House on the state of the 
Union. The report is as follows: 
Derantwent or State, March 5, 1806. 


` The Secretary of State, in compliance with the order 
of the House of Representatives of the 16th of January, 
directing him to lay before it “a return of the number 
of American seamen who have been impressed or de- 
tained by theships of war or privateers of Great Britain, 
whose names have been reported to the Department of 
State, since the statement was made to the House, at 
the last session of Congress; mentioning the names of 
the persons impressed, with the names of the ships or 
vessels by which they were impressed, and the time of 
the impressment; together with any facts and circum- 
stances in relation to the same, which may have been 
reported to him: stating also the whole number of 
American seamen impressed, from the commencement 
of the present war in Europe, and including in a separ- 
ate column the number of passengers, if any, who may 
have been taken out of American vessels coming to the 
United States from Europe,” has the honor to transmit 
herewith the names of nine hundred and thirteen per- 
sons who appear to have been impressed from Ameri- 
can vessels, and whose names have been reported to 
the Department of State since the last statement was 
made to Congress; together with a discrimination in 
the particulars required by the order, except as here- 
after mentioned. 

. The. aggregate number of. impressments into the 
British service, the commencement of the present war 
in Europe, is found to be two thousand two hundred 
and seventy-three, 

It is not casy to distinguish, with accuracy, how 
many of these persons were really not citizens of the 
Uniied States, but the column of remarks, added to the 
list in lieu of this discrimination, will exhibit some 
ground for judging of the fact. 

It has not been deemed necessary to make a separ- 
ate column for impressed passengers, as this description 
of persons have been reported to have been impressed 
but in the few cases subjoined. 

It is proper to observe, that a small part only of the 
period since the lust statément there was an agent for 
seamen for the Leeward islands at Jamaica; the gentle- 
man-who then held the change having resigned it, and 
another, who had been appointed to succeed him, hav- 
ing declined accepting it. The agent appointed for 
Antigua having been absent from that island since his 
appointmentin May last, no returns have been received 
from the Windward islands, From these circumstances 
it is very probable, that many impressments have been 
made in the West Indian seas, which, though of recent 
date, are not included in the present report. 

All which is respectfully submitted. 

JAMES MADISON. 


A memorial of the Corporation of Georgetown, 
in the District of Columbia, was presented to the 
House and read. praying that the Levy Court of 
the county of Washington may be authorized to 
levy and collect a tax on taxable property within 
the City of Washington, for the purpose therein 
mentioned.—Referred to the committee appointed, 


on the fifth instant, on the petition of Robert 
Brent. and others, Commissioners of the Levy 
Court, for the county of Washington. 
IMPORTATION OF BRITISH GOODS. 
The House again resolved itself into a Com- 


mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, ow 


Mr. Greae’s resolution. 

Mr. Extior.—To replace the present question 
upon the ground which it originally occupied, to 
examine it with a view to its real merits, and its 
merits alone, however hopeless might be the task; 
would certainly be a very useful one. It has in- 
deed been considered as indicative of a species of 
madness to attempt to stem a torrent which is: 
known to be irresistible; but itis said that there 
is sometimes method in madness, and there isal- 
ways honor in a gallant death ina good cause. 
It is in vain to conceal the fact that this resolution 
is devoted to destruction; but its supporters owe 
something to their own feelings, and they owe 
much more to their country. It will probably be 
admitted, Mr. Chairman, on both: sides of: the 
House—for it will not be pretended that there are 
more than two sides upon the present occasion, 
whatever confusion of parties may sometimes ap- 

ear to exist upon this floor—that a more interest 
ing crisis of our national concerns than the pres- 
ent, in reference to foreign relations, has not ex- 
isted since the adoption of the present Constitution. 
Some of the best interests of our country are at 
stake. But it is not believed by all that our Con- 
stitution and liberties are involved in any possible 
issue of this question. Before we even had a 
Constitution, while the elements of our political 
system were almost without form, and void; the 
liberties of this people were safe in their own 
hands, and trumphant over the power of that na- 
tion whose vengeance, it is said, we shall provoke 
by the adoption of this resolution. Our Consti- 
tution and liberties are safe. The scene is not so 
awful, but it is impressive. I repeat it, sir, we 
owe much to our country. The friends‘of the 
resolution are prepared for the fate that awaits it; 
but they have taken their ground from reflection, 
and they cannot, they will not abandon it against 
conviction, until overpowered, as indubitably they 
will be, in the contest. ; ; 

Two classes of arguments are marshalled in 
opposition to the motion, one of which is address+ 
ed to our hopes, and the other to our fears. To 
our hopes—of what? Of honorable and success- 
ful negotiation, if this measure be abandoned. 
Great Britain will do us justice if we ask it once 
more. On what is this hope founded? Let us 
not go too far back. It was said in ancient times 
to be dangerous, and doubtless it is dangerous still; 
to rake open the ashes of a flame not yet extin= 
guished. Do our hopes repose upon events of 
recent date? Upon the lung-continued impress: 
ment into her naval service of many of our uge- 
ful citizens, citizens entitled to the same rights 
with ourselves, except that they are not delegated 
to represent the people within these walls? An 
outrage which no nation but Great Britain prac- 
tices, and to which no nation but America sub- 
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mits, Upon the constant interpolation of new | let us turn to the interesting report of the Secre- 
principles, destructive of our neutral rights, into | tary of the Treasury, just laid upon our tables. 
the venerable code of the laws of nature and na- | Here is the annual amount of commerce between 
tions, or rather the systematic perversion and pros- | us and the dominions of Great Britain, calculated 
tration, to our serious injury, of some of the most |-on an average for the last three years: 


sacred principles of those laws. We can soon IMPORTS: 

dismiss this branch of the subject. Coolly and | From the dominions of Great Britain in Europe, (Gib- 
deliberately systematic, severe and unbending, has | altar excepted) - a i - $27,400,000 00 
the injurious conduct of Great Britain toward us | From the British East Indies -  - 3,530,000 00 
long been. Unconnected with strong measures | From the Northern British colonies in 

on our part we can discern no reasonable ground | America - = += © œ 540,000 00 
for hopés so flattering. Prospects so delusive | From the British West Indies - 4,570,000 00 
have no charms for the supporters of the resolu- 

tion. We repose ne confidence upon the justice 36,040,000 00 
and liberality of Great Britain, further than as a 
those virtues may correspond with her interest. EXPORTS. 


To that we wish to make an appeal. With my- To Great Britain, in Europe, (Gibraltar excepted,) in- 
self it has long been a settled opinion, that she | cluding clearances for England and a market, and 
would go to war with us whenever it should be flour and wheat, which are not permanent articles of 
her interest to do so. We wish for peace, we exportation to Great Britain, and including foreign 


raise our voices for negotiation, but for negotiation | merchandise re-exporied - = $15,690,000 00 
sustain ed by measures of an energetic and com- To ike Noithern British colonies 3 ree a 
manding character. : To the British West Indies - - 6,480,000 00 
The other class of arguments is addressed ex- : 

clusively, permit me, sir, to say exclusively, to our 23.300.000 00 
fears. Gentlemen have taken a gloomy view, in- So 
deed, of this part of the subject. While we can | Total imports - - - -  - $36,040,000 00 
hope nothing, we must fear everything from the | Total exports - -~ - - - 23 300.000 00 
adoption of the measure. We shall injure our- cain 

selves greatly, and Great Britain not at all ; we | Balance against us +- - - - 12,740,000 00 


shall inflict a deep and fatal wound upon the ag- z 
riculture of our country ; we shall sacrifice the | Our annual imports from all the world 


interests of the people of the Southern portionof| gmountto - =- - + + 75,316,000 00 
the Union, by provoking retaliation, to the pre- | Of which we import from Great Brit- sees 

clusion of the only market for their staplecom-} ain - - 3 f - -= 86,040,000°00 
modities, besides subjécting them to the depriva- | - enone Cae 
tion of foreign manufactures without which they | Balance from other countries - + 39,276,000 00 


cannot subsist; we shall destroy the most pro- 
ductive source of the national revenue; we can- 
not, after all, support the system; we must aban- 
don it with: disgrace, or. persist in it to our 
destruction. It will even produce war with all 
its-horrors, and the destruction of the Constitu- 
tion. It is at one moment a weak measure, at 
another a war measure, and sometimes both. Do 
we get over or go around these objections? Do 
we not state them in their full force, and meet | whole value of the productions of the other nation 
them fairly? Formidable as they are, we shall | which she buys, must be carrying on, in that par- 


Almost half our imports, therefore, are. from 
even endeavor torepel them. One of those great | ticular,a very profitable commerce. It was said 


the British dominions, and the balance of trade 
is twelve millions of dollars against us. However 
inaccurate or inconclusive may be the ideas some- 
times annexed to what is called the balance of 
trade, it is evident to common sense that the na- 
tion which sells to another every year manufac- 
tures of the value of twelve millions beyond. the 


men of whom modern times have been so justly | by sages of old time, that, whoever Deity detet- 
proud, a writer whose rare combination of the | mined to destroy, he first made mad. Is Great 
powers of mind, render him at once eloquentand | Britain devoted by Providence to destruction? 
sagacious, has advanced a principle which forms | Can she be so mad, so outrageously and incurably 
an excellent corner stone for the superstructure of | mad, as to deprive herself forever of this very 
argument on which the: friends of the resolution | gainful commerce, in revenge for our exércising 
rely... Peace is the natural effect of trade. Two |an unquestionable right, in consequence of the 
nations in habits of commercial intercourse have | wrongs we suffer? Can her wise Government, 
reciprocal interests ; if one hasan interest in buy- | for wise it certainly is, adopt so strange a course 
ing, the other has an interest in selling; and their | of conduct? But, after all, many are skeptical 
mutual wants and interests cement their union. | as tothe injury to be done to Great Britain. Tam’ 
The quotation is not verbal, but substantial; it is | not one of those who anticipate the ruin of her 
from memory. Had the immortal author of the | manufacturing establishments from this measure, 
Spirit of Laws been gifted with prophetic powers, | and perhaps they will not even be paralyzed, but 

he could not have described with more accuracy | her manufactures will certainly diminish in price, 
the relative situation of Great Britain and the | and she will be under the necessity of searching 

United States at the present time. To prove this | out new channels of trade by which to pour 
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them off from her shores; this may be the extent 
of the injury, but it will be sufficiently serious 
to induce her to do us justice. It is contend- 
ed that the injury to ourselves willbe incalculable. 
I think it may easily be estimated.- It will be 
nothing more, calculating upon the continuance 
of peace, than a small augmentation of the price 
of the articles which we shall obtain as substi- 
tutes for British goods, a temporary fall of the 
prices of some of our own productions, and a small 
decrease of the revenue. But it is thought by 
some that we must starve or freeze in six months 
without British commerce. Are the days of the 
Revolution so soon forgotten? Of our annual 
imports from Great Britain, of the value of about 
twenty-seven millions anda half of dollars, upward 


of twenty-six millions in value, is composed of 


goods paying duties ad valorem, and embracing, 
with inconsiderable exceptions, all the woollen, 
cotton, linen, silk, metal. earthen, glass, and paper 
manufactures, and only $1,340,000 of articles pay- 
ing specific duties,and consisting principally of salt, 
steel, lead, nails, and porter. These, it is said, 
cannot be obtained elsewhere, particularly coarse 
- woollens; and we shall be told that our habits 
have placed them upon the list of necessaries. 
But our habits can change. Our importations are 
chiefly composed of the luxuries and conveniences 
of apparel. Ifthe public good require it, we may 
dispense with luxuries, or rather our conveniences 
may become luxuries, our necessaries conveni- 
ences. The truth, however, is, that we can obtain 
similar articles, or tolerable substitutes, on the 
continent of Europe. From Spain we can get 
silk handkerchiefs and velvets, as well as wines 
and fruits. From Portugal, not only fruits and 
oils, the product of that country and of Laly, but 
Lisbon salt in any quantity, wine, brandy, and 
some East India goods. From France, wrought 
silks, superfine broadcloths, calicoes, and chintzes, 
rinted goods, linens, cambrics, lawns, lace, cotton 
abrics, salt, writing paper, brandy, wines, and all 
the productions of Italy and the Levant. From 
Germany, Holland, and the north of Europe, sev- 
eral kinds of linen, cotton, and woollen manufac- 
tures, broadcloths, kerseymeres, coarse woollens, 
Russia. sheeting, Silesian linens, cambrics, and 
lawns, damasks and diapers, glass, copper, and 
some iron manufactures, sheet copper, German 
steel, cordage, looking-glasses, calicoes, brass ket- 
tles, and many other articles. It is admitted that 
there are some woollen manufactures in Germa- 
ny, and some cotton ones in France. Almost all 
the countries of the continent of Europe, if not 
now manufacturers for exportation, may become 
such, if circumstances make it for their interest ; 
and such will be the effect of our refusing to im- 
port British productions. It will give a stimulus 
to the manufactures of other countries which 
' will produce great effects; in the natural course 
of things, it will induce. those countries to form 
new manufacturing establishments, and to extend 
and improve their old ones. Besides, it will in- 
duce them to sell to us a great part of what they 
now consider as necessaries of life, on account 
of the advance of price, and to replace them by 


importations from Great Britain at, reduced” 


prices. This increase of the price of articles for 
our own consumption will be a disadvantage, but: 
we must bear a temporary and partial evil with a 
view to ultimate and general good. 


The effect of this measure upon the revenue iss 


a subject of great alarm; it is to render us bank- 


rupt in fortune as well as reputation. The an-:- 
nual revenue of the United States, on an average: 


of the three last years, has been $11,550,000, of: 


which $5,432,000, are derived from our imports“ 


from the British dominions, and $6,118,000 from: 
our imports from the rest of the world. This is 
certainly a very serious view of the subject; but. 
we believe that this measure will not produce: 
war, and of course that it will not paralyze our 
commerce. Our merchants will still be enter- 
prising, and will have new inducements to enter- 
prise; our flag will still wave on every sea and 
in every clime; from new sources and channels 
of commerce we shall derive articles similar to 
those now imported from Britain, or tolerable 
substitutes; and the increased price of those arti- 
cles will add something to the revenue, while it 
will be in some degree diminished by the general: 
effect. Gentlemen of great commercial informa- 
tion, have calculated that the revenue will not be: 
diminished to the amount of one million; but let 
us suppose that it will be lessened two millions, 
or even $2,550,000. With only nine millions in-. 
stead of eleven and a half, it is certain we cannot 
expend three or four millions for the support of 
Government, and sustain besides the annual ap- 
propriation of eight millions for the payment of 
the national debt. But let us suppose the worst, 
and what follows? We may submit to the usur- 
pations of Great Britain on the ocean, we may 
throw at her feet everything but nominal independ- 
ence and honor, we may disgrace and degrade 
ourselves in the eyes of the world, and we shall 
extinguish our national debt in 1816, 1817, or 1818, 

On the other hand, we may assume a manly: 
and dignified national spirit, we may recall the 
principles and the habits of the Revolution, we. 
may arm our Government with sufficient energy 
to vindicate and maintain our national rights, we: 
may command respect from other nations, and we 
shall extinguish our national debt in 1824, 1825, 
or 1826. This may be the alternative in the last 
resort, but for the present we can increase the. 
ratio, and of course the quantum of the duties 
which constitute the revenue. In hard times we 
must expect to bear hard burdens. . 

The adoption of this measure, we are told, will. 
throw an unequal and unreasonable weight upon: 
our Southern brethren; it is feared that it will not 
only lessen the price, but utterly preclude the mar- 
ket, of their staple export commodities. Here we 
ought to pause and reflect; and if such an evil 
will flow from this source, we ought to abandon 
the project. 

Upon reflection, we do not believe that such will 
be the consequence. The two great. articles of 
Southern exportation are cotton and tobacco. The 
value of our annual exports, for the three last 
years, to the dominions of Great Britain in Europe 
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only, has been $15,690,000, of which the value of 
cotton has been $5,640,000, and of tobacco $3,220,- 
000; both together $8,860,000. Deducting from 
the gross amount of $15,690,000, the sum of $2,260,- 
000, for foreign goods re-exported, we have $13,- 
430,000 for all the articles of domestic produce, 
and of course the Southern States furnish nearly 
two-thirds in value of our domestic exports to the 
European dominions only of Great Britain. But 
our exports to the British colonies, in all parts of 
the world, consist of the productions of the North- 
ernand Middle States ; of provision and live stock, 
lumber, naval stores, potash, furs, and foreign 
merchandise, acquired by the carrying trade. 
And cotton and tobacco are now exported to other 
parts as well as Great Britain: the total annual 
value of the exports of cotton being, $6,940,000, 
and of tobacco $6,143,000, these two articles (and 
there are no other of consequence exported from 
the Southern States except rice, which is compar- 
atively of inconsiderable value) amounting in the 
whole to $13,083,000, which, deducted from $39,- 
928,000, the whole amount of exports of domestic 
produce, leaves $26,845,000, for the exports almost 
exclusively of the Northern and Middle States. 

. It is not believed that this measure will shut up 
the British market for a raw material so neces- 

. Sary to their manufactures as our cotton. A non- 
importation is not in itselfa non-exportation. Our 
exports may still go to Great Britain, as it will be 
her interest to receive them. But suppose she 
adopts measures of retaliation against her interest, 
and excludes’ them. When we know that even 
: in the present war she opens free ports in her col- 
: “onies for a partial commerce with her enemies, 
‘and when we are told that the French armies are 
now clad in British manufactures, can we doubt 
that the British Government, with that depth of 
commercial as well as national policy for which 

~ it is distinguished, will, whatever may be its os- 
< tensible acts, open some indirect channel of trade 
“by which to supply itself with an article so essen- 
‘hal to the system of its manufactures? Besides, 
vas I have already observed, in reference to import- 
ation, even the profusion of the British market 
‘would open a new one for this article in France 
and other countries, by holding out an encourage- 
~ ment for them to extend and improve those mañ- 
. ’afactures of which it forms the raw material. The 
Only effect upon the articles of cotton and tobacco 
would be a small decrease of their price, and per- 
‘haps that only temporary, and would nota similar 
“effect be produced upon the productions of other 


‘parts of the Union? Would not the price of the. 


. eXportsof the Northern and Middle States, of our 
‘beef, pork, butter, cheese, dried and pickled fish, 
» flour, wheat, corn, lumber, and all other articles, 
‘be affected? Unquestionably. We hoped this 
. ‘would have been viewed asa great national ques- 
“tion upon a great national scale, and not made a 
‘local one. But does not the carrying trade, which 
‘we wish to protect, present a local question also ? 
‘Is it not also exclusively carried on by citizens of 
the Northern and Middle States ? 
“It is said that this trade produces a revenue of 
only $850,000. But what is the amount of the 
9th Con.—21 


| trade, and why does it not produce more revenue? 


The annual value of articles of foreign produce 
re-exported to all parts of the world, is estimated 
at $28,533,000. It produces but a small sum, be- 
cause it has been deemed good policy not to tax 
it, but to cherish, to patronise it,as a source of 
industry and profit. 

But some gentlemen are not inclined to protect 
this trade, and some even hazard an opinion that 
it is injurious to the country. We thought the 
principle advanced by able writers on political 
economy was equally settled with men of science 
and men of common sense, that the amount of the 
real wealth of a nation is composed of the com- 
bined amount of the produce of its land and labor— 
of its industry upon the ocean, as well as upon the 
terra firma—and that five millions of dollars earned 
in the carrying trade, the product of labor on the. 
seas, by citizens of the United States, and incor- 
porated into the great stock of our national wealth, 
were just equal to five millions of dollars acquired 
by the labor of the husbandman. The impress- 
ment of our seamen, too, may be viewed as a local 
question. Those unfortunate men belong to the 
Northern and Middle States. Gentlemen seem to 
consider them as persons of no character or conse- 
quence—mere adventurers on the ocean, wander- 
ing beyond the limits and the powers of the na- 
tional jurisdiction and protection. Not so. They 
are men and citizens; they have friends, connex- 
ions, and a home, and are employed in an honest 
occupation ; and surely the impressment of thou- 
sands of them, in a state worse than that of Afri- 
can slavery, on board those floating castles which 
spread terror through the world, is a local ques- 
tion of as much importance as the price of cotton 
and tobacco. On this subject alone the friends of 
the resolution are prepared to say that strong mea- 
sures ought to be adopted, and ought never to be 
abandoned, until our flag shall be suffered to pro- 
tect those over whom it waves. If the American 
eagle is disposed to sink beneath the feet of the 
British lion, he can expect nothing but contempt 
and outrage; but it is in his power to take a more 
elevated situation—to soar out of reach—and be at 
once secure and triumphant. 

Not only are the peculiar interests of our South- 
ern brethren to be sacrificed by this measure, but 
it is to Jead to war with Great Britain! On what 
is this idea founded? On the cool, calculating 
character of her celebrated Minister. It will be 
in itself no cause of war; it is a commercial reg- 
ulation merely; and we have the same right to 
adopt it that Great Britain has to pass those laws 
by which she imposes greater duties on the ex- 
portation of goods, wares, and merchandise, to the 
United States, than are imposed on similar arti- 
cles exported to.the nations of Europe. It is nei- 
ther more nor less than a commercial regulation— 
a part of the system of managing our own concerns 
in our own manner—and it ought not to be pre- 
sumed that it will produce war. Can Great Brit- 
ain wish, at the present moment, to add to the 
number of her enemies? She is, indeed, the soul 
of a powerful coalition, but she has a powerful 
enemy to contend with. She is fighting, not the 
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battles of the human race,; not for the rights and 
privileges. of the people of Europe; least of all for 
the rights and privileges of the people-of America; 
but for her own national existence. Her wooden 
walls, like those. of ancient Athens, which by the 
direction. of an oracle are said to have preserved 
that celebrated city from destruction, constitute 
the only barrier between herself and ruin. Are 
we-the enemies of Great Britain? Not at all, ex- 
cept in war: enemies in war, in peace friends. 
We love the British people; we should be mon- 
sters if we did not, for British blood flows in our 
veins. We venerate those monuments of British 
learning and of British liberty which have so long 
adorned the dark scene of Europe. We respect 
the power and the ability of the British Govern- 
ment, and we will respect its magnanimity and 
justice when it shall respect our rights. And are 
we the eulogists and flatterers of France? The 
last task we should wish to undertake would be 
that of adding new gems to the Imperial Crown 
of the Emperor of France and King of Italy. I 
speak for myself alone, but I do not believe that 
the friends of the resolution have any peculiar 
partiality for Emperors and Kings. We would 
wish to navigate our political bark to any other 
port than that bestrade by the Colossus of univer- 
sal empire. We have differences with other na- 
tions besides Britain, but do we prostrate ourselves 
at their feet? We wish to treat nations as they 
treat us; for it is impossible for nations to pursue, 
with success, any other course of conduct. We 
would use them well or ill, in proportion to the 
degree of friendship or injury we receive. With 
other nations, weaker measures may succeed, but 
the injuries we sustain from Great Britain demand 
strong measures, and we believe the one which is 
now proposed will produce the desired effect. Not 
that we are hostile to negotiation, but we wish to 
give to the instrument of negotiation a new tone. 
We fear that if this measure be not adopted, no 
energetic one will be; and that the report, Mr. 
Chairman, which it becomes your duty to make, on 
retiring from that chair every evening, and yield- 
ing it to the honorable Speaker, that “the Com- 
mittee of the Whole have had the state of the 
Union. under consideration, and come to no reso- 
lution. thereon,” will continue to be the lame con- 
clusion of every day’s discussion during the pres- 
ent session. Having done our duty in supporting 
this resolution, we shall be as willing to meet our 
constituents as those gentlemen who give a differ- 
entvote. We wish for peace; we are anxious to 
ayoid war; but we cannot submit to national 
disgrace. 

Mr. D. R.. WirLLrams.—Mr. Chairman, I feel 
the necessity of apologizing to the Committee for 
that portion of their time which I shall occupy; 
not presuming to offer reasons to others why 
this resolution should not be adopted, I beg their 
indulgence, while I do that which presents itself 
at the time as a duty, to declare what are my rea- 
sons for voting against it; the deep stake my con- 
stituents hold in-the measure is my apology. 

Such is the magnitude of the subject under dis- 
cussion, spreading itself over a prodigious extent, 


running to the heart of some of our most valuable 
institutions, subverting unmeasurably the plighted 
faith of the Government, and overturning the 
foundations of a considerable portion of our Tey- 
enue, that I feel myself inadequate to trace itg 
influence over even a ramification of that vast in- 
terest it lays hold of, much less do I pretend toa 
view of the whole ground; but, imperfect as that 
comprehension is, it takes in much more than 
sufficient to fill me with fear and trembling for 
its consequences, . 
We have heard; during the last three days of 
the present discussion, a great deal said about the 
spirit of the nation, and that it demands ener- 
getic measures. Sir, I ask the gentlemen who 
urge this as an argument, if there had been as 
much pains taken to apprize the nation of its true 
position with Great Britain as there has been to 
alarm it, whether its anxiety would not have been, 
at least by this time, quieted? If gentlemen, 
standing in such a responsible situation to their 
constituents, as they do upon this floor, had, in- 
stead of urging war measures, spoke out the plain 
language of truth, that at the date of Mr. Mon- 
roe’s last despatches, Lord Mulgrave had acceded 
to his request to enter upon an examination of 
the dispute between the two Governments, whe- 
ther they would now venture to represent. the 
spirit of the nation as excited in every part of the 
continent? I presume not. But whence do they 
learn that this spirit is so excited? It'is true we 
have received spirited resolutions from two towns 
in Virginia, and a few. well-written memorials 


from a few merchants at a few of the seaport.. 


towns, refuting the British doctrine; but what 
else do they say? At Baltimore they believe 
“redress for the past may be found in amicable 
explanations.” From Philadelphia you.are called 
upon for a naval force for the West India station, 
Why? To defend their trade to St. Domingo, I 
suppose, for that appears to be the pith of the me- 
morial. The merchants of New York pledge 
themselves to support “all measures adapted,” re- 
serving to themselves the right to judge—not such 
measures as may be adopted by Congress. From. 
Boston “a special mission” is recommended, The 
inhabitants of the town of Salem tell you “ they 
wish to take no part in the contests which now 
convulse the world.” Where else than from these 
documents do gentlemen find the spirit of the 
nation? Certainly not from the Cabinet, nor 
from the Executive, for if it were good authority 
to talk about what we hear out of this House, 
they have no such wishes. Is it fair then to force 
the pee of this resolution by attributing that 
to the nation which perhaps it does not feel; 
which it certainly would not, if it were fully ap- 
prized of its situation abroad, and which the me- 
morials on your table do not pani Does. the 
resolution provide for “amicable explanations,” 
for a “special mission,” for a squadron on. the 
West India station? No such thing, sir. 

In arguing this subject it is material to.ascer- 
tain what is the true cause of our present dispute 
with Great Britain, and to what extent. it, goes. 
I say cause of dispute, because it strikes me that, 
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had not the present difficulty arisen, her insults 
offered in the impressment of our seamen, were 
in train for amicable adjustment, and will be ar- 
ranged when the present uneasiness shall be qui- 
eted. It cannot be unknown to gentlemen that 
an investigation of that subject was nearly com- 
pleted, and in fact would have been, but for the 
hasty departure of our then Minister from the 
Court of St. James. 

It is taken for granted that the present aggrava- 
tions originated in her attempts to cramp, say de- 
stroy, if gentlemen like it better, our carryin 
trade. This is the grand pivot on which the 
whole machinery of national honor, and dignity, 
and wrongs, and insults, are made to turn. Yes, 
sir, this carrying trade which Spain and Portugal 
once shared, but could not retain; which. Holland 
attempted to monopolize; which Van Tromp and 
De Ruyter fought for, but which she was obliged 
to relinquish; this carrying trade is the bone of 
contention for which the sweat, the blood, the 
lives and fortunes, of the American people are to 
be lavished in maintaining: And what is this 
carrying trade? Is it anything different from a 
partial right, which but a very small part of the 
community can enjoy, which but a small portion 
of that part do improve? Is it nota right which 
is still problematical—whether the exercise is of 
real national utility? There are many who be- 
lieve it has been of no solid advantage to Great 
Britain herself, notwithstanding she has possessed 
a much greater share of it than any other nation. 
Certainly it has been the cause of several iong 
and ruinous wars to her, and if we look back a 
little upon our own experience we shall see it has 
been the germ from which has sprung all our dif- 
ficulties with that Government since the com- 
mencement of a political hurricane—the French 
Revolution. Since ‘that period our commerce 
has become a rival of increasing strength with 
that of Great Britain, and finding it to grow in 
this branch above competition to the exclusion of 
hers, she has commenced a system to counteract 
it, and has commenced it, I. have no hesitation in 
saying mildly, to what it will progress, if we drive 
her.to it. Gentlemen are surely not unmindful of 
the untameable pride of that Ministry ; they cannot 
forget that itis formed of men who never do acts 
of aggression. by halves, and who feel no other 
restraints than those of pawer. National rights, 
injuries, and insults, are not graduated on the 
seale of their policy. The only inquiries with 
them are, Can we gain by the war? Is this the 
time to strike the first blow with the most effect 2 
I need not give an instance of thisfact. If Great 
Britain ever had waited for a just. cause of war, 
that is, when she wished for it, we might console 
ourselves with our safety in agreeing to this reso- 
lution; but it is well known that she never did, 
and in my opinion, with her present Minister, she 
never will, Do gentlemen then wish for war? 


How is it possible they can believe that this meas- t 
‘ing, who measure the quantum of national honor 


ure will not produceit? Sir, I would rather vote 
for war than for the resolution, and indisputably 


1t would be the. better of. the two evils, because | 


under the operation of the resolution Great Brit- 


| ain can amuse you with negotiation till she had 


completed her precautionary measures, and would 
then break it off, or what is worse, commence the 
war first, and make that the denouncement to 
your peace Commissioners; whereas the reverse 
would be the effect under a prompt declaration of 
war. Here we should strike the first blow. She 
holds upwards of $20,000,000 of your public debt. 
Her merchants and capitalists, notwithstanding 
the declaration to the contrary by. the honorable 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. J. Cuiay,) I 
believe, have additional enormous sums in this 
country; if you suffer these to slip through your 
fingers, you may as well whistle as attempt to 
make an impression upon her afterwards. I know, 
sir, the Treaty of 1794 bars this measure; but 
this Committee are not now to learn that Great 
Britain herself has given frequent proofs that the 
parchments of peace have no influence over the 
deeds of war; the order of the day would be to do 
each other the most harm, and we certainly should 
not be so squeamish as to be restricted by the pro- 
visions of a treaty, which never ought to have 
been made, from inflicting the worst punishment 
upon ourenemy. But, sir, neither of these meas- 
ures need be resorted to. If gentlemen will only 
delay the decision, and they appear very much 
disposed to do so, just time enough for fair discus- 
sion, they will see that this resolution goes tothe 
destruction of the great mass of the community, 
to the entire sacrifice of the whole of the agri- 
cultural interest, to the probable advantage of a 
small portion of the commercial world. There 
cannot be a clearer position than this; the whole 
of the agricultural will be sacrificed to a part of 
the mercantile interest. A trade which must be 
supported by such means is not worth preserving; 
it is in no way reciprocal, and never can be car- 
tied on to the advantage of the whole nation, 
while its circumstances are so desperate as to. in- 
volve the peace and happiness of the country. 

Is it fair to draw a comparison between this 
favorite branch of commerce, to support which 
the whole energies of the nation are to be held in 
requisition, and the other branches? What does 
it yield to the revenue? The Secretary of the 
Treasury, eagle-eyed as he is, has searched the 
whole record through, to the last. page, and has 
not.been able to.discover more than $850,000. per 
annnm. Are gentlemen prepared thus.to relin- 
quish the sources—~to cut up by the roots. the 
supplies to Government of at least $6,212,000 to 
preserve $850,000? .To say nothing about the 
immense disadvantage, the causes of such con- 
duct should: be most cogent and necessitous.. Are 
there any such causes? To men whose minds 
are inflated with those high notions of honor and 
dignity which have been the burden of every war- 


| speech to the British Parliament, and to maintain 
| which, poor John Bull has waded up to his eyes 


in national debt and national misery, there may 
be such causes; but to men of plain understand- 


and dignity abroad by the degree of national happi- 
nessand virtue at home, and who understand noth- 
ing more or less by these terms than blood and 
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taxes on the people, there have been no such causes 
offered. Sir, I will never vote to plunge this nation 
‘into a war—I believe this resolution to be nothing 
short of it—to preserve the foreign, partial privi- 
leges and advantages of any set of men, or the 
separate interest of any description of the com- 
‘munity whatever. By war we can gain nothing ; 
we have everything to lose. Many years should 
'yoll over us before we admit more than one cause 
of war, when negotiation has been exhausted. 
There isa line round this country, which, when 
trespassed on, should burst the faculties of every 
man’s soul into hatred—-should kindle all the fiery 
particles of his system into a flame of vengeance 
‘and redress. It is upon such an occasion, when 
the whole mass—when the people are invaded, we 
-should think of war; not when a few merchants 
find themselves hampered by foreign commercial 
regulations. There are other remedies for this 
disease. War is worse than the disease itself. I 
spurn the thought of relinquishing any one right 
of our fellow-citizens. I only wish to show that 
‘this is not the measure best calculated for the 


present injuries; and am I therefore an enemy of 


the merchants? A hatred of war measures does 
not involve the idea, but I freely declare I am not. 
There are many among them whom I respect; 
some I love; and when such permanent commer- 
cial regulations shall be proposed, as shall secure 
to the merchant his rights and privileges, without 
endangering the peace of the nation, I will then 

rove as friendly to his interest, as I possibly can 
be on any other occasion, to any separate interest 
whatever. 

“Sir, I am opposed to this resolution, because, 
‘when you have deprived the Government of the 
revenue which is derived from the importations 
contemplated to prohibit, I know not how the de- 
ficiency is to be made good. Gentlemen who 
have digested this subject, perhaps may. I shall 
be glad to hear from what source they will secure 


to the nation the permanent appropriation of 


$8,000,000 for the redemption of the public debt, 
How will they effect the disbursements of the 
civil and the pension lists? How pay the army ? 
How support the navy ? (A very important item, 
sir.) That navy upon which has been, and still is 
squandered such enormous sums of money, that 
even the Secretary himself cannot tell what it will 
cost to repair a single frigate; that navy, for the 
support of which the expenditures for the last 
year exceeded the estimates by at least sixty per 
cent.; that curious navy, indeed, which costs less 
to keep the whole in service thana part—for such 
is made to appear by the report of estimates and 
details of expenditures on the table. | . 

When the advocates of the resolution have done 
this—when they have provided for the ordinary, 
I shall be glad to hear from them on the extraor- 
dinary expenses of the Government. One party 
are determined to fortify New York, where im- 
mense sums have been already expended; New- 
port must not be forgotten, for there too has been 
a scene of prodigious folly and extravagance; Bal- 
timore is not safe; Norfolk is exposed ; Charles- 
ton isin danger. I havea letter in my pocket, 


from the Governor of South Carolina, which 
states, that there is mounted upon the ruined for- 


tifications of Charleston but one gun, and that is 
a four-pounder ona crazy carriage. At one time, 
you hear that your ports and harbors must be for- 
tified; at another, with all the solemnity ofa 
death warning, your Navy must be augmented. 
In the name of God! where is all the money to 
come from? Is that single, solitary million, about 
which so much has been said, to do all this? T 


pelieve, and I trust there will be a majority with 


me, that neither of these measures are necessary 
if you will pursue a line of conduct just to your- 
selves, prudent and moderate to others. I would 
rather ask, Why are all these extravagances to 
be blundered into? Are gentlemen determined 
on war? If so, let them speak manly and out- 
right—and then we shall understand each other 
but I suspect not, considering the quarter the resò- 
lution came from. Why, then, all this rashness, 
all this eagerness to rush into the mischiefs which 
hastened the ruin of the former Administration; 
and into war measures, when peace is as desirable 
now as it ever was, and is as easily maintained ? 
The nation is prosperous and happy, to a degree 
of prosperity and happiness the annals of the 
whole world bear no analogy. . Is it prudent, is it 
wise, is it expedient to tear up the foundations. of 
all this prosperity and happiness, when they are 
not even threatened by the rough, the unhallowed 
hand of war? God forbid ! 

Take the British rule, enforced lately in itsgreat- 
est latitude. It does not affect the exportations of 
your own products, in the least, nor your imports 
for domestic consumption, or the exportation of 
the surplus of that trade, except as to the regula- 
tions of reshipment. Those branches of com- 
merce remain as free andas unshackled as for- 
merly. What is the comparative importance of 


the carrying trade with these? Their interests 


run parallel with the other great interests of the 
community, and are so intimately connected that 
the vibration of a stroke on one, is sensibly felt 
by all the rest. But this other branch, this carry- 
ing trade, carries no principle of reciprocation 
with it, but is entirely confined to the few mer- 
chants who embark in it. In what degree are the 
general interests of the nation affected, by the 
right which that honorable gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts (Mr. CROWNINSHIELD) has, of lading 
his ship at Batavia with cotton, and carrying it 
round to Canton upon freight ? So far as it yields 
him a profit I rejoice, and wish to maintain the 
right for him; but, certainly, not at the expense 
of the lives and fortunes of the whole people, 
especially when they are no sharers with him. ` 
We have witnessed, and sorely felt, the injustice 
and deliberate robbery of Great Britain on a for- 
mer occasion, to a tenfold greater degree of im- 
portance than the present, yet she retracted her 
errors, and made us amicable adjustment of the 
injuries. Shall we take the same important stand 
now, upon a less important occasion, than we did 
then? I hope not, sir. At any rate, let us go to 
this work with clean hands. Before we attempt 
to coerce Great Britain into justice, we should set 
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her an example of it. Is there any gentleman in 
this House prepared to say our merchants have 
not given some cause of aggression? Have they 
never been detected covering enemies’ property ? 
Is it reasonable to believe there is active Ameri- 
can capital enough to carry on the trade of France, 
Spain, Holland, and our own besides? I presume 
not, sir. We should look well to our own acts 
before we commence war upon another nation for 
its injustice towards us. 

I cannot vote for this resolution. I believe it 
calculated to produce greater injuries than are 
now complained of, and not redress for those al- 
ready committed. I should abuse the indulgence 
of the Committee, to show that Great Britain 
would go to war with you, rather than remain at 
peace under the operation of a law bottomed on 
this resolution. There is no proposition clearer to 
my mind. It would be equally a loss of time, to 
prove that peace is the true interest of this coun- 
try; the whole nation attest it. Will you out- 
rage that general sentiment by adopting the meas- 
ures least calculated to procure a change of her 
injustice ? 

The influence of this resolution, if. agreed to, 
will be incalculable. Thousands of innocent per- 
sons must inevitably fall sacrifices to its enormous 
pressure. It will throw convulsions over the 
whole body politic. It is to avoid these convul- 
sions, to spare the spasms necessarily resulting 
therefrom, to every neighborhood in the United 
States, that I vote against it. 

What will be its operation on the banking in- 
terest? Sir, if it could annihilate the whole sys- 
tem, if:it could erase every fragment of its massy 
walls, without tearing down others, I would re- 
joice; for I believe the very system to bea national 
curse, erecting the most potent political engine 
against the freedom of our institutions that can 
bedevised. But thisisimpossible. The mercan- 
tile world is so enveloped in bank influence, that 


they feel a run on the banks as they would a shock | 


of electricity. There are established within the 
United States, not less than eighty banks, which 
keep afloat, certainly, at least fifty-five millions of 
paper dollars. Will gentlemen venture on a line 
of policy which shall promptly stop such an im- 
mense circulating representative of specie with- 
out previous concert, without. previous notice ? 
Indisputably, the merchant would be the first vie- 
tim; but the destruction would not stop with him, 
nor can any gentleman say where it would stop, 
for merchants are so much like bricks which little 
boys set up in rows for their amusement, knock 
one down and they all go. When a merchant 
fails, all within the vortex of his endorsements 
and his interests fail with him. 

I mean not to be presumptuous. Itis with great 
diffidence I ask, What would be the effect of a 
course of conduct like this? Let the Congress 
of the United States declare, in a manly and dig- 
nified manner, what are the rights of citizens of 
this country which they are determined to main- 
tain. Let the President of the United States be 
requested to open a new negotiation with the 
Court of St. James, and in addition to such rep- 


resentations as he shall think proper to make, to 
lay this declaration before that Court, together 
with such commercial regulations as may be 
adopted. The commercial, the manufacturing 
interest of that country, understand:so thoroughly 
their connexion with this, itis reasonable to be- 
lieve that their influence, which is admitted to be 
very great with the Ministry, will induce it to 
tread back those steps of wanton and unprovoked 
injuries they have made upon our fellow citizens, 
and to which their own sense of justice might not 
otherwise lead them. 

I cannot refrain from entreating the attention 
of the Committee to an act which passed the last 
session of Congress, at the special influence of 
that particular description of merchants who are 
now loudest in their complaints. It is dated, 22d. 
February, 1805. The second section reads thus: 

“That it shall be lawful for any ship or vessel to 
proceed with any goods, wares, or merchandise, brought 
in her, and which shall, in the manifest delivered to the 
collector of the customs, be reported as destined or in- 
tended for any foreign port or place, from the district 
within which such ship or vessel shall arrive, to such 
foreign port or place, without paying, or securing the 
payment of any duties upon such goods, wares, or mer- 
chandise, as shall be actually re-exported in the said 
ship or vessel,” &c. a 

From this act may be fairly dated the British. 
doctrine. Not content with the then facilities of 
their carrying trade, with which they were grow- 
ing wealthy, they must have them increased ; they. 
grew covetous of the small duty they paid to Gov- 
ernment for the neutral character it gave their 
cargoes; they were unwilling that the poor T 
laborer who unloaded and reladed their vesse 
should partake of the blessiags of this trade, the 
grasped at that pittance too.. Isit to be expected, 
sir, that we shall thus extend this branch of com- 
merce, with which we are always clashing with 
Great Britain, and she will sit still, an idle specta- 
tor? Here, then, the merchants understand me, 
The carrying merchants, and their friends, have: 
dished up their own injuries. For one, lam de- 
termined not to work out their salvation at the 
expense of everything dear to the nation. i 

Mr. BıoweLL.—Mr. Chairman: I came into 
the House this morning with an intention not to 
trouble you with any observations on the inter- 
esting subject which has been several days under 
consideration; and I do not now intend to enter 
into a discussion of the particular measure pro- 
posed in the resolution on your table. But the 
debate has taken such a course that 1 am induced 
to request your attention, a few minutes, to the 
extraordinary view which has been exhibited of 
our dispute with Great Britain. 

A gentleman from Georgia (Mr. EARLY) yes- 
terday told us that a general alarm had indeed 
pervaded the nation, respecting our relations with 
Great Britain; but it had been excited by incor- 
rect views of the state of the dispute, and when 
the subject should be fairly explained and rightly 
understood, the alarm would subside. He added, 
that the carrying trade, out of which our differ- 
ences have grown, is of little value and not wor- 
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thy of national protection. The same opinion, | tions of that right. _ When, therefore, it was perceived 
jn’ substance, was expressed on a former day by a | that the same principle was revived, with others more 
ntleman from Virginia, (Mr. J. RANDOLPH) | novel, and extending the injury, instructions were 
and you have just heard it repeated by the gen- | Sve" to the Minister Plenipotentiary of the United 
teman’ from South Carolina, (Mr. D. R. Wir- | States. at the Court of London, and remonstrances 
riams,) who last addressed you. duly made by him on the subject, as will appear by the 


n ; documents: transmitted herewith. These were fol» 
[agree with these gentlemen that, in order to S Se j 
déteraine what Legislative measures, if any, are lowed by arn ana A, suspension only; wh 
: t ; pagers > out any disavowal © e principle. e has, there- 
necem to Kama he F imporens a i fore, been instructed to urge this subject anew, to 
first place, to unders an e true T ure a G bring it more fully to the bar of reason and to insist on 
tent of ae oor the beween i Tae of ee rights too evident and too important to be surrendered. 
ernments; and, as their understan 


= : 3 In the meantime the evil is proceeding, under adjudi- 
very different from mine, I beg the Committee to | cations founded on the principle which is denied. Un- 
accompany me in a concise review of it. 


1 I j der these circumstances, the subject presents itself for 
The injuries complained of are all on one side, 


the consideration of Congress. 
and are entirely without provocation. Great Bri-| “On the impressment of our seamen, our remon- 
tain has no cause of complaint against us; our | strances have never been intermitted. A hope existed, 
Government has been conducted in such a man- | at one moment, of an arrangement, which might have: 
ner as to give her no occasion for offence. been submitted to, but it soon passed away, and 
The claims, on our part, relate to two classes 
of injuries—the impressment of our seamen, and 


the practice, though relaxed at times in the distant: 

seas, has been constantly pursued in those of our 
the seizure and condemnation of our vessels en- neighborhood. The grounds, on which the reclama- 
gaged in a neutral trade. The aets thus com- tions on this subject have been urged, will appear in an 
plained of as injuries, are undeniable facts. It is 


extract from instructions to our Minister at London, 
certain that Great Britain does impress our citi- 


now communicated.” 
wens and compel them to serve on board her ships The instructions here referred to, interesting as- 
of war; and that she does also seize and condemn they are, need not at present be, brought into: 
vessels belonging to citizens of the United States, | VIEW: . But, to. show the precise points in dispute, 
and their cargoes, being the bona fide property of | you will permit me to read the paragraph respect- 
‘American citizens, not contraband of war, and | 19S each of them, from the official and able re- 
not proceeding to places besieged or blockaded, | monstrance presented by Mr. Monroe, our Minis- 
under the pretext of their being engaged in time 


ter at the Court of London. On the ‘subject of 
of war in a trade with her enemies, which was our neutral trade, he states to Lord Mulgrave, the 
not allowed in a time of peace. 


British Secretary of State, that l 
Against these injuries, our Executive, through | “The vessels condemned were engaged in a com: 
the proper organ of negotiation, has offered re- | merce between the United States and some port’ inr 
peated remonstrances, and made a determined | Europe, or between those States and the West India: 
stand in behalf of the United States. These are islands, belonging to an enemy of Great Britain. In 
the two great points in dispute. They were in the European voyage the cargo consisted of the pro~ 
-eneral terms communicated to us in the Presi- 


ductions of the colonies; in the voyage to the West 
etits Message at the commencement of the ses- Indies, it consisted of the goods of the Power to which 
vion, and more particularly in his subsequent 


the colony belonged, and to which the ship was des-. 
Message of the 17th of January, to which I beg 


tined. The ship and cargo in ever ‘case were the 
p and carg y / 

leave to recall the attention of the Committee. it property of, Amorican:onira n and tho cargo had been, 

is in these words: 


landed, and the duty on it paid in the United States. 
It was decided that these voyages were continuous, 
“In my Message to both Houses of Congress, at the and the vessels and cargoes were condemned, on the’ 
opening of their present session, I submitted to their | principle that the commerce was ‘illegal. I beg tore- 
attention, among other subjects, the oppression of our | fer more especially in this statement to the case of the 
eommerce and navigation by the irregular practices of | Essex, an appeal from the judgment of the Vice-Ad- 
armed vessels, public and private, and by the introduc- | miralty Court at New Providence, in which the Lords’ 
#jon of new principles derogatory of the rights of neu- 
trals, and unacknowledged by the usage of nations. 


Commissioners of Appeal established this doctrine.” 
$ Here is the new principle which Great Britain 
The memorials of several podies of merchants of the p p ' 
United States are now communicated, and will devel- 


through the organ of her Admiralty Courts, di- 
ope these principles and practices which are produ- rected by the Ministry, has interpolated into her’ 
cing the most ruinous effects on our lawful commerce law of nations, and which Mr. Monroe, in behalf 
and navigation. 


of the United States, agreeably to instructions 
« The right of a neutral to carry on commercial in- 


from the Executive, has met with a firm and 
tercourse with every part of the dominions of a bel- manly remonstrance. This is,then, the point on 
ligerent, permitted by the laws of the country, (with which issue is joined between the two Govern- 
the exception of blockaded ports and contraband of | ments. The question relates to the carriage of 
‘war,) was believed to-have been decided between Great cargoes, which, though of foreig n production, are 
Britain and the United States by the sentence of their the bona fide property of American citizens, on 
Commissioners mutually appointed to decide on that 


board American vessels. It has no relation to 
and-other questions of difference between the two na- 


goods belonging to foreigners shipped in Ameri- 
tions, and by the actual payment of the damages T 


can bottoms. That was oncea controverted point, 
awarded by them against Great Britain for the infrac- 


but it is at present entirely out of the question. 
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During our Revolutionary war, the United States, 
as well as the Northern Powers of Europe, made 
efforts to introduce, by conventional arrange- 
ments, the doctrine, that free ships should make 
free goods—that the property of belligerents might 
be carried on board of neutral bottoms, free from 
seizure and search. Great Britain refused to ad- 
mit the principle. By our treaty of 1794, it was 
solemnly renounced on our part, and has never 
since been resumed. It would not now indeed be 
so important as formerly, for then the capital of 
our merchants was not sufficient to. enable them 
generally to be owners of the cargoes carried in 
our vessels. Our mercantile capital not being 
equal to our tonnage, it was an object with our 
ship-owners to carry the cargoes of other nations, 
especially of belligerents, on freight. That freight- 
ing trade has, in a great measure, ceased. We 
are no longer mere freighters for foreigners, but 
have become the carriers of foreign as well as 
native produce, on our own capital, and for our 
own account. This is now the general character 
of our carrying trade. 

There are instances, no doubt, although com- 
paratively few of them, of the carriage of prop- 
erty belonging to foreigners in American vessels, 
on freight. There may be cases of fraudulent 
attempts to cover belligerent property under 
American names, with a view. to give it an ap- 
parent neutral character. Such cases have oc- 
eurred. There always have been, and so long as 
human nature continues depraved, there always 
will be, frauds committed in every line of busi- 
ness, and among every description of men. The 
covering of property, owned by belligerents, un- 
der American papers, is by no means confined to 
articles produced in foreign countries. It is equal- 
ly applicable, and probably as often in fact ap- 
plied, to the productions of the United States. It 
is as practicable, for instance, and the temptation 
isas strong to conceal under American names and 
papers, a cargo of Virginia tobacco or Pennsyl- 
vania flour, purchased here by a French or Span- 
ish, or Dutch merchant, or his factor, as it would 
be to give such neutral appearance to a cargo 
consisting of the produce of any of their colo- 
nies. In either case, our laws give no encour- 
agement. or protection. We are not called upon 
to extend the protecting arm of Government, and 
if we were, we should be. under. no obligation, 
and, I presume, should feel no inclination to in- 
terpose. No, sir, the. persons commencing such 
frauds, in common with all other violators of the 
laws of nations, are left to suffer the consequen- 
ces of their conduct. Their property is liable to 
forfeiture; such cases, however, are not within 
the question pending between the United States 
and Great Britain, although they have been art- 
fully or ignorantly confounded with it, to the pre- 
judice of the claim asserted by our Government. 
That claim, as. Mr. Monroe has correctly stated 
it, embraces only the bona fide property of Amer- 
ican citizens, carried in American vessels. 

The adjudications, as reported, and as referred 
to by Mr. Monroe, are bottomed on the principle 
that, although the property. is American, and 


therefore neutral, yet, as it was produced in an 
enemy’s colony, and is proceeding to the mother 
country of that colony, or vice versa, either di- 
rectly or after an importation into the United 
States, with an intention of re-exportation, the 
trade in which it is so carried, not having been 
allowed to us by the belligerent in time of peace, 
as it is in time of war, is an illicit trade, as it re- 
spects Great Britain, and the vessels and cargoes. 
engaged in it, therefore, liable to be seized and 
condemned. 

In some cases, the fact assumed, as the ground 
of condemnation, that the trade was not allowéd 
and enjoyed in time of peace, is not true. It 
can be proved from authentic documents—the offi- 
cial statements from our Treasury Department— 
founded on the custom-house returns, that, with 
some of those countries, we did earry on an im- 
portant export trade, in a time of peace, before the 
present war. In those cases, our Government therë- 
fore may deny the fact, as well as the principle on 
which the condemnations have been founded 
For the correctness of this observation, gentlemen 
are referred to the official statements of the Set- 
retary of the Treasury. 

But the principle of the adjudications cannot 
be admitted. The reason alleged in support of 
it is, that such a trade, in time of war, although 
not in-articles commonly considered contraband, 
nor with places besieged or blockaded, is benefi- 
cial to the belligerent, and increases his means of 
war. Their reasoning goes. beyond their rule, 
and is equally applicable to other cases, to which 
it has not yet been applied. The whole trade be- 
tween a belligerent and a neutral, even in articles 
produced in the country of the latter, is beneficial 
to the former. It adds to his ability to prosecute 
the war; and may, therefore, for the same reason, 
be interdicted by an opposite belligerent. The 
principle, carried through, will deny us the trans- 
portation, not merely of the produce of belliger- 
ent countries, but the whole. of our exports and 
imports to and from those countries, including the 
produce of our own. It aims a mortal blow at 
our carrying trade. 

We have reason to believe that Great Britain 
is acting upon a systematic calculation, and with 
a design to engross the commerce of the world. 
She calculates upon our local interests, our party 
divisions, and a continued opposition to our Gov- 
ernment, to disable us from uniting in any effectual 
counteraction of her measures. Under an impres- 
sion that our Executive will not be effectually 
supported in the position he has assumed against 
her claims, she has taken this first step in her sys- 
tem to ascertain, by the experiment, how much 
we will bear, and how far she can safely go inap» 
plying her new principle. If we submit, if we 
do not make it her interest to stop, she will proe 
ceed in her encroachments, as surely and as steadi« 
ly as time advances. 

The gentleman from Georgia says, we had bet- 
ter sacrifice our carrying trade than our agricul- 
ture. Indeed, he thinks it a question whether that 
trade is not, upon the whole, injurious rather than 
advantageous. to us, in a national views I agree 
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with that gentleman and the gentleman from 
Virginia, in one point—the superior importance 
of agriculture. It is, in my estimation, the most 
important, the primary interest of the United 
States, considered in relation either to the num- 
bers employed in it, or the utility and necessity 
of their employment. This is true of the United 
States as a nation. I believe it is also true of 
every particular State. I am sure it is of that 
with which I am best acquainted—my own na- 
tive State. It is emphatically so of the district 
which I have the honor to represent on the floor 
of this House; for, like the gentlemen from Vir- 
ginia and Georgia, I stand here as the representa- 
tive of an agricultural district. My constituents, 
most of them, are proprietors and cultivators of 
the soil. But,sir,] am confident that I truly rep- 
resent them in declaring the opinion, that agricul- 
ture and commerce are inseparably connected and 
mutually dependent. Their connexion and de- 
pendence grow out of the natural situation and 
circumstances of our country, and the immemo- 
rial usage and habits of our people. The God of 
Heaven has here joined them together, and it 
would be not less impious than impolitic to at- 
tempt to disjoin them and set them in hostile ar- 
ray against each other. There is no cause for 
such an unnatural hostility, but, on the contrary, 
every rational motive for reciprocal assistance 
and support. Sir, the produce of our farms, be- 

rond our own consumption, must perish on our 
hans, or rather there would soon be no such sur- 
plus produce, if there were no commerce to car- 
ry it to forcign markets, and to bring us, in return, 
the productions of other countries, which we want 
and they can spare. This is the very end of com- 
merce. Such a commercial exchange multiplies 
the comforts and increases the happiness of man- 
kind. 

The average annual produce of the United States, 
beyond what we consume ourselves, according to 
the late Treasury statement of our exports, amounts 
in value to about forty millions of dollars. It is 
carried to market chiefly by our own citizens, and 
in our own vessels, not a tenth part of our im- 

orts or exports being now shipped in foreign 

ottoms. By the enterprise of our merchants, 
these native exports are carried to every part of 
the habitable globe that is open to our trade. We 
thus have the benefit of a choice of markets, which 
we would not have were our commerce more 
limited, as it certainly would be, if it were in the 
hands of foreigners instead of our own enterpris- 
ing citizens. Our produce, thus exported, is mar- 
keted wherever the greatest demand for it is found. 
It is not, it cannot be, generally sold for specie. 
It must be exchanged for the productions or man- 
ufactures of the respective countries where the 
sales are effected. If they were limited to specie, 
or even to such articles of barter as must be con- 
sumed in the United States, the sales would ne- 
cessarily be less advantageous, and the market 

rices of our own produce proportionably lower. 
Phe commodities received in exchange, consti- 
tutes the return cargo, When it arrives here, it 
isas lawfully and honestly the property of the 


importing merchant, and as truly the object of 
legal protection and free disposal as if he had him- 
self raised it out of the soil, or purchased it from 
the farmers, But the demand for home consump- 
tion may be already supplied by other similar im- 
portations, or the cargo may not be adapted to 
our market. In that case it must either be lost 
or re-exported to a foreign market, and there dis- 
posed of for cash, or in exchange for other articles 
of commerce. The importations into the United 
States, as stated by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
amount to seventy-six millions of dollars a year, 
comparing them by the scale on which the ad 
valorem duties are calculated, that is, by adding 
from ten to twenty per cent. on the prime cost 
and charges; but, reckoned according to their 
cost and charges, their amount is sixty-seven mil- 
lions. Of these imports, it appears tbat twenty- 
eight millions and a half are re-exported, and the 
residue consumed among us. This re-exportation 
of imported articles is connected with the sales 
of our native exports, and indeed grows out of 
them. By way of remittance, it is also connected 
with the purchase of, and payment for, the im- 
ports which are consumed in the United States. 
It is, in short, an essential link in the chain of our 
commerce. It is a fair and valuable part of our 
carrying trade, and not, as has been represented, 
a “factitious interest,” a “mercantile fungus,” a 
“fraudulent speculation.” 

Whatever may be the suggestions of theory, it 
is too late to think seriously of introducing the 
Chinese policy, and withdrawing our citizens 
from all commercial pursuits. The Unitrd States 
are not a mere “land animal,” to use the figura- 
tive description of the gentleman from Virginia, 
but a water animal also. Our people, from their 
colonial infancy, have always been a mercantile 
as well as an agricultural people. If commerce 
was not originally their natural employment, habit 
has given it the force of second nature. Before 
our independence, the restraints imposed oa the 
trade of the colonies, by the operation of the Brit- 
ish navigation act, formed one of the sources of 
our complaint, and one of the causes of the Rev- 
olution. The regulation of foreign commerce, not 
being provided for under the Articles of Confeder- 
ation, was one of the principal objects for which 
a convention was called, and the Federal Consti- 
tion framed and adopted. 

The design of the Constitution, as expressed in 
the preamble, was, among other things, “to pro- 
vide for the common defence and promote the 
general welfare ;” not for the exclusive benefit of 
either farmers, or merchants, or mechanics, or 
sailors, or any other class of citizens alone; but 
for the general welfare of all classes, whether at 
sea or on land; not for the defence of agriculture 
or manufactures only, but for the common defence 
of all our national interests, including commerce 
among the rest. This appears to me to be the 
fair construction of the Constitution. 

The gentleman from Georgia has told us, that 
this subject bears upon local interests; that it is 
itself a local question, and is to be so considered 
and decided. ‘I am sensible there are local inter- 
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ests, and they sometimes influence our delibera- 
tions. I was never more sensible of their exist- 
ence or their influence, than during the present 
discussion. I think I can discern their operation 
on that gentleman’s opinions and arguments; and 
he may, perhaps, perceive them in mine; for it is 
vain to boast of exemption from such prejudices. 
But, sir, let us obey the injunction of the Consti- 
tution, and the dictate of duty. Let us endeavor 
to guard against those localities and competitions 
of interest. Let us take a fair view of the whole 
ground, and bestow the national protection upon 
agriculture and commerce in proportion to their 
relative degrees of importance. I am aware that 
the latter is not susceptible of the same perfect de- 
fence as the former. because one is within our 
own exclusive jurisdiction, and the other is on 
that element which is the common jurisdiction of 
all nations. It is, nevertheless, entitled to a rea- 
sonable protection, adapted to its nature. That 
portion of it which is now attacked, is, in the lan- 
guage of the Executive, “too important to be sur- 
rendered.” There is no need of a surrender. By 
proper regulations commerce will furnish the 
means of its own protection. 

The second ground of complaint against Great 
Britain is, the impressment of our seamen. 

In addition to the President’s communication on 
this subject, which I have taken the liberty to 
read, I might here introduce the conclusive argu- 
ment contained in the instructions from the Sec- 
retary of State to our Minister at London. But 
itis unnecessary, as that interesting document is 
in the hands of every member. Yet I cannot for- 
bear calling your attention to one paragraph of 
Mr. Monroe’s remonstrance : 

“On the topic of impressment, however, the motive 
is more urgent. In that line the rights of the United 
States have been so long trampled under foot, and the 
feelings of humanity in respect to the sufferers, and 
the honor of their Government even in their own ports, 
go often outraged, that the astonished world may begin 
to doubt whether the patience with which these inju- 
riés have been borne, ought to be attributed to gener- 
ous or unworthy motives; whether the United States 
merit the rank to which, in other respects, they are 
justly entitled, among independent Powers, or have 
already, in the very morn of their political career, lost 
their energy and become degenerate. The United States 
are not insensible that their conduct has exposed them 
to such suspicions, though they well know that they 
have not. deserved them. They are aware, from the 
similarity in the persons, the manners, and, above all, 
the identity of the language, which is common to the 
people of both nations, that the subject is a difficult 
one; they are equally aware to Great Britain also it is 
a delicate one, and they have been willing, in secking 
an arrangement of this important interest, to give a 
proof, by the mode, of their very sincere desire to cher- 
ish the relations of friendship with her.” 

In this remonstrance, Mr. Monroe has spoken 
not only the language of our Government, but 
also the sentiments of every considerate true 
American. 

< That cruel, that abominable practice of im- 
pressment, in contempt of our unintermitted re- 
monstrances, has been repeated and eontinued and 


increased, and is still increasing. There is no 
prospect even of relaxation. Impressments are 
now multiplying faster than ever before. They. 
are connected with our other cause of complaint, 
the infringement on our neutral trade; for, when 
a vessel is condemned, or detained for trial, it fur- 
nishes an opportunity and a pretext for impressing 
the men thus thrown.out of employment. Sail- 
ors are likewise taken out of any of our vessels in 
Europe, and the West Indies, in our coasting 
trade, and at the very mouths of our. harbors, 
while pursuing their lawful business of carrying 
to market the umber and fish of Massachusetts, 
the beef and pork of Connecticut, the flour of the 
Middle States, the tobacco of Virginia, the rice 
and cotton of Carolina and Georgia, and other 
exports of the United States, or imports from 
abroad. The number of these unfortunate sea- 
men has arisen to an alarming amount. Though 
we have not yet received an official statement, 
which is expected from the Secretary of State, it 
is understood that between two and three thou- 
sand names have been returned to that Depart- 
ment, accompanied with proofs of their American 
citizenship; and it is believed that the list is ne- 
cessarily a very partial one. Many poor fellows, 
impressed, perhaps, when no American witnesses 
were present, transferred from ship to ship, or re- 
moved from one station to another, have probably 
not yet found an opportunity of making any com- 
munications to their friends, and through them to 
the Department of State. There can be very 
little doubt that there are a. sufficient number of 
our seamen in the British Navy, serving under 
impressments, to man at least five. ships-of-the- 
line. They are not only withdrawn from our 
service, but made the instruments of aiding one 
belligerent nation in prosecuting their war against 
another. 

American citizens may be voluntarily engaged 
in British employment, by land-and sea, and Brit- 
ish subjects may be, and unquestionably are, vol- 
untarily employed on board our vessels, in our 
shops, and on our farms. That is a kind of inter- 
course which is not forbidden. It is common 
among nations, and cannot be a just cause of of- 
fence, or of impressment, by way of retaliation, 

Gentlemen, I am afraid, have imbibed unrea- 
sonable prejudices against our seamen. Some of 
them, undoubtedly, are profligates and renegadoes. 
Such characters are found among all professions 
and denominations. But, in general, our sailors 
are a hardy, honest, brave, generous, though im- 
provident race of men. Many of themare young 
men, from respectable families, in the seaports 
and inland towns. Others have families of their 
own, as dependent on them and as dear to them, 
as ours are tous. It is true, they are not gene- 
rally opulent. If they were, they would be above 
the necessity of venturing on the stormy element 


‘for a livelihood, Itisadmitted that they are poor 3 


but, is their poverty a sufficient reason for putting 
them out of the national guardianship? Their 
occupation is, indeed, a humble, a hazardous one ; 


-but it is as lawful and as honest as that of the 


farmer in his field, or the mechanic in his shop. 
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They are our fellow-citizens, and have as fair 
: claim for public protection, as we ourselves can 
ave. 

On a late occasion, when two or three hundred 
of them fell into the hands of the Tripolitans, the 
sensibility of the nation was touched in every 
nerve. All branches of the Government partook 
of the national spirit. Extra expenses were 1m- 
mediately incurred.on their account. Yes, sir; 


you laid anew tax,an addition of two-and-a-half 


per cent. to the impost, on all articles ‘charged 
‘with ad valorem duties. That additional tax was 
cheerfully paid by our fellow-citizens, for the pur- 
pose of redeeming their brethren from captivity. 
‘An extraordinary naval armament was sent to the 
Mediterranean. The services of our heroes, by 
sea and by land, were exerted , and their exertions 
were crowned with success, The captives were 
ransomed, and teturned, with tears of joy and 
vatitude, to their country, their families, their 
tiends, and their business. The whole nation 


rejoiced ‘at the event. Is there any member of 


this Committee, who did not participate in the 
general joy ? Is there any American who does 
not feel proud of this spirited interposition of our 
Government?: What, let me ask, was the occa- 
sion? The captivity of three hundred of our 
seamen; And shall we, then, be passive, and do 
nothing, when ten times that number, of the same 
class of our fellow-citizens, engaged in the same 
occupation, are forced into a worse than African 


Hontai Sir, I have no personal knowledge of 


any of. these sufferers, or their connexions, living 
remote from the usual places of their habitation 
and resort. Probably most of us, from our situa- 
tions in life, aré unconnected and unacquainted 
with them, and have not, therefore, a very lively 
sympathy for their sufferings. But, to bring their 
case home—let every one suppose he had among 
them, a son, a brother, a friend, or a neighbor, 
suddenly seized, while pursuing his lawful employ- 
mént, interrupted in his plans of business, ruined 
in his affairs—not only prevented from returning 
but even writing to his friends—confined in a float- 
ing prison, obliged to labor without hope of re- 
ward; subjected to a discipline naturally rigor- 
ous, and rendered more intolerable by his reluct- 
ance to submit; treated, perhaps, with daily in- 
sult, liable to the blows and lashes of an unfeeling 
boatswain; and, what is worse, if possible, com- 
pelled to expose his limbs and his life in battle, to 
fight for his oppressor, against nations with whom 
neither he nor his country has any cause of war; 
remembering, in his intervals of relaxation, re- 
membering, with painful contrast, the freedom of 
his native land and the endearments and delights 
of home, still hoping to be released through the 
interposition of our Government; bat, in the 
meantime, enduring all the anxiety of suspense. 
I know not how others feel, but, for myself, I de- 
clare, were I reduced to the sad necessity of 
making a choice, I should prefer a Tripolitan or 
an Algerine captivity, to an impressment on board 
a British man-of-war. Sir, I am not describing 
to you an imaginary scene. Thousands of such 
cases actually exist. This is a serious fact, of 


which the world are now witnesses. In the face 
of the nation, it is officially made known to us, 
and, with the other subject of national complaint, 
expressly submitted to our consideration. We 
cannot shut our eyes against them. We cannot 
any longer beignorant of them. We cannot, in- 
deed, avoid acting on them; for, in the existing 
circumstances, even to do nothing, would be act- 
ing. It.would be virtually surrendering those 
rights which the President is insisting on as “ too 
evident and tooimportant to be surrendered.” It 
would be deserting him, on the national ground 
which he has taken, and on which he ought to be 
supported by the nation.and the States, and every 
private citizen. It is a common cause.. Not only 
our honor, but our interest is essentially concern- 
ed. With Great Britain, too, it is a question of 
interest. She has occasion for our sailors, to mat 
her fleets and fight her battles. She wants otit 
neutral property for the double purpose of depriv- 
ing her enemies of the benefits of commerce, and, 
at the same time, supplying herself with the means 
of prosecuting the war. She will, therefore, pro- 
ceed, until we convince her it is: for her interest 
to desist. > 

lt was not my intention, Mr. Chairman, in ad- 
dressing you at this time, to examine the merits 
of the proposition immediately before the Com- 
mittee, or any other particular measure proposed 
on the subject, but simply to take a view of ‘the. 
nature and extent of our differences with Great 
Britain, and our obligation to give the Executive 
some efficient co-operation. The President is 
performing his duty of negotiation, and for a 
faithful performance of it, he is responsible to the 
nation. In the meantime, he has left it with the 
Representatives of the States, and of the people, 
to determine what legislative measures, if any, 
shall be adopted, in aid of his exertions, and’ im 
support of our neutral rights. On Congress, then, 
on each House, on every individual member, so 
far as the influence. of one vote extends, now 
rests the solemn responsibility of this determina- 
tion. . . 

The Committee now rose, and had leave to sit 
again. : 


Monpay, March 10. 

The Committee of Claims made an unfavora- 
ble report on the petition of the representative of 
Caron Beaumarchais, which was referred to a 
Committee of the whole House on Thursday. 


IMPORTATIONS FROM GREAT BRITAIN. 


The House resolved itself into'a Committee of 
the whole House on the state of the Union, of 
Mr. Greee’s resolution. 

Mr. Cuarx.—A sense of duty, prevailing over 
personal inclination, compels me, Mr. Chairman, 
to offer a few remarks on the subject under con- 
sideration. The measure now under discussion 
appears to me to involve the best interests of our 
country; the prosperity, the happiness, and the lib- 
erties of America tremble before it. In the hands 
of the resolution are contained the issues of life 
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and death, and it would be criminal in me not to 
throw in my mite to rescue our common country 
from the impending danger. The course which 
I shall take will differ in some degree from that 
pursued by those who have spoken in opposition 
tothe resolution. I shall not attempt to draw 
any marked discrimination between the varying 
interests of the country, or invidious distinctions 
between the agricultural and commercial interests. 
I think they are so essentially united, that one 
cannot fall to the grouad without tumbling the 
other headlong intoruins. I shall consider the sub- 
ject relatively to its general policy, and whether, 
on the principles of that general policy or condi- 
tional compact, as has been contended by gentle- 
men, we are bound to adopt the resolution. If I 
shall succeed’ in convincing a single gentleman 
now in favor of the resolution, that we are not 
bound by the Constitution, and that it will be im- 
politic to adopt it, I shall consider this amongst 
the happiest events of my life. 
The great objects of ourfederal engagement, in 
forming the compact under which we now live, 
were to establish justice, insure domestic tranquil- 
lity, and provide for the common defence and 
general welfare of society. Under this Constitu- 
-tion gentlemen call upon us, under the pretext of 
promoting the general welfare, to adopt a resolu- 
tion which manifestly goes to the promotion of a 
‘Minor interest. This compact, in providing for 
the general welfare, must mean that of the whole, 
orat- any rate, of the larger portion of the com- 
munity; it was never designed to promote a su- 
bordinate interest at the sacrifice of the general 
prosperity. Are we then bound by the Constitu- 
tional compact to adopt this resolution? I think 
not. Thus much as to the constitutionality of 
the question. . 
~¥ must consider this resolution as a war meas- 
urtë, and viewing the policy and present situation 
of Great Britain, against which it is pointed, I 
have no hesitation to say, that in my opinion, it 
. ‘will produce instantaneous war. A maritime 
war, for such aone she will wage, will not add 
; one item to her present ‘expenses; neither will it 
embarrass her measures on the continent? Itcan 
“have no such effect. She has eight hundred ships 
-on the ocean, flushed with victory and conquest, 
and a part of her navy is at this moment triumph- 
antly sailing almost in sight of your shores, ready 
-atany moment to seize, should that course appear 
expedient to her, all our vessels navigating the 
ogean. It cannot affect her continental opera- 
tions. The war she will wage, will be altogether 
maritime. Her navy cannot be essential against 
her continental enemies in Europe. Already 
have their fleets been annihilated. The victories 
off Trafalgar and inthe West Indies, have cleared 
the ocean of almost every sail, and there remains 
no employment for her navy but to depredate 
©. your commerce; and she will do it, you may rely 
“upon it; Those are but indifferently acquainted 
“with Great Britain and the genius of the first 
Minister, who suppose all the power in their 
hands will not be made use of. Gentlemen tell 


tem of commercial arrangement, but a temporary 
expedient, which by its pressure is to bring our, 
rival to a sense of duty, and make her do us jus- 
tice. But this temporary measure will have on 
Britain all the effect of war. Declare war to- 
morrow, and it can only affect her trade. Can 
you believe that she will, with all her advantages, 
remain quiet? It isnot her character; she will 
not doit. I should think contemptuously of her 
if she should. Will she suffer you to take war - 
measures and not retaliate? Will she be more 
afraid of you with your four thousand troops, dis- 
persed over the whole western country, and your 
thirteen armed vessels rotting in the Eastern 
Branch, than of that Power whose conquering 
arm has. extended the limits of his sway beyond 
former comparison, and whose ambition is bounded 
only by the habitable world ? 

What was the conduct of that Government 
about the year 1801, when an armed neutrality 
was formed by a coalition of the Northern Pow- 
ers? This measure was comparatively pacific; 
but did not the gallant Nelson enforce an aban- 
donment of this measure with cannon at Copen- 
hagen? Willshe not do sotoyou? It is her in- 
terest, and will she not be governed by it? She 
has no other rule of action. Are we not then: 
correct in considering this a war measure? And 
ought not gentlemen to abandon the vain illusion 
they have conceived? It is however said, that 
she will not be willing to increase the number of 
her enemies. But is she not well apprized, from 
the genius of the American people, that nothing 
is more desired by them than peace; and that the 
moment she does you justice, you will be bound 
to seize it; and that she may, therefore, calculate 
on making peace when she pleases? ‘Will she 
not, therefore, use all her power to bring us first 
to terms, and then if she fail, come to terms her- 
self whenever she pleases ? 

So much with regard to this as a war measttre— 
for the irresistible conclusion in my mind is, that 
it will produce war. But suppose it should not 
produce war; will it not produce consequences 
equally fatal? Will it not destroy your com- 
merce? Our exports will not be purchased, as 
the merchants will not fit out their vessels unless 
they can get a market for them, For this what 
are we to gain? The carrying trade. I beg 
leave’ here to make some remarks on the position 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts, and to-ex- 
amine the principle assumed by the British Gov- 
ernment, by which it will be seen that the whole 
carrying trade is not affected by it. Whiat is the 
ground which the prize courts of Britain take? 
That a neutral has no right to deliver a_belliger- 
ent from the pressure of his enemy’s hostilities, by 
trading with his colonies in time of war in a way 
not authorized in time of peace. ,This principle, 
so far as it relates to our Government, is not so 
unfair as gentlemen seem to imagine. Let us ap- 
ply it to Britain and France. As to Great Brit- 
ain she is contending for her liberties and her 
very existence, and although I shall not contend 
that a nation at war has not the right to regulate 


you this is not contemplated as a permanent sys- | her commerce with neutral neighbors in any way 
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allowed by the law of nations, yet the enemy has 
certainly the right to prevent every means of re- 
ief; to produce, if possible, oppression and pov- 
erty, in order to procure peace. Can you expect 
that Great Britain will permit you to supply 
France and Holland with commerce, and on such 
terms as enables them to go the cheapest into the 
market and convert all their merchant ships into 
armed vessels to privateer upon her trade? And 
while France is so relaxed in her system, have 
wea right to expect any indulgence from Great 
Britain? War, we know, always brings some 
evils to a neutral country. Can we therefore so 
materially blame Great Britain? Then, as to the 
consequences of this trade. It certainly doés not 
bring more than $170,000 into our Treasury, while 
it draws from the purchase of our domestic pro- 
ductions a large part of the capital that would be 
otherwise devoted to it. When I say $170,000, I 
mean to apply the remark particularly to that 
trade which has been the object of suppression by 
the prize courts, for I agree that the revenue aris- 
ing from the whole carrying trade is stated to 
amount to $800,000, but no man will say that the 
duties arising from this species of trade is under 
estimated. Is the whole value of this trade so 
important as to justify a sacrifice of all our inter- 
ests? I will ask gentlemen whether it is correct 
or proper that the great interests of the country 
should be given up to a trade only continued in 
time of war, and in which but a few men are in- 
terested? Let it not be here understood that I 
am the enemy of commerce. No, I am its friend. 
Without it agriculture would be nothing, and 
there would be no market for the sale of our sur- 
plus produce. We must have trade, but let it be 
on principles of permanency, and not on such as 
emerge froma state of war. Great Britain has 
never affected our direct trade, and my vote shall 
be always ready to protect it. I agree that a cir- 
cuitous trade is beneficial to the country, just as 
money brought. into it is beneficial. But let us 
take the subject up on caleulation—I think ita 
fair subject of calculation, a question of profit and 
loss—and see whether it ought on that ground to 
be protected. If it is found that the play is not 
worth the candle, gentlemen will certainly not 
wish its preservation. Is it right to protect, at the 
hazard of every sacrifice, this trade of so precari- 
ous a profit,and which cannot continue longer 
than the period of war? Our exports to Great 
Britain and her dependencies amount, upon an 
average of three years, to $20,653,000; of this 
amount, the two articles of cotton and tobacco, 
the exclusive produce of the States south of the 
Potomac, constitute more than one-half. This 
will be entirely lost, or at least the most consider- 
able part, for I have no expectation of finding a 
market for anything like this amount in any other 
country. Cut up at one stroke, under the pre- 
tence of temporary expediency, the cultivation of 
these two articles, and you prostrate the expecta- 
tion, independence, and industry of thousands ; 
then will be applied to your own industrious and 
virtuous citizens, what the mover of the resolu- 
tion supposed would be to the manufacturers of 
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England, a dagger to their vitals. Let us not, for 
God’s sake, ruin our country, under the delusive 
expectation of injuring ouradversaries. Another. 
and very current view may be taken of this sub- 
ject; it is acknowledged that there are compara- 
tively but few persons immediately interested in’ 
this trade, and although to them a lucrative one, 
yet it must end upon the cessation of hostilities: 
in Europe. It must be unjust that the great in- 
terest of the agriculturist should be sacrificed to 
this trade, or even. pledged for its protection and 
security. I never will agree that one class or pro- 
fession of people shall underwrite and insure the: 
success of another class, and this too without any 
premium. This is precisely the case in this in- 
stance; the trader gains all under the protecting 
arm of the farmer, and the loss falls on the farmer, 
if it should be attended with any. 

Let us view this subject in another light. It is 
contended that if British manufactures are pro~: 
hibited, that our commerce will still go on; that 
our merchants will find other markets, and that 
the security of the revenue will not be affected, 
But I beg gentlemen seriously to consider the sit. 
uation of Europe. I do believe that our demands 
cannot be supplied but from Great Britain; they. 
cannot be supplied elsewhere—because, from the. 
year 1786, the British manufactures introdaced | 
into this country have regularly increased ; not-' 
withstanding in France labor is cheaper than in, 
Great Britain. Not because an English coat was 
better than a Frenchone. The fact is, the French 
manufactures cannot be got on the same reasona-.. 
ble terms as the English. What has been the: 
effect on the price of Liverpvol cottons since 
France has menaced the invasion of England ? 
They have increased in price, because her manu- 
facturers have been taken from their shops and. 
converted into soldiers. What is the situation of 
Europe? Convulsed to her centre, will Germany.. 
afford us the articles we want? Do we not know. 
that her manufactures have always been limited: 
and confined to particular articles? Where then 
isa supply to be had? Where isa return to be 
got for our domestic productions, without which | 
our loss will be incalculable? What will its 
effect be on our Treasury? We know that the 
British manufactures yield about five millions of, 
revenue, which go to the regular reduction of the 
public debt, which to this degree must be suse. 
pended if they are prohibited. Will gentlemen 
say, because I hold this language, that Iam the 
apologist of British measures? No. Were I to 
give way to my feelings on this subject, instead 
of being governed by my judgment, there is no 
length to which I would notgo. My colleague has 
told us that Great Britain is fighting our battles 
and those of the world. I believe so. But not 
from any good will to us or the world; in fighting 
their own battles, they fight ours. Let us then 
suffer them to go on, not out of affection to their 
Government, which is tyrannical, and which, if 
it had the power, would lord it over this country. 
as it did when we were colonies; not from attach- 
ment to the English Government or its measures, 
but from a regard to our own country, to which 
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this measure would be ruinous. If the articles we 
want can be got from any other country, let us 
obtain them from it; but do not let us carry our 
enmity so far to Britain as to ruin ourselves. 

But we are told that this is only one cause of 
complaint against the British Government; that 
another cause of complaint is the impressment of 
our seamen. It isa cause, a most serious cause, 
of complaint. On this subject I have more feel- 
ing than on the other. I commiserate the deplor- 
able situation of those men and their friends, and 
wish most ardently it was in my power to relieve 
them from it. But there is some apology even 
here to be made for the British Government. The 
inhabitants of the two nations are so like each 
other, and so nearly the same in their language 
and habits, that it is extremely difficult to distin- 
guish one from the other: and I will ask you if 
we have not more subjects of Great Britain in our 
service than they have American citizens in 
theirs? Let us also recollect their principle— 
once a subject, always a subject. When, there- 
fore, we give their subjects the privileges of a citi- 
zen, by naturalizing them, is it not a counterac- 
tion of British policy, and is it not some apology 
for their conduct in pressing this description of 
men? I recollect of no instance of their refusing 
persons allowed by them to be American citizens, 
whose claim was fully substantiated. Let me 
again repeat it, that in a state of war, neutral 
Powers must suffer some injury; when all nature 
is in conflict, we cannot expect to escape injury. 
I do not therefore think this ground of complaint 
a cause of war, for where is the difference between 
forcibly taking away the citizens of our country, 
and enticing those of another by the allurement 
of superior advantage? Every society has the 
right, and exercises that right, to ordain munici- 
pal regulations for its government; and every 
member of the society is bound by them. By the 
immemorial usage of England, no subject is al- 
lowed the right of expatriation, and they hold the 
privilege of impressing their sailors wherever they 
may be found in time of war, and claim their al- 
legiance, whatever may be their condition. We 
ought not to seduce them. I do not mean this as 
a justification, but it is undoubtedly a mitigation 
of the affront. But what is proposed? To go to 
war in order to obtain the release of a few captive 
citizens that have been taken on the water ; let 
thein get out of the way by turning cultivators of 
your waste land, in which they can acquire a vir- 
tuous and honorable competency. But, sir, what 
will be the sympathy of the gentlemen who shed 
tears of grief over your impressed seamen, when 
they shall view the scenes of devastation pro- 
duced by war; all your seaport towns in ashes; 
people of every age and condition mourning over 
their ruined mansions and fallen fortunes ; coun- 
tries ravaged by a merciless foe, or millions of 
your citizens slain in fighting your battles; will 
your carrying merchants then step forth and fight 
for you? No, indeed, they will not, they are too 
precious to be made food for gunpowder; they 
will not be shot at all day for seventeen cents; 
they will all disappear. Their rule is, wherever 


money can be made, there is my country. I be- 
seech you then, Mr. Chairman, to guard against 
that fatal infatuation which hath destroyed the 
universe. 

Mr, Epres.—After the discussion which has 
already taken place on this subject, I shall. not 
consider myself authorized to-occupy much of the 
time of the House. As, however, I have on some 
oceasions ventured to express my opinions on this 
floor, I cannot reconcile to my feelings a silent 
vote on a question interesting to the people of the 
United States generally, and particularly so, to 
that portion of country which I in part repre- 
sent. 

Whatever difference of opinion may prevail 
within these walls as to the. course which ought 
to be adopted towards a nation which under the 
pretence of right has commenced a system of 
warfare and pillage on our commerce, I hope for 
the honor and interest of our country we shall 
finally unite in something. If ina free country 
there is any principle which ought universally to 
be admitted, to enforce which reasoning or dem- 
onstration should ‘be necessary, it is, that every 
class of citizens is equally entitled to protection. 
To secure to man his personal rights, andthe 
fruits of his honest industry, are the two most 
important objects of a free Government. The 
Government unwilling to use for that security 
the means of which it is possessed, does not de- 
serve the support of freemen. Our Constitution, 
makes no discrimination between different classes 
of citizens. nor can we in our legislative capaci- 
ty. The citizen whose capital is vested in a ship 
has an equal right to protection in using for his 
benefit and happiness that ship, with the cultiva- 
tor of the soil in using his plough. To arrest. by 
violence his ship, and confiscate his property, is 
to the merchant the same injury as it would be to 
the farmer to arrest his plough and destroy his 
crop. In each case the citizen must look to the 
community for the removal of every obstruction 
thrown by violence in the way of that perfect 
freedom in the use of his property which consti- 
tutes its value. It is true, and no man will deny 
the correctness of the principle, that every nation 
has a right to abandon any particular commerce 
injurious to its interests or dangerous to its safety. 
This is the natural right of all nations, and par- 
ticularly of free countries, where the- general 
welfare of the community is the supreme law. 
While, however, a commerce remains lawful, the 
citizen embarks in it with the same right to ex- 
pect protection as in any other lawful occupation ; 
for a Government to refuse it, is a violation of 
that fundamental principle in free government: 
that protection on the part of the Government is 
the basis of support on the part. of the citizen. 
If we are unable or unwilling to interpose in be- 
half of our citizens, when their personal rights 
have been invaded—their property captured and 
condemned under principles unknown to the law 
of nations—let us give up the farce of pretend- 
ing to self-government, and go back to the degra- 
ded state of colonies. ; : 

The ground of difference between the United 
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States and Great Britain is too well kaown for 
me to dwell on this part of the subject. It has 
heen: stated on this floor by a gentleman from 
Massachusetts, in terms clear, forcible, and man- 
ly. The-impressment and detention of our sea- 
men isan injury which:has justly excited the in- 
dignation.of the people of America for the last 
ten.years. Every attempt to arrest. by negotia- 
tion.:this: serious injury has failed, and each year 
adds new victims to the roll of impressed sea- 
men. The recent captures of American property 
to the amount of six millions of dollars, under 
doctrines new and manifestly unjust, is a serious 
injury to the individuals and to the community. 
And although Ihave no doubt, as has been elo- 
quently stated on this floor, that American mer- 
chants have in some instances disgraced that 
character by covering the property of the ene- 
mies of Great Britain, I am equally certain that 
theinjury done to bonafide American merchants, 
trading fairly on American capital,are sufficient- 
ly numerous to justify and demand the interposi- 
tion of this Government. 

While, however, I have no doubt as to the 
right of the citizen on the one hand to demand 
protection, and of the duty of the Government 
on the other to extend it to him, I am willing to 
acknowledge all the difficulties of our present 
situation. $ consider it no disgrace to this infant 
nation to say we are not able to meet on the 
ocean a nation—a match on that element for all 
the world combined. I hope the period will never 
arrive when. the substance of the citizen here 
shall be squandered ona navy competent to meet 
on the océan the navy of Great Britain. Separa- 
ted from the rest of the world, at too great a 
distance to fear invasion, possessing a countr 
abounding with productions valuable to the ait 
ferent nations of Europe with whom we have 
commercial relations—if we are not able to meet 
on the ocean Great. Britain or any other Baro- 
pean Power, we can say to them all, respect in 
your intercourse with us the principles of justice, 
or we hold no intercourse with you; if you will 
not traffic with us on principles that are fair, we 
will-neither receive your manufactures, nor send 
to-you our productions, We are now forthe first 
time about to test this principle so important to a 
nation jealous of fleets and armies. Of the vari- 
ous measures of the kind which may be resorted 
to--high discriminating duties—a prohibition of 
certain enumerated articles, a general prohibition, 
and-.as a dernier resort a suspension of all inter- 
course, are the remedies within our reach. It is 
a mere question of convenience and expediency 
to. which of these we shall resort. I should pre- 
fer for myself, as a first step, the mildest. It is 
not, in my opinion, the interest of this nation to 
dissolve at a single blow its commercial connex- 
ion with Great Britain. The commerce, if car- 
ried on, on principles that are fair, is mutually 
advantageous: to the two countries. In Great 
Britain we find the best market for our most val- 
uable productions, and with us she finds the best 
market for her manufactures. ‘To prohibit, at a 
single blow, imports to the amount of thirty-five 


millions of dollars, however injurious it might be 
to the manufacturers of Great Britain, would 
certainly be a serious injury to our own citizens, 
Icannot but hope that a milder measure will 
cause the British Government to respect our 
rights and pursue a course manifestly dictated by 
a regard to its own interest. If, however, Great 
Britain is so lost to her own interest as to perse- 
vere in a system of injustice calculated to deprive 
her of the best market for her manufactures—a 
market daily increasing, with the increasing pop- 
ulation of this infant country—let us.on our part 
proceed with that caution and moderation, which 
shall evince that the course we are determined 
to pursue is founded on principle, and will never 
be abandoned until our wrongs are redressed. I 
am willing to adopt for the present a prohibition 
of enumerated articles; if that shall fail, to pass 
hereafter a total prohibition, and finally, to put 
forth. our whole strength, and say, we hold no fu- 
ture intercourse with you; but dissolve forever 
all commercial relations with a nation, which 
takes for its national law the base principle of 
necessity, and makes itself the exclusive judge of 
that necessity. 

As, however, it will not be in order to argue 
propositions not immediately. under consideration, 
I shall confine my observations to the resolution 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. Iam will- 
ing to consider this resolution, as its friends pro- 
fess it to be, a commercial regulation, and not a 
war measure. Indeed, I should not apprehend 
war with Great Britain, even if it was adopted. 
It is not her interest to add to the number of her 
enemies, and her vessels, numerous as they-are, 
will find sufficient occupation in. guarding her 
own channel, and protecting her own.capital. I 
object to this measure, because I believe that it 
will be-so extremely injurious to the United States 
in its operation that it ought not to be resorted.to 
until milder remedies have failed. In the re- 
marks I shall-make on it, I shall confine myself 
to its probable operation on the revenue of the 
United States, and on that class of citizens for 
whose protection it is principally. designed. 

From the report of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, at present on our table, it appears that the 
imports to this country: from Great Britain and 
its dependencies amount to thirty-five millions 
nine hundred and seventy thousand dollars. We 
derive from imposts on this. commerce a net rev- 
enue of five millions four hundred and thirty-two 
thousand dollars. The whole net revenue.of the 
United States, derived from our commerce with 
all other parts of the world, amounts to. six mil- 
lions one hundred and eighteen thousand dollars. 
This resolution goes to prohibit a commerce from 
which we derive almost one-half of. our net rev- 
enue. The carrying trade which this measure is 
intended to protect, yields a revehue of eight hun- 
dred and fifty thousand dollars; so that for the 
protection of eight hundred and fifty thousand 
dollars, we put at hazard a net revenue of five 
millions four hundred and thirty-two thousand 
dollars. I well know that national honor cannot 
be estimated in dollars and cents. There is no 
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man who feels more forcibly than I do the cor- 
rectness of this principle, or will be more ready 
on all occasions to acknowledge it. Gentlemen, 
however, ought to remember that their remedy is 
a measure of dollars and cents. They profess it 
to be nothing more than a commercial regulation. 
In war, millions must be sacrificed to protect 
thousands; in commercial regulations the risk 
ought to be in some degree proportioned to the 
object. A nation, deliberately forming a com- 
mercial regulation, by which it risks millions to 
protect thousands, manifests more zeal than wis- 
dom ; nothing short of absolute necessity, anda 
failure of every other remedy, ought to induce us 
in our present situation to risk our revenue. We 
have repealed the whole system of internal taxes. 
We have set out with professions of. economy, 
and a determination honestly to meet our public 
debt. This resolution, if adopted, may cause a 
deficiency in our revenue of five millions of dol- 
lars. The permanent revenue of the United States, 
exclusive of the Mediterranean fund, which I 
hope soon to see abolished, amounts to. eleven 
millions five hundred thousand dollars; the per- 
manent expense of the Government amounts to 
eleven millions of dollars; eight millions of dol- 
lars appropriated to. the payment of the debt, and 
three millions to the expenses of the Govern- 
ment, including the Naval and Military Estab- 
lishment. No part of the eight millions can 
ever be diverted from its object, without aban- 
doning the principles which brought us into this 


Government, and as there is no probability of 


our expenses being lessened, the three millions 
may be considered equally permanent, or the 
wheels. of Government must stop. From eleven 
millions five hundred thousand dollars, the amount 
of our present revenue, take five millions four 
hundred and thirty-two thousand dollars, derived 
from imposts from Great Britain and its depend- 
encies, and there remains six millions and sixty- 
eight thousand dollars, which falls short of eleven 
millions of dollars, the permanent expense of the 
Government, five millions nine hundred and 
thirty-nine thousand two hundred dollars. Shall 
we incur this risk, until other measures less inju- 
‘tious in their operation on ourselves. shall have 
failed’? Gentlemen have told us of substitutes for 
British manufactures, and that no great loss will 
be.sustained in our revenue. One gentleman has 
estimated the loss at a million of dollars; another 
at.two millions, and the same gentleman has fur- 
nished us with abundant information as. to the 
Places from whence we may procure a substi- 
tute for British manufactures. On this subject 
everything must be mere conjecture. It is im- 
. possible for.any human being to say what will be 
the effect of this measure on our revenue. No 
man can say what will be the situation of Bu- 
rope six months hence, and particularly of Ger- 
many, from whence we are to derive a part of 
our supplies. I wish not to risk the substance 
for the shadow. I cannot consent to trust the 
revenue of the United States to speculative opin- 
ions, which may be true or false, The gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania who introduced this res- 


olution, talked of a substitute for British manu- 
factures in home-spun; he wished to see the peo- 
ple of this country clad in articles manufactured 
in their own families. There is no man who 
views with more pleasure than I do that species 
of independence to which this kind of industry 
gives birth. I wish not, however, to wear home- 
spun at the expense of a Federal tax upon my 
land. I know what a Federal land tax is, be- 
cause I have paid it, and I remember it, because 
it was the only oppressive tax I ever did pay. If 
this measure shall not produce its effect on the 
British Government, and its operation on our 
revenue be as injurious as there is just cause to 
fear it will be, either we must repeal our own 
law, or adhere to a measure manifestly injurious 
to the United States, and lay a direct tax, or we 
must divert from its object the annual appropria- 
tion for the payment of our debt. Never with 
my vote shall the fund appropriated to the pay- 
ment of the debt be diverted from its object un- 
til the last dollar shall be discharged. Other gen- 
tlemen, I presume, would be as little disposed as 
myself to resort to a direct tax. : 
The risk of revenue however is not the only ob- 
jection I have to this resolution. A total prohibi- 
tion of British manufactures will be extremely in- 
jurious to.our own citizens. It puts down at once 
the occupation and employment of the merchant 
of small capital. In many parts of our country, 
and particularly to the south of this place, com- 
merce is carried on principally on credit. That 
credit is generally in Great Britain. Take awa’ 
the credit and the commerce is gone. It will 
seriously affect too the importing merchant of large 
capital, whose funds are in Great Britain. To 
withdraw his capital, establish new correspondents, 
and give an entire new direction to his commerce, 
would require time, trouble, and expense, and in- 
sure at least one year’s loss in the profits of his 
profession. It would operate least injuriously on 
the merchant whose funds were large, and in this 
country. With his money he might seek a sub- 
stitute for British manufactures in other markets, 
if indeed a substitute can be found. Little or no 
injury would be done to merchants of this descrip- 
tion, while ruin and bankruptcy would, be the fate 
of those deprived, by a general prohibition, of a 
capital depending on credit. I have no data by 
which to calculate the number of our merchants 
embarked in the foreign carrying trade, and of those 
who are only importers. The whole foreign car- 
rying trade of Virginia amounts to three hundred 
and fifty thousand dollars. But a small portion 
of the merchants there of course are interested in 


the foreign carrying trade. To all the importing 


merchants throughout the United States, the adop- 
tion of this measure would bea serious evil. Sup- 
posing one third of the whole number of the mer- 
chants of the United States interested in the foreign 
carrying trade—and this would be a large calcula- 
tion—by the adoption of this measure we sacrifice 
the convenience and interest of two thirds even 
of this class of our citizens. Upon the whole, I 
have no doubt, but that the adoption of this reso- 
lation would be a serious injury to a large major- 
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ity of the merchants of the United States, although 
designed for their protection. 

“What would be the effect on the planter? It 
would cause an immediate advance on all the ar- 
ticlesof first necessity, particularly coarse wool- 
lens, which could not immediately be manufac- 
tured athome. Itis true that during the Revo- 
lutionary war, a substitute was made. We were 
driven to it by necessity, and abandoned it as soon 
as that necessity ceased. While, for all the arti- 
cles of first necessity, a great additional price must 
be paid by the farmer or planter, the value of every 
article of his labor must diminish; his produce be 
sold at a reduced price or left to rot on his hands, 
from the inability of the merchant to purchase. 
This will be the effect on the planter, supposing 
Great Britain will take no contervailing measure. 
If however she is disposed to carry her principle 
to its full extent, she can dispense for a limited 
time with your exports, except the provision and 
lumber necessary for the West Indies, with aslit- 
tle inconvenience as you can with her manufac- 
tures. Of tobacco she has always two crops on 
hand. Of cotton she has probably enough to car- 
ry her through the present war. A prohibition 
of these two articles only would be ruinous to the 
merchants and planters of the Southern country. 
On occasions ah arent national necessity such sac- 
rifices must be met with firmness. The citizen 
who shares the blessings of prosperity, must submit 
‘to sacrifices demanded by the interest and honor 
of his country. While, however, this is the duty 
of the citizen, itis equally the duty of the Govern- 
ment not to require such sacrifices until milder 
measures have failed. Let us test the principle 
how far commercial regulations may be relied on. 
The resolution of the gentleman from Maryland 
is well calculated for this purpose. We know that 
it will affect our revenue to an extent we can per- 
manently bear. It will be less injurious to our 
merchants,asinvolvinga smaller part of their capi- 
tal, and allowing time to give a new direction to 
their commerce. It will enable us hereafter to 
decide with more certainty on the effect of mea- 
sures of this kind on ourselves, and how far they 
may be relied on asan engine to operate on Great 
Britain. On this subject, however, my observa- 
tions shall be suspended until that resolution shall 
be under consideration. 

Mr. Nicnouson said, he had been desirous for 
some days to offer to the Committee his opinions 
on the subject now under consideration; but as 
other gentlemen had manifested a similar dispo- 
sition, he had yielded the floor to them. It was 
now his intention to offer such remarks as ap- 
peared to him pertinent. 

The resolution of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, (Mr. Grece, ) in his opinion, was objection- 
able in all its parts. There was no point of light 
jn which he could view it, in which objections 
did not present themselves. He read and com- 
mented on the preamble; the style of which he 


said he did not like, because, instead of a spirit of 


amity and conciliation, it breathed little less than 
defiance. While we profess to speak the lan- 
guage of peace, we declare to Great Britain, that 


termine me against the whole. 


unless she will meet us at that precise point, 
which we think proper to mark, we will, in the 
words of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, stab 
her in the vitals. While we declare that we ap- 
proach her as friends, yet our style is that of an 
enemy. The olive branch that is held out con- 
ceals a dagger in its boughs. This threatening 
manner he said was not calculated to preserve 
peace in private life, and how could it be expected 
to succeed between nations? Did gentlemen im- 
agine that Great Britain, even surrounded as she 
was by her enemies, was yet so tame as to submit 
to threats? Was the character of her first Min- 
ister so little known, as to induce a belief that he 
would tremble at the rod held over him? No, sir, 
they are not sunk so low; and if we really wish 
for an amicable adjustment of our differences, we 
ought to proceed as friends and not as enemies. 
A mere commercial regulation, he said, might not, 
perhaps, produce war; it was the threat held out 
in the preamble, and the hostility manifested on 
the floor of the House of Representatives, that 
were calculated to wound the national pride of 
Britain, and, therefore, to excite enmity between 
the two countries. 


What does the preamble say? 
We have marked a point from which we will not 


recede, and to which we demand that you shall 
come; if you do not, we strike at your most es- 
sential interests; in the language of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, we will stab youin your 
vitals. Is this the way to conciliate? 
your method of opening a negotiation? Believe 
me, sir, instead of presenting the olive branch, we 
carry a firebrand that will kindle a flame which 


{s this 


we may find it difficult to extinguish. Great 


Britain will feel all this—she will at once ask, is 
it fair, is it manly, is it honorable to threaten 
me now, when I am contending for all that is 
dear to me? Will you insult me in my distress, 
and while you sustain my enemy on one hand, 
with the other endeavour to unnerve the arm 
which you acknowledge is raised in defence of 
its own existence ? . 


If the subsequent parts of the resolution were 
unobjectionable, the preamble itself would de- 
To preserve 
peace, let us proceed to our object in a peaceable 
manner. If, indeed, gentlemen are for war, then 
they are right in advocating this measure. 

From the course of the debate, Mr. N. said, 
one who had not attended to the points in dispute 
(which he feared was too much the case with the 
great body of the people) would really imagine 
that all the commerce of the country was at stake; 
that Great Britain had assumed a principle by 
which the whole of our trade would be involved 
in ruin. Commerce and agriculture had been 
called the handmaids of each other, and high 
eulogies had been pronounced upon the intimate 
connexion subsisting betwee them. No one 
was so blind or so stupid as to deny that, under 
the peculiar circumstances of this country, com- 
merce and agriculture were the mutual assistants 
of each other; but did gentlemen imagine that 
the people were so blind or so stupid as to be- 
lieve that the commerce which was connected 
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with agriculture, was the subject of dispute with 
Great Britain? Did they suppose that they could 
cast a veil over the real points of difference, as to 
produce an impression of thiskind? Ifsuch was 
the hope, he trusted it would be defeated. No} 
man would pretend to assert that Great Britain 
had denied our right to carry the products of our | 
own soil to foreign markets, and to bring home 
jn return such articles as were adapted to the 
necessity, the convenience, or the taste of our own 
people- She did not interfere with the carriage 
of our corn, wheat, tobacco, cotton, provisions, or | 
lumber, to those places where we could meet the 
readiest sale for them; and -had never raised an 
objection to our returning with the products or/ 
manufactures of Europe, or of the Hast or West | 
Indies. It was the carrying trade alone which 
was the subject of difference. A trade so slightly, 
if at all, connected with agriculture, that the.con- 
nexion, such: as it was, did not merit notice in 
discussing the present question. It was that 
trade which carried the products of one foreign 
country to another, which relieved Franee, Spain, 
and Holland, from the pressure of war, by carry- 
ing on.a trade for them which they could no long- 
er carry on for themselves—which carried A 


coffee and sugar of Batavia and the West India 
islands, to the respective mother countries in 
Europe, thereby relieving them from the neces- | 
sity of convoy, and the expense of maintaining. 
large-fleets. This was the trade, he said, upon 
which Great Britain had committed depredations. 
It was.not the home trade, in articles of our own 
produce or:for our own ‘consumption; but-a for- 
eign trade, in foreign articles, for. foreign markets, 
and for foreign use. - It was the colonial trade: 
which France, Spain, and Holland, monopolized 
to themselves in times of peace, but which they 
could not command in time of war, and. had, 
therefore, permitted us to carry it on for their bene- 
fit. It wasa trade, therefore, totally unconnected 
with. agriculture, and enjoyed by a few mer- 
chants only; and it- remained with the Amer- 
, ican people to determine whether, for its protec- 
tion, they would involve the agricultural interest, 
and. the revenues of the country, in those em- 
barrassments which would necessarily ensue, 
upon the adoption of the: measure proposed by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, ‘He flattered 
himself that the people would inquire, and that 
they would not suffer themselves to-be deceived 
by the misrepresentations which had gone abroad. 
The question was deeply interesting to them, and 
he wished them to examine it in all its bearings. 
The resolution, he said, embraced two points; 
the one related to the carrying trade; the other 
to. the impressment of American seamen. The 
latter_had always been a source of great anxiety 
to him.. No man in America had deplored the 
evil more than: he did, and none should be more 
ready to apply the remedy, when an effectual 
remedy could be devised. To him, however, it 
was a matter of no little surprise, that gentleman- 
had so long slept upon.a subject, cn which they 
now appeared to manifest so much:zeal. He him- 
self twice proposed.measures with a view to ob- 
9th Con.—22 


tain redress, but he had not been able to carry them 
through the House. Gentlemen, who now zeal- 
ously volunteered their services, rendered him 
no-assistance then. At the last session he had 
introduced a billon the subject, and such were 
the variety of objections to'it, that it was com- 
mitted and recommitted several times. Difficul- 
ties presented themselves from all quarters; altera- 
tions and amendments innumerable were adopted, 
until finally it was shuffled through the House, . 
in so imperfect a state that it was not worth 
the time which had been spent on it. Strong 
measures were not then the order of the day, nor 
would they be now, if the impressment of Amer- 
ican seamen was the only ground of complaint. 
Great Britain has pursued this practice for ten 
or twelve years past, but these patriotic mer- 
chants, who are now so clamorous, presented you 
with no memorials on the subject. No, sir. It 
is the carrying trade alone, which has covered 
your tables with the memorials of the merchants, 
because their interests are affected, and it is out 
of this that the resolution of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania has grown. Although I do not 
admit the correctness of the principle assumed by 
Great Britain, in relation to the carrying trade, 
yet Iam willing to acknowledge that with me it 
is an object of secondary importance only, when 
compared with the other violaticns of our flag, 
in-the impressment of our seamen. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, is the carrying trade.a 
secondary consideration only ? Because the de- 
predations committed on it, do not affect the per- 
sonal rights of our citizens, nor our trade in our 
own products, or in the products of foreign na- 
tions for our own use ; but all ‘these are affected, 
deeply affected, by the impressment of our seamen. 
It has- been‘said, indeed, that this interruption of 
the carrying trade was peculiarly hostile, because 
it struck at bona fide American property. ` In 
many cases this is true, but in many I believe it 
is not true; for T have no doubt. that much for- 
eign property is covered by our flag. Admit- 
ting; however, that it is always American pro- 
party; ke all seizures of this are not considered 
acts of hostility. Itis conceded by all that the 
direct trade, between the colony and the mother 
country, cannot be-carried on in neutral bottoms. 
If, therefore, a cargo of sugar or coffee were pur- 
chased ata French island, it- would thereby be~ 
come bona fide American property; but by our 
own acknowledgments it could not be carried 
directly to France ; nor, if it was French property, 
could it be carried in our vessels, as, in 1794, we 
surrendered the principle that “free ships make 
free goods.” Seeing then, that we could not carry 
on the direct trade’ between: the colony and the 
mother country, even when the property had be- 
come American by purchase, and that we could 
not cover French property under our flag, a new 
method was invented by our merchants to evade 
these regulations. They went to the West Indies, 
purchased their cargoes there, returned with them 
to this country, and then reshipped'them and car- 
ried them to France, and Spain, and Holland, 
thereby yielding them very important assistance 
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in their warfare against Great Britain. This, Mr. 
N. said, was the new principle against which Great 


| 


and sees that we are determined to sustain her 
enemy against her, and to stab her in her vitals 


Britain contended, and although he was not wil-|she will consider it as cause of war and will 
ling to acknowledge the correctness of her pro- | make war. 


ceedings, yet he was more unwilling to sustain 
our right at the expense of so much injury as 
we should incur by adopting the proposed re- 
solution. Negotiation, he said, ought to be re- 
sorted to; if that failed, then indeed, commercial 
. Yestrictions might be im posed, bubnot such restric- 

‘tions as the gentleman from Pennsylvania and his 
friends advocated. Those, although they might 
wound Britain, would inflict a still deeper wound 
on ourselves. It was known that our Minister at 
the Court of London had the subject under his 
immediate attention, and we had reason to expect 
that he would succeed in an amicable settlement 
of our differences. Mr. King had formerly remon- 
strated against similar practices by British cruisers, 
and the report of the Attorney General of England, 
transmitted by Lord Hawkesbary, fully recognised 
the justice of our pretensions. No treaty, how- 
ever, was made, and until a treaty is entered into, 
regulating all our commercial relations, we can- 
not expect that our trade willbe free from embar- 
rassments. The points in difference now between 
the two Governments, are fair objects of negotia- 
tion. The admissions of Lord Hawkesbury, in 
his correspondence with Mr. King, give us a fair 
claim on the British Government; and I have no 
doubt they will yield, provided the intemperance 
of our language and our conduct does not furnish 
them with a pretext still to resist. 

What, I ask, will be the effect of this resolution 
on Great Britain? She will either disregard it, 
under the conviction that it will operate much 
more injuriously upon ourselves than upon her, 
and that therefore we cannot persist in it ; or, in- 
flamed by the threats contained in it, and by those 
used by its advocates on this fluor, she will con- 
sider it as cause of war. Will it not be gocd 
cause of war, when professing peace, you use the 
language of intimidation, and the mover of the 
measure tells you, he brandishes a dagger in his 
hand with which he means to stab her to the 
vitals? [Mr. Greag said, he did not say so.] Mr. 
N. continued: it may not be found in the gentle- 
man’s speech, but I find it in my notes, and I 
believe they are as correct as those of the steno- 
grapher.. [Mr. Greco explained, and said he did 
not use the word dagger.]. Mr. N. said it was of 
no importance, what the instrument was, whether 
a sword, a dagger, or a knife, if he was to touch 
the vitals. It was a figurative expression, and 
the gentleman might select either of the figures 
which he preferred, He himself had used the 
word dagger, supposing it the most appropriate, 
‘and the most congenial to the gentleman’s own 
mind. (Mr. Greca said he would take some 
other opportunity of explaining.] Mr. N.: The 
gentleman declared the measure was calculated 
to stab Great Britain in her vitals, I appeal to 
the, Committee if such is not their recollection. 
The gentleman himself does not deny it; he only 
says he did not use the word dagger. But if 

reat Britain believes that we can persist in it, 


Are gentlemen prepared, then, to hazard these 
consequences? - Are they ready to go to war for 
the protection of this carrying trade, in which the 
great bulk of the nation have no interest 2 I ven- 
ture to assert that-nineteen-twentieths of the peo- 
ple of this country have no interest whatever in 
the trade for which we are now about to contend. 
One consolation, however, yet remains: let this 
House receive the measure as favorably as they 
may, the people will condemn it, when they feel 
its consequences. We may run headlong into war, 
but we shall not have the trouble of carrying it on, 
The people will supply our places with other rep- 
resentatives: they will not so readily forgive us, 
I trust in God they will not. 

A gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. Crown- 
INSHIELD) thinks the measure will not lead to war; 
but if he believed it would, this would be no ob- 
jection with him tothe resolution—he would still 
vote for it. We can convert our vessels, he says, 
into privateers, and can capture two or three Brit- 
ish vessels for one of our own. that will be lost. 
How, I ask. is this to benefit the farmer or the 
planter? What proportion of these profits is to 
go into their pockets? The gentleman may vest 
his capital in privateers, and may make a fortune. 
Here, sir, he plays the merchant again. What- 
ever the effect may be on the great body of the 
people, he is Shylock still. The nation may bleed 
at every pore, but he will have his pound of flesh. 
This privateering business, however, will not do. 
Great Britain has eight hundred ships-of-war, and 
it ought to be remembered that she can fit out as 
many privateers as we can. But, sir, the idea of 
our meeting Great Britain on the ocean is too 
ludicrous to be repelled by serious argument. My 
friend from Virginia has given the best answer to 
it, in his prescription of a straight-waistcoat, a 
dark room, depletion, and water-gruel. It is just 
as absurd as to talk of fitting out a privateer to 
fight a seventy-four. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts has another 
measure in reserve to wound Britain. He tells 
us we must confiscate the public debt. This is a 
strange doctrine for men who talk so much of na- 
tional honor. Ihavealways believed it most hon- 
orable to pay our debts, instead of swindling our 
creditors. My determination, however, has long 
since been taken on this point. Iwill never con- 
sent to lay my hands upon the publie debt, but for 
the purpose of fairly extinguishing it. Let our 
conflict with Great Britain proceed to what length 
it may, I will never lend my aid to defraud ber 
subjects of that debt, for the payment of which 
tbe national faith is solemnly pledged. The na- 
tion may do it, but if it be once done, the viola- 
tions of the national honor, which are now so 
loudly complained of, will weigh but an atom in 
the scale, when compared with the blow you your- 
selves will level at your own honor. You will 
set yourselves up as a rare and-modern example 
of the Punica fides, for you will so effectually blast 
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a resolution somewhat similar to the present was 
then adopted, and had well nigh passed into a law, 
we are called upon to sanction that which is now 
before us. But will gentlemen undertake to say 
that our situation at this time will justify such 
measures as were adopted then? Will they pre- 
tend that we have now the same grounds for hos- 
tility against Britain, or that the two periods can 
be compared with each other? What was our 
situation in 1793 and 17942 We had made a 
treaty in the year 1783 with Great Britain. Ten 
years after, some of its most important stipulations 
on her part were unfulfilled. She had pledged 
herself to restore to our citizensan immenseamount 
of property which had been taken from them. She 
had engaged to put us in possession of the west- 
ern posts. With neither of these engagements 
had she then complied. Year after year she was 
active in kindling a destructive war upon our fron- 
tier, and had let loose the savages of the wilder- 
mess upon our peaceable citizens. The Algerines 
too were, at the instigation of Britain, committing 
depredajions on our commerce; and, in addition 
to all this, she directed a blow at our trade, more 
injurious than that which is now complained of: 
for she ordered her cruisers to capture all vessels 
Jaden with provisions going to the French colo- 
nies, or returning from them with the products of 
those colonies on board. Then it was that the 
measure alluded to was adopted by one branch of 
the Legislature, and it is most certain that we had 
cause enough to go to war. But is our situation 
atall similar now? Have we any of those out- 
rages to complain of at this time? Not one. A 
part of our trade, it is true, is affected, but it is that 
part which is the least interesting to the nation. 
‘When I say this, I trust it will not be believed 
that I am willing to abandon it, or that I mean to 
palliate the conduct of Great Britain. My only 
object is to show, that, for this carrying trade, we 
ought not to bring upon ourselves the calamities 
of war, nor to pursue a line of conduct, which, 
though it may affect Great Britain, will operate 
much more injuriously upon our own country. 
It is said, however, that the measure will not 
lead to war. This I am willing to grant, for ar- 
ument’s sake. Let us, then, take it in the most 
avorable point of view in which jt can be pre- 
sented. and inquire into its consequences. 
Suppose Britain does not consider it a cause 
of war, but that, nevertheless, instead of relax- 
ing in her system, she should obstinately persist 
init. Gentlemen seem to have looked at only one 
side of the question, and appear to have forgotten 
that every question has two sides to it. In their 
anxiety to injure Britain, they have aot attended 
to the effects which their proposition is caleulated 
to produce at home. Should she persist, in what 
manner are we to be affected by the proposed 
measure? Let us see how it is to operate on the 
revenue. And here it would be well to remind 
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is derived from the duty paid on the importation 
of foreign merchandise, and that this duiy annu- 
ally amounts to eleven millions eight hundred and 

fifty thousand dollars. 
Our imports from Great Britain amount annually 
to = - = = + =$27,400,000 
British East Indies to ` - 


From the 3,500,000 
From the British West Indies to .- 4,570,000 

From New Brunswick, Nova Scotia, 
and Canada, to - - - =< 540,000 
Making in the whole - = $36,010,000 

It is uncertain how much is exported, 
but say- - - - - - 6,010,000 
Leaving for importations - = - $30,000,000 


The revenue on which, as appears by the report 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, amounts to five 
millions four hundred and thirty-two thousand dol- 
lars, or very little less than one-half of our whole 
revenue derived from imports. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. Greca) 
thought he had gained an immense triumph, in 
showing that I had been guilty of an error in stat- 
ing the average duty on importations from Britain 
at twenty per cent., which he says is not more 
than fourteen percent. It ought to be remem- 
bered that I did not pretend to speak with accu- 
racy; for when I made a few observations prefac- 
ing a resolution which I submitted some time since 
[had no documents from which a calculation could 
be made. I supposed that the importations from 
Britain might amount to twenty-five millions of 
dollars, and, taking the average duty at twenty 
per cent., said five millions of revenue would be 
affected. Does, however, the detection of the error 
change the result? It does not; for it appears, 
by the report of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
that the revenue derived from this source is five 
millions four hundred and thirty-two thousand dol- 
lars, which is more than I stated it at. Is all this, 
theu,to be put to hazard? Are we to cast it upan 
the ocean of uncertainty, without helm or chart? 
And for what? To protect that trade from which 
the revenue is derived? No, sir. To protect that 
trade which carries our own products to market. 
and brings home in return the articles of our con- 
sumption? No, sir; but to protect a trade inter- 
esting only to a few merchants, and, [ repeat. it 
again, totally uninteresting to more than nineteen- 
twentieths of the people of this country. Gentle- 
men ask, Will you not assist the merchant in 
recovering his property? E answer, Yes, most. 
willingly, but not at this expense. I will not com- 
mit to chance nearly one-half of the revenue of 
the nation, which we have already pledged for the 
fair and honorable discharge of the public debt. 
Sir, when I said,some days ago, that five millions 
of the revenue would be affected by this measure, 
I was understood by some to bave stated that it 
would be diminished to the amount of five mil- 
lionas. This, however, was not my statement; for 
1 well knew that it was uot in the power of hu- 
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man ingenuity to calculate the extent to which it 
would be affected. But, by prohibiting the im- 
portation of goods from the only country that could 
furnish all of them, you would thereby hazard the 


whole revenue derived from them, and a part of ; 
What amount would: 
be lost, I did not pretend to say; Ido not now: 
pretend to say; itis beyond my reach; but that | 


it would certainly be lost. 


a-considerable amount would be lost, seemed to be 


admitted by everybody, except the gentleman ` 


from Massachusetts, who said we should not lose 
a dollar, 

[Mr. CROWNINSHIELD explained, by observing 
that he had said the measure would not, in his 
opinion, affect the revenue beyond a million of 
dollars, and the gentleman had now reduced it to 
one dollar.] 

Sir,said Mr. Nicuouson, the gentleman declared, 
when he was addressing you on the resolution, that 
he had before stated he did not believe the reve- 
nue would be diminished one million of dollars, 
but that he had since thought it would not be di- 
minished a single dollar. He now goes back, how- 
ever, to his million, and this is the difficulty which 
constantly presents itself. None of us can tell how 
much the revenue will be diminished, though every 
one acknowledges to a very great extent. My fear 
is, that the loss will be equal, at least, to two or 
three millions. How strange are the arguments 
offered tous! One gentleman tells you you ought 
to protect commerce, because we derive our rev- 
enue from it; and yet, in the same moment, he 
advocates a measure which he admits is to destroy 
a large amount of that very revenue he is so 
desirous of protecting. Another calls on you to 
protect the revenue, and warns you against direct 
taxes, whilst his favorite measure (by destroying 
a considerable amount of revenue) renders direct 
taxes necessary. I warn those gentlemen, in my 
turn, against direct taxes. Let them take care 
that they do not, by agreeing to this resolution, 
compel the nation to resort to those taxes, which 
they say was the rock upon which the former Ad- 
ministration split, Let them remember that the 
direct tax for two millions of dollars only, which 
was laid eight years ago, is not yet received into 
the Treasury. Will they, by adopting this meas- 
ure, and thereby reducing the revenue, drive us 
into excise duties as a substitute? They ought to 
recollect that this, too, was once a favorite scheme 
of raising revenue, though not a very fortunate or 
& very popular one, as some gentlemen on the other 
side of the House can testify. I believe, sir, that 
they at least will not be very willing to burn their 
fingers with ita second. time. They have their 
experience on this point. But, when gentlemen 
call upon us to agree with them ina measure which 
they admit will considerably diminish the reve- 
nue, (though they cannot calculate the extent,) 
why do they not tell us what they intend to pro- 
pose as a substitute? [want to see their ways 
and means for supplying the deficiency. Until 
they show us these, I, for one, will not consent to, 
cut off our present resources. Are we to borrow ? 
It will not do, Mr. Chairman, to talk of borrow- 
ing and of confiscation in the same breath. We 


tain we get her manufactures in exchange for 
our produce, and it is said that we can procure 
the same articles from other countries; this is 
admitted for argumen?’ sake; but those other coups 
tries will not purchase our domestic produce, they 
do not want it; it must therefore still go to Great 
Britain, and her colonies, if, indeed, they will re- 
ceive it; and it must there be sold. What then’ 
will be the state of thecase? We shall annually 
have in England, for produce sold. there, and. fop. 
bills of exchange drawn by the colonies, more 
than twenty millions of dollars; this sum must 


‘be sent to the continent of Europe, to pay for the 


goods we purchase there. I now, therefore, as 
gentlemen if they have calculated the effects of, 
forcing this large sum out of its natural, or rather 
out of its habitual channel? Have they calcula: 
ted the effect to be produced on. exchange, by, 
sending annually from England more than twenty 
millions of dollars, over and above the customary, 
remittances? Let them look to a late occurrence. 
a considerable sum of money was lately to be.re= 
mitted from England, to pay the British troops on 
the continent, and it was necessarily done by. bills 
of exchange. It was, as ours will be, a transac- 


‘tion out of the ordinary course; and Lam well 


informed that it had the immediate effect to raise. 
the rate of exchange fifteen per cent. The State 
of Maryland, within the last year, had three hun- 
dred thousand dollars in England to be be remit- 


| ted to this country, and even for this small amount 
the State was obliged to pay one per cent. above 


par. Am I not, then, fully warranted in saying, 
that when the American merchants will annually 
have in England more than twelve millions of 
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dollars, to be remitted to the continent, to be forced 
out of its ordinary course, into new and extraor- 
diñary channels, that it will raise the price of ex- 
change, at least, from six to ten per cent., and that, 
therefore, an annual loss will be incurred, from 
twelve hundred thousand to two millions of dol- 
lars? This loss will not fall upon those who con- 
sume your produce in England, nor I believe upon 
your own merchants who buy it here; for, when 
they are making their purchases here, they will 
calculate the losses they are to sustain abroad, and 
these will be considered in the prices which they 
will pay; the necessary consequence therefore is, 
that the price of American produce must sink in 
proportion to this great loss, and that the loss will, 
of course, fall upon American agriculture. 

Again, sir, as to the effect upon the market for 
American produce. We send to England and her 
colonies large quantities of our native productions; 
I will instance cotton alone. In 1805, we exported 
tö England 25,770,000 pounds of cotton, valued at 
$6,184,979; in 1805, it would be stili more, be- 
__eause in 1804, we exported to Liverpool, 78,253 
bales, and in the three first quarters of the year 
1805, the export to Liverpool was 93,614 bales; 
thus, it appears that England is a great and in- 
creasing market for our cotton. We import from 
England all the cotton goods we use, except the 
white and stained cottons which come from the 
East Indies. By diminishing the importation of 
these fabrics, we of course diminish the demand 
for our cwn cotton; for nothing is more clear, 
than that as soon as we. refuse to import her cot- 
ton ‘manufactures, she must reftise to buy of us 
the raw material out of which they are made. 
The consequence will be a reduction in the price 
of our cotton, to the amount, probably of fifty or 
oie hundred. per cent. With some, however, 
this reduction in the price ray not be very objec- 
tidnable; I mean with those merchants, who are 
trading to India with large capitals, and who tell 
you they can furnish us with cotton goods from 
thence. For these men say as soon as cotton can 
be bought in this country at twelve and an half 
or’ fifteen cents per pound, it will become a good 
export to India as a substitute for money. Now, 
however agreeable it may be, to these merchants 
to increase their fortunes, by reducing the price of 
cdtton, I imagine it will not be very favorably 
considered by the planters of the Southern States, 
who send their cotton to England, and sellit from 
twenty-five to sixty cents. This is one of the ef- 
fécts to be produced on the Southern States, and 
the gentleman from Georgia considers them more 
interested in this measure than the others. This 
may be true, but I mean to show that the Middle 
States are very much interested in it likewise. I 
do ‘not intend to notice the tobacco of Maryland, 
Virginia, and North Carolina, although in this 
article we export to England, from two and an 
half, to four and an half millions of dollars an- 
nually. We export to the British West Indies, 
in flour, corn meal, other provisions, and lumber, 
abnually, about six millions and fifty thousand dol- 
lars. We receive in return rum, sugar, and coffee, 
tothe amount of four‘and an half millions of dol- 


lars; the remainder partly in specie, but’principally 
in bills of exchange on England. If we refuse to 
take these four millions and an half, in the pro- 
ducts of these islands, can the West Indian planter 
purchase our articles at as high a price as he now 
pays for them? Certainly not, and the inevita- 
ble effect will be to reduce the value of all those 
products which are the growth of the Middle 
States. ‘In fact, it may be said generally, that 
when you prohibit the importation into this coun- 
try of all articles of the growth, produce, or manu- 
facture of Great Britain, you thereby diminish 
their ability to purchase the products of our own 
country, for which Great Britain furnishes a. 
greater market than all the rest of the world be- 
sides. The more extensive the prohibition, the © 
more extensive the injury to ourselves. eee: 

I have examined the resolution of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, under three different 
views: First. That the manner in which it is 
expressed, together with the language of those 
who supported it, would be calculated to produce 
war. Secondly. That, by adopting it, we should 
hazard nearly one-half of our revenue, a‘consid- 
erable part of which would be lost. And thirdly. 
That if neither of these effects were produced, the 
necessary consequence would be a vast diminu- 
tion in the value of our own products, which 
would fall upon the agricultural part of the com- 
munity alone. À 

I must now be permitted to recur again to the 
second point, for the purpose of showing that we 
cannot be supplied with many important articles 
from other nations, which we get from Great 
Britain, and, of course, that the whole of the rev- 
enue collected from these, will be sunk to the 
United States. Iam aware, Mr. Chairman, of the 
difficulty of proving 4 negative—it can only be 
done by examining the positions held by your ad- 
versaries, and by showing the weakness of their 
arguments. And here I may be permitted to ex- 
press a wish, that gentleman who say we ean be 
supplied from other countries, had offered us, iù- 
stead of their opinions, some proofs, some author- 
ities. But we have had none. Since I offered a 
resolution, some days ago, for a partial prohibition 
only, | have been assailed by anonymous letters 
and anonymous writers in newspapers, attempting 
“to prove that the ground which I then took was 
not tenable; and, Í am sorry to say, that I have 
found more argument in them than I have heard 
on this floor. 

My position, when I submitted the resoltition 
for a partial prohibition, was, that our revenue was 
derived from imposts; that nearly one-half of it 
arose from the articles imported from Great Brit- 
ain, and that with a great proportion (in amount) 
of these we could not be supplied by other nations. 
This position I still maintain, and will endeavor 
to prove it by the documents now onthe table. 

From the documents, it appears that, although 
we exported to Great Britain and Ireland, in the 
year 1804, of our domestic produce, only $11,787,- . 
000, yet that we imported from these two places, 
in goods paying the ad valorem duty, more than 
double that sum, embracing with inconsiderable 
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exceptions, all the woollen, cotton, linen, silk, 
metal, earthen, glass, and paper manufactures, and 
amounting to about 26,000,000 of dollars. In 
that year we imported from all the world (includ- 
ing Britain and Irelfind) in the same kind of goods 
paying the ad valorem duty $33,772.125 
From Great Britain and Ireland - 26,000,000 


Leaying this as the amount of imports 
from all other parts of the world - 7,772,125 


In the same year we exported to all 
‘Europe, including Great Britain 


and Ireland, of domestic produce - 23,085,000 
Of this we sent to Britain and Ire- 
` land - -= - - -= - 


11.787.000 


Leaving for the export to the 
` nent of Europe - i 
Supposing the merchant to have gain- 
ed for his freight, insurance, risk, 
&c., only thirty-three and a third per 
cent, and I believe it is more fre- 


conti- 


11,298,000 


quently fifty per cent., you must add 3,766,110 
Leaving this sum on the continent of 

Europe at the disposal of our mer- 

chants - - - - - - 15,064,110 


Of these fifteen millions of dollars, about one- 
half are sent to England by means of bills of 
exchange, to pay for those goods which we get 
from thence. Now, is it not fair reason, if the 
goods which we get from Britain and Ireland 
could be purchased on the continent, that our 
merchants would supply themselves there, where 
the money is, rather than be at the trouble, ex- 
pense, and risk. of remitting it to England? If 
coarse woollen cloths, for instance, are to be had 
from Germany, why are they not brought to us? 
And is it not an incontestable fact that we import 
none of them? It is, sir; at least, such is the in- 
formation which I have obtained from mercan- 
tile men of the first respectability, both on this 
floor, and in the large trading towns of the United 
States. In fact, the information which I have 
received from them, gives the same result as to 
woollen, cotton, metal, and earthen manufactures. 
It appears impossible that we could be supplied 
from the continent of Europe with these articles, 
when we could sell our own products at better 
prices, and obtain these goods on better terms, by 
exchanging the one for the other in the same 
market. The truth is, that we get none of them. 
And why? Not because we have not money on 
the continent to purchase with, but because they 
are not to be had there. 

I offer this as a general argument to meet the 
assertions of those gentlemen, who say that we 
can be supplied elsewhere than from Britain. 

It has more than once been alleged, that we 
can getfrom Germany all the coarse woollen cloths 
that we require,and Saxony in particular has been 
mentioned as being ¢apable of furnishing a large 
supply. I hold in my hand a newspaper contain- 
ing an extract from a German periodical work. 


This extract has been published for the purpose 
of showing that some statements heretofore made 
by me, relative to the German manufactures, were 
imperfect. I do not know that it is quite prudent 
to notice in the House, attacks made upon us in 
the newspapers, but as there is nothing personal 
in this, aud it is said to contain historical facts, 
published at this moment for information, I will 
venture to examine it. What I shall read will be 
the extracts from the German work. It states 
that the “ Electorate of Saxony has about two mil- 
‘lions of inhabitants. It contains eighty-nine 
‘large and small towns, the inhabitants of which 
‘ principally subsist by the manufacture of wool. 
‘ The number of persons employed in the woollen 
‘manufactures are calculated at eighty-five thou- 
€ sand.” 

As Saxony has been selected, the presumption 
is that itis one of the most considerable manu- 
facturing States in Germany, and as a fact of 
very great importance, it is stated that eighty-five 
thousand of its inhabitants are employed in manu- 
facturing wool. Supposing the same proportion 
to exist throughout all Germany, between the 
whole population, and that part of it engaged in 
the manufacture of wool, it follows that less than 
one twentieth part are concerned in this branch. 
How then can the woollen manufactures in Ger- 
many bear a comparison with those of England ? 

The counties in England in which the manu- 
facture of wool is most extensively carried on, 
are Lancaster, York, Wilts, Gloucester, Somerset, 
Essex, and Devonshire ; and I learn from a work of 
very high authority, Postlethwayt’s Universal. 
Dictionary of Trade and Commerce, that in the 
parish of Halifax only, in Yorkshire, there are 
upwards of one hundred thousand persons em- 
ployed in the manufacture of kerseys alone. If 
then in a single parish this great number of per- 
sons are engaged. in manufacturing one species 
only of coarse cloths, what number may we im- 
agine are employed in the woollen manufacture 
throughout England? I find from the same au- 
thority that not less than one million are engaged 
in the manufacture of fine cloths only, and as 
those of a coarser kind are more extensively used, 
I think it fair to calculate that two millions, at 
least, of the people of England are employed in 
the manufacture of woollen cloths. This is equal 
to one-fourth of their whole population. What 
then is the consequence? It is this—that in 
England where one-fourth of the people carry on 
the manufacture of wool, they can, not only sup- 
ply their population of eight millions, but also 
have large quantities for exportation; while in 
Germany, where it is carried on by a twentieth 
part only, it is scarcely possible that they can ex- 
port any, after supplying their own population of 
about twenty-six millions. Ido not believe, how-. 
ever, that they do even supply their own popu- 
lation, and I think this is proved by an extract 
from the same German work, that I have just read 
from. “The British manufacturers (says this 
t German author) consider the Saxons as danger- 
‘ous rivals. British agents, by making large pur- 
‘ chases in shearing, raised the price of fine wool 
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‘in Saxony, in 1804, 19 per cent, and of the coar- 


‘ser kinds between 60 and 70 per cent. They 


‘endeavored to ruin the Saxon manufacturers, 


t and almost succeeded. When the coarsest wool 


t cost from four to five rix dollars, a piece of coarse 
Now the 
‘same wool costs, by reason of British purchases 
t chiefly, 8 to 9 dollars; the price of cloth ought 
t therefore, to be 30 rix dollars, but importations 
t from England keep it at 16 to 18 rix dollars.” 
What then are the facts disclosed in this extract 2 
They are these, (and I consider them as deciding 


‘ cloth was sold at 13 to 14 rix dollars. 


the question, as to the supply of cloths to be drawn 


from Germany,) that the British manufacturers 
can go into Saxony, purchase up the Saxon wool, 


carry it to England, manufacture it into cloth, 
return with it again to Saxony, pay the duties with 
double insurance and double freight, and after all, 
can undersell the Saxon manufacturer in his own 
market. Again, sir, Postlethwayt, in his valu- 


able work, says, that in Leipsic, one of the pria- 


cipal cities of Saxony, and certainly among the 
most commercial in Germany, at their fairs, which 
are held twice or three times a year, an immense 
trade is carried on in English cloths. In addition 
to this, I will state further, that a most respectable 
German house to whom I applied by letter, say 
in their answer, “from the best information, we 
ean collect, we learn that the coarse cloths which 
tare made in Germany, are generally of an indif- 
‘t ferent quality, and not faithfully manufactured.” 
Can it then be said, after a knowledge of these 
facts, that we can be supplied from Germany with 
those coarse cloths which we now get from Eng- 
land? The finer ones I believe may be had from 
‘France and Holland, but not those of a coarser 
kind. 

Gentlemen speak of this resolution as going 
merely to a prohibition of luxuries; these I shall 
be willing to surrender as soon as any man. But. 
sir, the luxury of a substantial cloth coat in a cold 
winters day, ora warm woollen blanket in a cold 
winter’s night, I do not wish to see denied 
to the people of this country. As to woollen 
blankets, they manufacture none in Germany, 
except those which are called horse blankets. 
Those for household use, are all made. of cotton, 
and how readily our habits can be accommodated 
to these, I am not prepared to say. 

I have thus endeavored to show, with what suc- 
cess the Committee must determine, that, by 
adopting this resolution, we hazard a war; that 
the course of commerce will be materially, sud- 
denly, and, therefore, injuriously changed; that 
inasmuch as we cannot procure from other coun- 
tries many important articles with which Britain 
supplies us, the revenue will be much diminished ; 
and that the value of our own products will be 
lessened to an incalculable ammount. Having been 
a considerable time on the floor, I feel extremely 
exhausted, and will, therefore, close my remarks, 
although it was my wish to have said much 
more on this subject; particularly to point out 
the different effects to be produced by the adop- 
tion of the measure now under discussion, and 
that- which was submitted by myself. To my 


own proposition, however, I am not exclusively 
attached. Ihave thought and do still think it the 
best which has been proposed. This I trust will 
he the opinion of the House. Believing the con- 
duct of Great Britain towards this country not to 
be justified, I am willing to unite in such mea- 
sures as may induce her to do us justice.. But I 
will not go to the extent proposed in this resolu- 
tion, because I am persuaded it will operate much 
more injuriously upon ourselves, than upon those 
whom we intend to affect by it. 

Mr. Macon.—Mr. Chairman, I feel myself 
bound by the call which has been made by three: 
gentlemen from Pennsylvania, (Messrs. GREGG, 
SMILIE, and Finpiey.) with whom I have long 
been in the habit of friendship, a friendship on 
my part sincere, to state the reasons which will 
govern my conduct on this occasion ; whether they 
may be satisfactory to others or not, they are per- 
fectly so tome. That a difference of opinion sub- 
sists between the members with regard to the 
measures best adapted to the present crisis of our 
affairs, is evident from the number of resolutions 
on your table. An attempt has been made to 
liken this resolution to one agreed to in 1793 ; but 
are they alike? Ithink not. That was general, 
and operated alike on every part of the Union, 
while this, in my opinion, is special, and will only 
operate on one -part of the Union; and this par- 
tial operation will be severely felt by that section: 
of the country which I in part represent. Be- 
sides this clear difference in the two resolutions, 
will not all the three gentlemen agree that there 
isa great and striking difference in our affairs 
with Great Britain—in 1793 and now? Her mo- 
tives may be as unfriendly now as then; but I 
speak of facts known to all, not of motives; she 
then held the western posts, she then detained an 
immense property belonging to the Southern peo- 
ple, both in violation of the Treaty of Peace. 
She then instigated the Indians to war on the 
frontiers, and then, as at this time, impressed our 
sailors and captured our vessels ; besides, the Uni- 
ted States had not then relinquished the princi- 
ple, that free ships should make free goods. In 
relinquishing this principle, they, in a great meas- 
ure lost sight of the carrying trade, by peaceable 
means; but, if gentlemen wish to turn to Europe, 
they will find that, in 1793, the treaties of Pavia 
and Pilnitz were in force. Let the facts which I 
have stated be compared with those of the present 
day, and all must confess that there is a very con- 
siderable difference. I have said this much. to 
show that there is no analogy in the facts of the 
present time and those of 1793, and that there is 
no change of opinion in me. lE however, I am 
mistaken, it is an honest mistake. . 

This nation, in my opinion, must take her- 
choice of two alternatives; to be happy and con- 
tented, without war, and without internal taxes; 
or to be warlike and glorious, abounding with 
what is called honor and dignity, or in other words 
taxes and blood. If it be the first, the people will 
continue to enjoy that which they have hitherto 
enjoyed—more privileges than has fallen to the 


‘lot of any nation with whose history we are ac- 
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quainted; they will, as. they have done, live plen- 
tifally on their farms, and such as choose, will 
carry on a fair trade, by exchanging our surplus 
productions for such. foreign articles as we may 
want. If we take the other ground we shail, I 
fear,. pursue the same career, which has nearly, or 
uite ruined .all the other nations of the globe. 
200k at the. people of England, legally free, but 
half.their time fighting for the honor and dignity 
of the. Crown, and the carrying : trade, and see 
whether they have gained anything by all. their 
battles for the nation except taxes, and these they 
have in the greatest abundance. Look also at 
France, before the Revolution, and we shall see a 
people possessing a fertile country and fine celi- 
mate, having the honor to fight, and be taxed as 
much as they could bear, for the glory and dig- 
nity of the grand monarque. Let us turn from 
these two great nations, and view Switzerland 
during the same period; though not powerful 
like the others, we shall: see the people free and 
happy without wars, contented at home, because 
they had enough to live comfortably on, and not 
overtaxed.. The history of these three nations 
ought to convince us that public force and lib- 
erty cannot dwell in the same country. 

I, mean not to impute improper motives to any 
one, nor to examine the Journal after changes, 
though Lam perfectly willing to have it thumbed 
over,.from the day l took a seat in the House to 
the. present, after my name; and if, on examina- 
tion, it shall appear that I have changed my poli- 
tical principles, or have not uniformly adhered to 
them, Iam willing to bear the name of a politi- 
cal hypocrite. E have formerly been, on very 
great questions, in very small minorities; on a 
most important question, in a minority not suffi- 
cient to command the yeas and nays. I will say 
no more on this subject ; nothing can be more 
disagreeable than to talk about one’s self, and 
nothing could justify it but the call which has 
been made; perhaps I have already said too much 
on. it, but it was impossible to say less. 

The A with. Great Britain is most un- 
questionab i for the carrying trade ; a trade which 
is.less beneficial to the nation.than any other, and 
a trade.which has produced most of our disputes. 
with foreign nations, and it is the only trade that 
requires expensive protection. Will any one con- 
tend that this trade is half as important as the 
coasting trade? This cannot and will not be con- 
tended, for every one knows that the coasting is 
the best trade. It not only exchanges the pro- 
ducts of one part of the nation for those of an- 
other, but it also tends, by making us better ac- 
quainted with each other, to connect us more in- 
timately, and to make every part harmonize for 
the public good.. The trade which I consider the 
next best for a nation to carry on, is the direct 
trade for home consumption, by which the sur- 
plus produce of one country is exchanged for that 
of another; and in this, as in every branch of 
trade, this great rule will be adhered to—buy 
cheap and sell dear if you ean. With the coast- 
ing and direct trade agriculture is more nearly 
connected than with any other. But a nation 


may be agricultural without being commercial: 
The Swiss cantons and Milan were of this de- 
scription, and it may be remarked that Milan is 
the most populous country in Europe. China js 
said to be of the same character; but, as little is 
known of that country, I shall not quote it to:es- 
tablish a fact which is clearly established by the 
other. two. A country may also be commercial 
without being highly agricultural, as was the case 
with Venice and some other European Powers. 
But let us pursue that system which our own- ex: 
perience has proved to be the best for the United 
States; for, since the adoption of the present. Con- 
stitution, and before this day, we have had trying 
times. It. will be remembered, that during the 
French Revolution, we had complaints against 
France. Her Government issued orders of which 
we justly complained; one of them, I believe; 
declared all the productions and manufactures:of 
Great Britain to be contraband of war; this; if 


‘executed, would have nearly cut off all communi= 


cation with a nation with whom we carried on 
the greatest trade. What did we then do? “We 
sent Ministers to France, with two of whom. she 
refused to have any intercourse, but pretended ‘to 
be willing to negotiate with the other. All the 
Ministers finally returned home, and we took: half 
way measures against her, which are the worst of 
all measures, and which produced a sort of ‘half 
war, which Í believe injured us more than her 


‘for besides the actual expense, which may be esti- 


mated at not less than $10,000,000, it nearly ruined 


the agricultural people by reducing the price:of 


produce; flour it reduced from twelve and fours 
teen dollars per barrel to six; and tobaeco, from 
ten and twelve dollars per hundred to three; and 


it had no doubt the same effect on other arti- 


cles of exportation. And how were we relieved 
from these evils? We again sent Ministers, who 
were received, and they madea treaty. Besides 
what has been before stated of the conduct of 
Great Britain, it will not be forgotten that she 
declared all France in a state of blockade, and 
this order would have cut off all commercial in- 
tercourse with her, who then wanted much of our 
produce. To Great ‘Britain, also, a Minister was 
sent, and he made a treaty. I am now desirous 
that the same steps should: be pursued before we 
adopt decisive measures. We once laid an em- 
bargo, of which we tired. This shows the neces- 
sity of acting cautiously, and of taking no meas- 
ures which we cannot adhere to. All the gentle- 
men who have supported the resolution now un- 
der consideration, have expressed doubts whether 
it would produce greater effects on Britain or 
ourselves. This is surely doubting its policy, and 
if its policy be doubted by its friends, what ought 
to be the result of our inquiries, especially when 
it is believed that its adoption will materially in- 
jue one part of the country, and that part entire- 
y agricultural? Does the public good, about 
which we have heard so much, require that.a 
measure which its friends seem to think of doubt- 
ful policy, ought to be adopted, when none can 


doubt but it will injure, if not sacrifice, the real 
‘interest of a part of the community? Examine 
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the report of the Secretary of the Treasury, and | 
it will, at one glance, show from what quarter the 
great export is made to Great Britain; cut off the 
import, and you will lessen the price of the ex- 
port, if it shall be exported. But we are told that 
we are bound to protect commerce, meaning, I 
suppose, that this- resolution must be adopted. 
Then if we are really bound, and there is no dis- 
eretion, nothing of expediency, there is no occa- 
sion for this investigation. But gentlemen well 
know, that on every question, discretion may and 
will be exercised. But have we really done noth- 
ing for commerce and navigation? On this sab- 
ject I can confidently appeal to those most inter- 
ested. What, since the adoption of the present 
Constitution, has made this the second commer- 
cial nation in the world? Before that we had 
but little claim to the character of a commercial 
people. Has not the protecting duties on the ton- 
nage of foreign vessels, and on goods imported in 
them, produced the effect? They have secured 
to our vessels the carrying our own productions, 
which encourages navigation in proportion to 
their bulk. Let gentlemen inquire the number of 
cargoes which tobacco and cotton alone furnish 
the American vessels. Besides this encourage- 
ment given to navigation, has not a law been 
passed to favor the fisheries, and thereby to form 
sailors for the use of the merchant service? It 
may be right here to observe that I neither ap- 
proved nor voted for that law, but no attempt has 
ever been made to repeal it. This is the encour- 
agement by which, during a time of peace, we 
have become the second commercial nation in the 
world, and this.too in the short space of time.since 
the adoption of the present Constitution—say, if 
you please, since the 3d of March, 1789. One 
consequence, a little curious, is produced by this 
encouragement, which is this: When Europe is 
at peace, the protecting duties prevent any com- 
petition by foreign vessels to carry our produc- 
tions, and when at war, so many of our vessels 
earry for the belligerent nations, that freight is 
nearly as high with us as it is with them, so that 
what the agricultural people pay in time-of peace 
to encourage, they lose the benefit of when Bu- 
rope is at war, and when it is most wanted. 
Among the. arguments urged to show the effect 
of this measure on Great ‘Britain, one is that it 
will insure us a powerful aid in that country; 
that the British merchants and manufacturers, 
whose interest will be seriously affected, will give 
you all their assistance. This argument has been 
completely answered by a gentleman from Geor- 
gia, (Mr. Karty.) But if gentlemen really calcu- 
late to make friends.on the other side of the water, 
it seems to me that a different plan would pro- 
duce more effect. Cut off all intercourse between 
them and us, and adhere to the plan long enough, 
aod you will find the merchants and manufactu- 
rers of England, joined by all the inhabitants of 
the West Indies, to have the intercourse opened. 
The Assembly of Jamaica have acknowledged 
that they cannot, get. supplies in plenty except 
from the United States; but this plan would op- 
erate as much on beef, pork, fish, and flour, as on 


tobacco or cotton. But this would be too strong 
for them, while they are desirous to adopt a meas- 
ure which will have the same effect on cotton and 
tobaceo. What is this but a sacrifice of a part of 
the agricultural interest of the country to what 
they believe will be a protection for the carrying 
trade? I should like it quite as well if the attempt 
was not to be made solely at the risk of one part 
of the Union. The evil is felt in one part, but 
the remedy is to be applied in another. Adopt 
general measures, which will operate equally in 
every part of the country, and if the shoe is to 
piach, let it pinch all alike, and all will then be 
willing to have it off as soon as possible. 

Iam willing to acknowledge that a dollar got 
by this carrying trade, and made the property of 
the nation, is just as good as a dollar got any 
other way, even by the cultivation of land. But 
does it follow from thence that you are to make | 
more sacrifices to get the dollar in that way than 
itis worth? Ithink not. The adoption of the 
resolution, besides its unjust and partial operation, 
will considerably affect the revenue, and no ways 
and means are proposed to meet any deficiency. 
On the present question we risk a revenue of ten 
millions of dollars raised on the consumption of 
foreign articles in the Union, to gain—what? (I 
speak only of revenue) an additional sum of 
$850,000, which additional sum you will lose as 
soon as you depart from your neutrality. It is 
asked again and again,if we have nota right to 
the trade about hich so much has been said? 
If the doctrine that free ships should make free 
goods had obtained, there could be no doubt on 
the question ; but I mean not to examine the right 
but the effect of the resolution; nor do I mean to 
deny that the trade is of some use to the nation. 
Merchants would not so anxiously pursue it; if 
they made no profit by it; and their profit adds to 
the national stock, and may affect the price of 
native articles offered forsale. Iam also willing to 
acknowledge that a cargo of flour or any other na~ 
tive production sent to the West Indies, and thére 
fairly exchanged for sugar, and the sugar brought 
home, that the sugar is as much ours as the pro- 
duce of our own soil, and this sugar so obtained 
we have a right to carry to those that may want 
it. But the question before the Committee is not 
a question of right, but of expediency. Is the pro- 
tection which will be given to this carrying trade, 
by the adoption of the resolution, of that sort and 
of such certainty, as to justify the adoption of.a 
measure, which will operate excessively hard on 
one part of the Union? The right of deposit at 
New Orleans before we purchased the country, 
was certainly as well established as our right to 
carry coffee and sugar to France and Spain, or 
anywhere else—it was aright acknowledged by 
treaty. But when-the deposit was refused, what 
did wedo? we took pacific measures, and sueceed- 
ed. We heard then much about honor and-dignity, 
and that it was our duty to enforce our right by 
arms; but notwithstanding all this, we adopted no 
measure like the present; we then. acted for the 
general welfare. Does it follow, because I am op- 
posed to the resolution, that I am unwilling for 
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our citizens to own vessels? It doesnot. I am 
willing they may have as many as they please, 
and do what they please with them, so that they 
do not involve the nation in war by them. On 
this subject the interest of the husbandman in 
New Hampshire and Georgia are the same. 

The gentleman who introduced the resolution 
expressed a wish, that no party or geographical 
feelings should be brought into the debate.. If 
there was no cause for geographical feelings, why 
then wish, or why anticipate them? Let the 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury be exam- 
ined, and it will be seen.that there is cause for 
this feeling; indeed the statement, made from that 
document by a gentlemen from Georgia (Mr. 
Earty) must have convinced all of the partial 
operation of the resolution. On the first page of 
the report it appears, that the annual exports to 
Great Britain and her dependencies are estimated 

“at about $15,690,000, of which sum, tobacco and 
cotton alone make $8 860,000; it also appears, that 
we exported to the dominions of Great Britain in 
Europe, for each of the three years ending on 30th 
of September :—in 1802, the sum of $12,066,521; 
and that colton, tobacco, rice, pitch, tar, and rosin, 
made of that sum $8,485,762 ; in 1803, the sum of 
$16,459,264, and that the same articles made of 
that.sum, $11,912,493; in 1804, the sum of $11,- 
787 659, and that the same articles made of tnat 
sum, $9,443,807. These articles are selected, be- 
cause they are the produce of one section of the 
Union. The same part of the country produces 
the fullowing articles in common with other parts 
of the nation, but the proportion of each is not 
known: flour, wheat, beef, pork, staves, heading, 
boards, plank, scantling, timber, flaxseed, skins, 
wax, hams, bacon, turpentine, spirits, lard, and 
Indian meal, and I may add, pickled fish; some 
of these articles are carried to the Middle and 
perhaps to the Eastern States, and are there ex- 
ported, or consumed; and, if consumed, enable 
them to export more of their own productions. 

It has been said, that we have no complaint 
against any nation, except Great Britain. 1 wish 
must sincerely we bad not, and that all nations 
would act as honestly towards us, as we have done 
and. are willing to do towards them; but in ex- 
amining this subject, we ought not to deceive our- 
selves; truth, and truth alone, should be our aim 
and guide. 

Have we no complaints against France and 
Spain, for the conduct of some of their people on the 
ocean? I mean not to say a word about the con- 
duct of one of them on our Southwestern frontier. 
What has been the practice at Cuba? to take our 
vessels and sell them and their cargoes, whether 
with or without atrial I know not. The owners, 
I believe, have generally lost both vessel and cargo. 
And how have they treated your seamen? turned 
them on the first shore they could, and left them 
to get home as they could. But it may be said, 
this is done by picaroons, and without the consent 
of their Governments, and that these Governments 
do not justify those who act in this piratical way. 
The Government of Cuba must have knowledge 
of these facts; they are committed too near it, 


and too frequently, to remain long unknown; and 
we cannot have forgot that Captains Murray and 
Chauncey have both very lately been eruising 
on our own coasts to drive these picaroons from 
it; besides all this, we have heard, thata French 
fleet lately burnt all the American vessels it met: 
to prevent their giving information of the course 
it was steering. In this case they treated the 
crews well, at least I have not heard to the cons ` 
trary, and promised to pay for the property de- 
stroyed. No one will contend that the fleet had 


‘a right to destroy this property. These facts are 


not stated to exculpate Great Britain, but to show 
that gentlemen are mistaken, when they say we 
have no complaints except against England; 
against her, I agree with the gentlemen, we have 
well founded complaints. 

The gentleman first up, from Pennsylvania, has 
observed, that the contraband trade was generally 
carried on by foreigners. [Mr. Grece explained, 
and said he had observed that he believed this to 
be the case in many instances.] 

Mr. Macon.—I thank the gentleman for the ex- 
planation, as I have no wish to misstate what has 
been observed, but the difference in the statement 
will not affect the question, that. foreigners may. 
be concerned both in illicit and contraband trade. 
I have no doubt but there are some facts known 
toall, that will show, that others besides foreigners 
have been concerned in business not the most hons: 
orable. The petition of Nicklin and Griffith, now 
before the House, contains the proof, that an Amer- 
ican, with an American register, covered a vessel. 
fora foreigner, whoarmed vessels to fight their way 
into the St. Domingo trade. I have heard. it-was 
nota foreigner butan American who fitted out 
the Leander for Miranda, and who by this act run 
the risk of committing the peace of the country. 
I understood thatit wasan American. In stating 
these facts I mean no reflection on the merchants; 
they, like every otherclass in the community, have 
among them good, bad, and indifferent. The same 
gentleman said he was not willing to protect the 
wild carrying trade. I know not what this wild 
trade is, unless it be that which will involve the 
nation in war; it is not the contraband, because 
that no one will protect. 

It has also been said, that if we adopt the reso- 
lution, and cannot get what we want from Great 
Britain, we will manufacture for ourselves. This 
sounds well on this floor, but I very much doubt the 
practicability of making this nation manufacture 
for itself, while we have land enough for every in- 
dustrious citizen to become a land holder, and a 
cultivator of the soil. Connecticut and Massa- 
chusetts have tried the experiment, and both with- 
out success, and both on articles in which it was 
most likely to succeed ; if these States, with their 
population, could not succeed, what chance of suc- 
cess is there in other States? The practicability 
ought to be satisfactorily shown before we enter 
on the plan. It may,as has been said, prevent 
our wives from wearing silk gowns, and ourselves 
from wearing broadcloth ; whether it will produce 
this effect is quite uncertain ; fashion is as great 
a tyrant as any we have to contend with; it will, 
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I fear, be difficult to destroy its influence, by legis- | now as then, nearly destroy her commerce. But 


lating. The gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
Smitie) and myself, plain as we are, are both 
obliged in some degree to yield to it; we can no 
more contend with it, then we can fly to Europe. 

Thegentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. Crow- 
NinsHtELD) has told us, that the balance of trade 
between this country and Great Britain is ten or 
twelve millions annually against us, and endea- 
vors to support the assertion by the report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury. It is true that the re- 
port states a balance against us of $11,710,000, and 

. this the Secretary attempts to account for; no 
doubt he has done it as well as it can be done from 
custom-house books. But surely every one must 
be convinced, that you cannot rely on them for 
the balance of trade; this balance is always a se- 
cret, and depends much on the economy and in- 
dustry of those concerned in trade. Is it possible 
that this balance can really be against us, and that 
it has been against us ever since the establishment 
of the present Constitution, and that our commer- 
cial intercourse should be constantly increasing 
with that nation? It seems to me to be impossible. 
If the balance was really so much against us, our 
merchants would have long since declined the 
trade. . There is a trade carried on with the Brit- 
ish dominions in the East Indies from the United 
States which appears by the report to be more 
against us than that just mentioned, and Iam sure 
that the gentleman from Massachusetts will not 
say that the balance of that is against us. The 
annual exports to which are $130,000, and the 
annual imports $3,530,000. Here is a greater bal- 
ance appearing against us, than that stated by him, 
because the whole exports to the first have been 
stated to be $15,690,000, and the whole imports 
are $27,400,000. The India trade I have always 
understood was very profitable, perhaps as much 
soas any carried on fromthe United States. But 
the same report informs us, that on the whole 
trade of the nation there appears to be a balance 
against us, of $6,855,000. Can there be anything 
more astonishing than this, and is it not evident 
that no reliance can be placed on the custum-house 
books for the balance of trade ? Look at the peo- 
ple, happy and prosperous beyond example; all 
classes doing well; the old part of the country 
rapidly improving; the new settling with unheard- 
of success; the villages growing into towns, and 
the towns becoming cities; and all this with the 
last mentioned balance against us. Philosophers 
and statesmen may talk about the balance of trade, 
but if they confine themselves to the information 
to bederived from custom-house books, they might 
as well read Robinson Crusoe. 

The same gentleman said, if war should come, 
we could take more from Great Britain than she 
could from us; that we had done so in the Revo- 
lutionary war. Without inquiring into past cap- 
tures, let us examine the situation of both, at both 
periods. We are certainly much stronger now 
than we were at any time during the war; we 
have more men, and more tonnage, and more prop- 
erty on the ocean; and could, if the same naval 


force could be had to operate on the British navy, | seamen. 


this cannot be had. At that time the navies of 
France, Spain, and Holland, wereall united against 
her, and the navies of the two first for some time 
disputed possession of the channel with hers. The 
navies of these are now gone. But, besides, the 
armed neutrality acted upon her like a powerful 
screw; under the pressure of all these she nearly 
sunk toward the latter end of the war. Playfair’s 
Political Atlas fully demonstrates this. No doubt 
in case of war, by privateering, we could take many 
of her vessels; suppose we took more of ‘her ves- 
sels than she did of ours, would this bea commerce 
that would be beneficial to agriculture, or to the 
merchants engaged in exporting by fair and reg- 
ular trade the productions of the country? No, 
it would not. In the regular trade everything is 
certain, in the other all uncertain. 

It has been said we might sequester the debts 
due from this country to Britain. and thus indem- 
nify ourselves. This, I never will consent to, so 
long as the treaty made by Mr. Jay is in force; 
however I may disapprove that instrument, I con- 
sider the faith of the nation as much pledged by 
it, as it can be by any engagement she can enter 
into with any foreign Power, But, it has been 
observed, that we may repeal the treaty, and thus, 
I suppose, get clear of the objection to sequestra- 
tion, which is derived from it. We have once 
before tried this plan of repealing a treaty, with 
other half-war measures; but the repeal did not 
produce any consequence favorable to the United 
States. Suppose you repeal the treaty by law, 
and then undertake to negotiate, and your Minis- 
ters are asked, are you, in consequence of the re- 
peal, at war? What answer will be given? This 
treaty, too, provides against sequestration in case 
of actual war; what opinions civilians and jurists 
may entertain of the repeal of such treaty, 1 know 
not. But, be thisas it may, I never will consent 
to-aid in blasting the fair fame which this nation 
has deservedly acquired for honesty and fair deal- 
ing; in this she is, in my opinion, inferior to 
none. I sincerely hope the gentleman who used 
the expression, will, from his known candor, on 
reflection, take it back. 

I very sincerely regret that a gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, (Mr. Smiuie,) ascribed to a senti- 
ment delivered by a gentleman from Virginia, 
(Mr. J. Ranpotpa,) a tendency to dissolve the 
Union. In my mind, it had no such tendency. 
The dissolution of this Union ought not, I con- 
ceive, to be mentioned in this House on any pre- 
tence whatever, and certainly ought not to be 
hinted at on slight grounds. I believe every State 
and every part of the country attached to the 
Union. Indeed, the Union may be compared to 
a chain, the value of which depends on its being 
whole, but may be destroyed by taking any one of 
its links away ; and, whoever breaks the chain by 
which the States are linked together, will render 
the whole people miserable. ` 

I come now to that part of thé subject where 
every man must feel the injury done to his fel- 
low-citizens. 1 mean the tmpressment of our 
Is there a father who does not feel this? 
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No; not one in the nation; and that man who 
shall devise a certain remedy for this evil, will 
deserve the thanks of his country ; he will, indeed, 
beits greatest benefactor; he, like the impressed 
sailor, will have a place in the tenderest part of 
the: hearts of his countrymen. Ifa plan to pre- 
vent this injury was only made known, the very 
knowledge of the plan would put an end to the 
injury. Dut can gentlemen seriously believe that 
the adoption of the resolution will produce this 
effect? The means are not adequate to the end, 
I conceive ; at least, it remains to be shown that 
they are. I will, without hesitation, state what I 
believe to be the best remedy for the evil. It is 
this; to agree with Great Britain that neither 
country shall employ the sailors of the other; and 
to agree, also, on the proof that shall be required 
on both sides; we might expect that Great Brit- 
ain would adhere to an agreement of this kind, 
because it would be her interest to do so, and on 
her interest alone, I should rely. In considering 
this subject, we must look at things as they really 
are,and not as we would wish them to be. The 
British Government exercise the right, or rather 
the power, of iapressing their sailors; and, I be- 
lieve, in time of war, of prohibiting their going 
into foreign service. Under these circumstan- 
ces, it may be-advisable for us not to employ 
them, notwithstanding we may do it with their 
consent, especially if it would prevent their im- 
pressing our countrymen. If the merchants 
really be the friends of the American sailors, they 
wanld willingly agree to such a regulation. If 
they would not be willing, is it not clear they 
would employ British sailors at the risk of having 
ours impressed? On this subject it might not be 
improper to state that, I have been informed, in 
sore parts of the world, certificates of persons be- 
ing American citizens are sold,and that the mar- 
ket has been well supplied. I have also been in- 
formed that a British officer in Philadelphia 
actually procured one for the purpose of enabling 
him to go home. This favored Great-Britain. Í 
have given this information, to show that others, 
besides citizens, may obtain certificates. Impress- 
ments, I fear, can only be prevented by negotia- 
tion ; indeed, I have heard that the two Govern- 
ments have been engaged on this interesting sub- 
jeet. I hope it will be resumed, and that it will 
end in securing to our countrymen their safety on 
the ocean. 

-Weare told that the nation calls for strong 
measures, that the President has recommended 
them, and that men of the greatest talents think 
them requisite. This may be true, but as I have 
nei.her seen nor heard of this call of the ration, 
and as I do not know the opinions of others, I 
shall certainly pursue my own. The first Mes- 
sage of the President to Congress, most unques- 
tionably pointed as strong toward Spain, as it did 
to Great Britain ; and, hitherto, but little has been 
said about the usage we received from her. But 
the recommendation of the President alone, is not 
always a goud reason for legislating, lapprehend, 
because every President has recommended sub- 
jects for the consideration of Congtess, on which 


no act was ever passed. If ever the liberties of 
this nation are destroyed by strong measures, it 
will be when the recommendation of the Presi- 
dent shall alone be deemed good cause for theit 
adoption. At present, we have choice of all the 
resolutions on the table, notwithstanding all that 
has been said in favor of the one now under con- 
sideration.. No doubt can be entertained, but thé 
mover of each thinks his own the best. From 
the number, it would seem there was no difficulty 
in finding remedies for the injuries we have re- 
ceived. l 
Again: we must adopt this resolution, or wè 
shall be degraded. This is no new phrase to me} 
I have formerly heard it so often, and onso many 
occasions, that I have become a sort of a skeptic 
onit. We shall not be degraded by living in 
peace with all the world. We shall'not be de- 
graded by not following the example of the Eu- 
ropean nations, by rushing into war, on every op- 
portunity that may offer. War is nothing but 
another name for blood and taxes; we shall not’ 
be degraded, béing free and happy at home; bit’: 
we shall be degraded, if we failin paying the t 
tional debt, or if we refuse to observe treaties: 
constitutionally made. This will be the worst’ 
kind of degradation, because it will proceed froth | 
a want of morality. In order to induce us to 
adopt the resolution, we are seriously told that. 
the revenue is derived from commerce. This Ide- 
ny, and say thatit is derived from the whole labor | 
of the community. Stop the laborer in his field) 
and therevenueis gone. Commerce is useful, itis 
the means by which our productions are exchang-" - 
ed for the productions of other countries. ae 
‘It has been said that the land tax overthrew 
one Administration ; adopt this measure, and you 
may possibly overthrow another. I doubt whether 
the gentleman who made the assertion is altogé- 
ther correct in point of fact; it may have aided 
but other laws were passed, which undoubtedly hat 
more effect, and were more obnoxious in the part 
of the country where I live. I mean the attempt 
to raise an army without an actual war ; an army’ 
of officers, almost without soldiers; the Alien aiid: 
Sedition laws. It was also said, we were pledged ` 
to protect this carrying trade. This reminds me 
of whatI once heard said before, which is this: 
that we were pledged to pay the salaries of certain 
judges, after the law was repealed under which 
they were appointed. I believe we are as much 
pledged in one case as in the other, and not more; 
I know of nothing binding in this country, except 
the Constitution and the laws. A majority of, 
both Houses of Congress may pass a law to givé 
the carrying trade what protection they please 
and that law will be binding. Weare also called 
on to become the champions of the laws of ha* 
tions, as if all nations would at once agree with. 
us what these laws really are, and as if a majority 
of them adhered to their principles; when we 
know that scarcely a nation in Europe pays any 
regard to them; and that they will, at differeiit 
times, entertain different opinions on the same 
subject. Have not most of them formerly dè- 
clared, that free ships should make free goods, and 
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have not some of the same nations since given up 
the principle? Before we undertake this busi- 
ness, would it not be prudent to endeavor to ascer- 
tain the opinions of other nations, whose interest 
may be most like our own? I wish no alliance 
with any of them ; but, if all the nations of Eu- 
rope should be willing to yield the principle 


which we are desirous to maintain, no man will’ 


be mad enough to say we ought to contend for it. 
‘Phere is certainly a great difference of opinion 
as to the nature of the measure. Some think ita 
war measure; others that it may lead to war, and 
others again, consider it entirely pacific. With- 
out attempting now to inquire which of the three 
opinions is most correct, it is sufficient for me, that 
I believe it will not produce the effect intended, 
and that its operation on the United States will 
be partial.. If, however, it should be adopted, and 


produce war, that war we must support with all | 


our strength ; and if it produce a good effect, I, 
for one, will rejoice as much as any man in this 
House. A great many appeals have been made 
to the spirit of 1776; that spirit. was not only the 
spirit of liberty, but also of magnanimity and jus- 
tice ; all the measures then taken, operated equal- 
ly on every: part of the Union. 


It is said, this is the. right time to settle all our 
disputes with Great Britain, because she is now 
hard pushed. If we wish to make a treaty that 
may be lasting, we ought not to take any unjust 
advantage of her situation; if we do, whenever 
she shall be free from her present embarrassments, 
she will be discontented and restless under it, and 
never satisfied until she gets clear of it. The true 
rule for us, is to take no advantage, and in all 
cases to act justly. E 


I agree ‘in opinion with the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, (Mr.. SmıLıe,) that war destroys 
the morals-of the people. Hence, I was greatly 
surprised when he followed this correct sentiment 
with an assertion, that he would rather have war 
than loss of national honor. This thing called 
national honor has ruined more than half the peo- 
ple in the world, and has almost banished liberty 
and happiness from Europe. Destroy the morals 
of the people, and we may play over sucha game 
of war as has been played in France; nothing 
less than to perpetuate the liberty and happiness 
of the nation ought to induce us to go to war. 


It isa little remarkable that the United States 
haye, since the adoption of the present Constitu- 
tion, become the second commercial Power in the 
world; when, if we believe the public prints, she 
has lost capital enough to have ruined the most 
wealthy nation in Europe. Million after million 
is lost, and yet her prosperity is unrivalled, either 
in ancient or modern times. I know full well 
that, according to the opinions of the writers on 
the laws of nations, we have just cause of war, 
against Great Britain. I also know as well, that 
we have heretofore had as good a cause of war 
against both Great Britain and France. We then 
preferred peace—the result has been prosperity. 
What destroyed the prosperity and liberty of 
Venice, of Genoa, and of Holland? Wars, and 


wars, too, generally undertaken to protect the car- 
rying trade. 

{It being now about half-past three o'clock, Mr. 
Smilie suggested the propriety of an adjourn- 
ment, in which the House acquiesced, on the in- 
timation of Mr. Macon that indisposition disa- 
bled him from finishing the remarks which he 
wished to offer.] 


Tuespay, March 11, 


The Spzaxer laid before the House a letter 
and petition from Arthur St. Clair, praying to be 
heard at the bar of the House in support of his 
petition, presented to this House at the present 
session; which were read, and ordered to lie on 
the table. l i 

Mr. GREGG, from the Committee on. the Pub- 
lie Lands, to whom were referred, on the eigh- 
teenth and twenty-fourth of December last, two 
petitions of Edwin. Lewis; and. on. the twenty- 
fourth of January last, two petitions of sundry in- 
habitants of the Mississippi Territory ; and, also, 
a memorial of the Legislative Council and House 
of Representatives of the said Territory ; made a 
report thereon ; which was read, and referred. to 
a Committee of the Whole on Thursday next. 

Mr. Greca, from the same committee, to whom 


| was referred, on the twenty-fourth of January last, 


the petition.of sundry inhabitants of the county 
of Washington, in the Mississippi Territory, made 
a report thereon; which was read and considered : 
Whereupon, 

Resolved, That the prayer of the petitioners, so 
far as respects locating a section other than num- 
ber sixteen, in each township, where that number 
is not vacant, and for locating a section in adjoin- 
ing townships, for the support of schools in such 
townships as have no vacant lands, is reasonable, 
and ought to be granted. 

Resolved, That the prayer of the petitioners, so 
far as respects exonerating individual claimants 
from the expense. of having their surveys execu- 
ted; and so. far, also, as it relates to an applica- 
tion for a tract of land on the Tombigbee, ought 
not to be granted. 

Ordered, That a bill or bills be brought in, pur- 
suant to the first resolution; and that the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands do prepare and bring 
in the same. 

On motion, it was 

Resolved, The Committee of Commerce and 
Manufactures be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of altering the law in relation to the 
entrance and clearance of vessels in the following 
districts of the customs bordering on the Cana- 
das, viz: New Hampshire, Vermont, Champlai 
Sackett’s Harbor, Oswego, Genesee, Niagara, Buf- 
falo creek, and Presqu’ Isle; and, also, of inquir- 
ing into the expediency of allowing cattle, sheep, 
and provisions, to be brought into those districts 
free of duty. 


REMISSION OF DUTIES. 


Mr. Jonn C. Smita, from the Committee of 
Claims, to whom was referred the petition of Pe. 
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ter A. Guestier, agent of the former owners of the 
French ship Blaireau and her cargo, made the fol- 
lowing report:. : 

It is stated by the petitioner, that the French ship 
called. the Blaireau, owned by a mercantile house in 
Bordeaux, set sail from St. Pierres, in the island of 
Martinique, some time in March, 1803, bound on a 
voyage to Bordeaux, having on board a valuable cargo, 
consisting principally of sugar and coffee, and consign- 
ed to different persons at the port last mentioned. That 
about the 30th of March in the same year, while the 
ship was in the prosecution of her voyage, she was met 
in the night, and run foul of, by a large Spanish ship- 
of-war, called the St. Julien ; in consequence of which 
accident, so much injury was sustained by the Blaireau, 
that the captain and crew, after due consultation, aban- 
doned her, and took refuge on board the Spanish ship, 
which continued her voyage to Spain, where they were 
all landed. That, on the day following the disaster, 
an English ship, called the Firm, commanded by Wil- 
liam Mason, bound on a voyage from London to Bal- 
timore, met with the Blaireau, thus abandoned by her 
captain and crew, and, after examining her situation, 
and perceiving there was a possibility that the injury 
might be so far repaired as to enable her to be brought 
into port, the captain put on board a part of his crew; 
who, on making the requisite repairs, with great labor, 
and at the imminent risk of their lives, succeeded in 
conducting her in safety to Baltimore, where she ar- 
rived the beginning of May following. That, shortly 
after the arrival of the Blaireau, a libel was filed in the 
district court of Maryland, by Captain Mason and crew, 
for salvage; that, by a decree of the court, salvage was 
allowed, and for that purpose a sale of the ship and 
cargo was ordered; and, finally, that the marshal, un- 
der whose direction the sale took place, was com- 
pelled, by the collector of the port of Baltimore, to 
pay, out of the proceeds thereof, the sum of $12,112 58, 
being the amount of: duties alleged to be due to the 
United States. To obtain the restitution of this sum, 
under the idea that the duties could not legally be col- 
lected, is the object of the present application. 

The petitioner founds his title to relief upon an opin- 
ion pronounced by the district judge of Maryland, when 
deciding the following case ; That part of the Blaireau’s 
cargo, which Captain Mason placed on board the Firm, 
he omitted to report to the collector of Baltimore. The 
district attorney, apprehending this omission to be a 
violation of the collection law, instituted a suit against 
the captain for the penalty of $1,000, imposed by the 
statute. On trial of the cause, it appears a verdict was 
taken for the plaintiffs, subject to the opinion of the court, 
upon a point saved by the counsel. Judgment was 
rendered in the following terms: “ Mature considera- 
tion having been given to this case, it is the opinion of 
the court that the goods, wares, and merchandises afore- 
eaid, are not chargeable with the payment of any du- 
ties to the United States, and, therefore, that the above 
action cannot be sustained. Judgment for the defend- 
ant on the point saved.” 


It may be safely affirmed, that the opinion of the 
learned judge was somewhat broader than the case sub- 
mitted to his consideration. ‘There might be, and there 
doubtless were, sufficient reasons to excuse the defend- 


ent from the penalty of the statute, independently of 


the question, whether the cargo was chargeable with 
the payment of duties. The decision, so far as it re- 
gards this point, must be deemed extra-judicial, and it 
remains. only to inquire whether, from a sound con- 


struction of the statute, duties were chargeable in the 
present case. The words of the act relative to this 
subject are, “that, upon all goods, wares, and merchan- 
dise, which shall be drought into the United States, 
from any foreign port or place, there shall be levied, 
&e.” It is difficult to conceive of language more 
explicit, more unequivocal. The word “imported” 
is not here used, and apparently for the purpose of 
avoiding any expression to which technical narrowness 
might be applied. The word “place” is introduced, 
manifestly with the same view; and the plain sense of 
the passage is, duties shall be paid on goods, &c., brought 
into the United States from any point without their 
limits or jurisdiction. A phraseology so simple, so per- 
fectly free from ambiguity, might fairly be presumed to 
set criticism itself at defiance. The United States have 
unquestionably a legal right to the duties in this case ; 
and who will say their claim is not equitable, also, 
when it is considered that, by the sale of the cargo, 
the amount of the duties has been identified with the 
price ? 

It is, perhaps, worthy of consideration, whether the 
collection law may not require some further provisions 
applicable to this subject. But such an inquiry is not 
within the province of your committee, nor is it at all 
necessary in determining the question submitted to their 
examination. The cargo, in this case, could not have 
been disposed of without the intervention of the-dis- 
trict court, nor could the sale have been effected but 
through the instrumentality of the officers of the Gov- 
ernment; under these circumstances, their negligence 
would have been highly culpable if the duties had not 
been retained. 

Your committee are of opinion the prayer of the pe- 
tition ought not to be granted. 


Referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
Monday next. 


IMPORTATION OF BRITISH GOODS. ~ 


The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union on Mr. 
Greea’s resolution. 

Mr. Macon.—Permit me, Mr. Chairman, to re- 
turn my thanks to the Committee for their in- 
dulgence yesterday; I was then too much ex- 
hausted to have concluded the observations I 
wished to make. I was then showing the state 
of a few nations who had. attempted to protect 
the carrying trade by war. It has, I believe, been 
the fate of all who have made the attempt, Great 
Britain alone excepted, and she is at this moment 
engaged in a most tremendous war, almost over- 
loaded with taxes, and tottering under her public 
debt. Can any fact more clearly illustrate the 
advantage of the peace over the war system, than 
a comparison of the tonnage between the United 
States and Great Britain, in 1789 and now? Ours 
has been the peace, hers the war system, and we 
have probably increased ten to her one. It seems 
to me, that it is impossible for any nation to 
carry on the whole trade of the world; and every 
attempt to force trade, is acting under the idea 
that it can be done. And every attempt to en- 
gross the whole carrying trade, is acting under 
the same impression. The large capitalists in 
the United States are concerned in this business. 
I wish not to meddle with it, but leave it, hke 
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every branch of industry, to find its own level. 
They may dread war, because they may employ 
their stock in another way. But what is. to be- 
come of those less rich, especially the young be- 
ginners ? ‘They must be ruined. If the resolu- 
tion produces any beneficial effects, it must be on 
the carrying trade. It does not appear to be in- 
tended for anything else, and no one can believe 
that it will operate favorably to the seamen. 

The measure will not oily affect the revenue 
paid on the tonnage of vessels, and on the impor- 
tations of goods, but it will also affect the revenue 
to be derived from the sale of the public land; it 
must very considerably lessen the number of pur- 
chases and may ruin many who have already 
purchased in Ohio. Many, no doubt, who have 
removed to that State, have sold their property, 
on a credit, to meet the payments which they 
were to make for the lands there purchased of 
the United States. Stop, by your measures, the 
sale of produce, or reduce the price thereof to al- 
most nothing, and how are these people to get 
paid for the property sold before they went to 
Ohio? Adisappointment to them may be ruinous; 
it may cause them to lose the land and all the 
improvements made on it. They have not quite 
so quick a remedy against their unfortunate debt- 
ors, as the United States will have against them. 
You may turn the people off the land, and nearly 
depopulate the State, but you will get no money. 

dt is pretty evident, from the argument of a 
gentleman from New York, (Mr. Wiuutams,) that 
the resolution is not expected to operate injuri- 
ously on the exportation of grain from the Middle 
States. He told us that we must protect com- 
merce; and that he was in favor of the resolution, 
(meaning, I suppose, that the resolution would 
protect it—or, the people in the back country 
would drink too much whiskey.) If, then, the 
resolution would protect commerce, and thereby 
insure the exportation of grain, there will not be 
grain in the country left to make whiskey. This 
is, in some measure, acknowledging that for which 
we have been contending, to wit : that the resolu- 
tion will operate partially. But I deny that the 
pce in that part of the country are more in the 

abit of intoxication than their neighbors in other 
parts of the Union. They are as moral, as in- 
dustrious, and as honest as those living elsewhere. 
Ido not contend that they are superior, only that 
they are equal. 

Much has been said about the spirit of the na- 
tion, and that we are far behind it—meaning, I 
suppose, those who oppose the resolution. As to 
my. part, I know not how the spirit of the nation 
has been ascertained. There is no manifestation 
of-it on the table. It is, however, true, that two 
towns have sent resolutions pledging their lives 
and fortunes to support whatever measures Con 
gress may adopt. There are, also, several memo- 
rials from the merchants and insurance compa- 
nies; but if gentlemen take these for the manifest- 
ation of the national spirit, they are, I think, 
mistaken. The national spirit is to be found no- 
where but among those who are to fight your bat- 
tës.: These people may, for aught | know, be of 


that number. They may have been before Tripoli, 
and they may now be ready to enter into the army 
or navy. Addresses, we well know, will not fizht 
batiles, nor fill regiments. We have seen, in for- 
mer days, the Speaker’s table loaded with ad- 
dresses from almost. every part of the Union, 
pledging, also, their lives and fortunes to support 
any measures that the then Administration might 
adopt. What was done? Among other acts, one 
was passed to raise twelve regiments of infantry. 
There was no difficulty in getting officers—unless, 
indeed, it was to make the selection out of the 
great number who applied—but how was it about 
privates? Instead of getting enough for the twelve 
regiments, scarcely enough for four could be enlist- 
ed. Atthat time, too, we heard a great deal about 
the spirit of the nation, and saw a something of 
the spirit then talked of, in a corps called the 
Blues. Those who then spoke of the spirit 
of the nation were deceived. They took the 
vaporings of the towns and the noise of the ad- 
dressers to be really the spirit of the nation, But, 
be assured, sir, that whenever the spirit of this 
nation shall move, that every individual, in every , 
department of the Government, will move too, 

The ocean must be considered a common and 
undivided property, to which each nation has a 
right; hence the difficulty of affording the same 
security and protection there as on faa where 
each knows the spot, where his dominion ends 
and his neighbor’s begins. It is vain, therefore, 
the real situation of the United States being con- 
sidered, to expect from her that perfect protection 
on the ocean which she can afford within her ter- 
ritorial limits. I believe this cannot be done, even 
to that partof the ocean from whence we get our 
exports. Other nations also frequent the same 
place, for the same purpose. This, like the rest, 
is joint property. Notso with our land, no nation 
pretends to claim a right to cultivate that. 

Permit me here to remark, though not directly 
connected with my last observation, that I con- 
sider the report of the Secretary of the Treasury 
to be as correct as any man living could make it; 
and that from custom-house books, it is im possible 
to obtain that information which could really 
show the true balance of trade. 

A gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Finn- 
LEY,) has gravely ‘told us that it would. do more 
harm, since the resolution has been taken into 
consideration, to reject it, than if it had never 
been broughtforward. This is placing those who 
do not like it, or who prefer any of the other res- 
olutions to it, ina strange dilemma. The friends 
of it ought to have thought of this before they 
went into the discussion. If any injury should 
be produced, either by the rejection or the adop- 
tion, they are to blame,and not those who oppose 
it. Itis their measure, not ours, It is, in fact, 
endeavoring to throw the blame of their conduct 
upon us, The same gentleman made a very un- 
fortunate comparison, when he compared wagons, 
carrying our flour to market, to vessels engaged 
in the carrying trade. No two things are more 
unlike. The wagon is only intended to carry our 
own productions, to our own markets; and the 
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vessels are engaged in carrying foreign produce 
to foreign.markets. Besides, the nation pays pro- 


place where the tobacco might have been export- 
ed to, so as to save all that he now thinks we 


tecting duties, to encourage the owning of vessels, f lose by sending it to England. I should have 


while the owner of the wagon is left to depend on 
his industry and skill; and if any man should ask 
the Government to encourage the employment of 
wagons, he would be laughed at.. Yet wagons are 
certainly as necessary as vessels. The one carries 
loads. of our own productions, to our own markets, 
‘while the other, which is engaged in the fair trade, 
for home consumption, carries cargoes of them to 
foreign markets. 

_A gentleman from Maryland, (Mr. McCregry,) 
in order to induce us to adopt the resolution, has 
informed us that the towns. in proportion to their 
numbers, pay more taxes than the country. He 
did not prove the fact to be so—he cannot. The 
towns, I apprehend, pay little or no tax. Their 
merchants.and mechanics, who act prudently, cal- 
culate on, and generally get, a certain profit. You 
cannot tax the capital of the merchant. Impose 
what duty you please on goods, he immediately 
considers it like first cost, and charges the same 
profit on it. The consumer not only pays all the 
` tax and charges on merchandise, but he pays them, 
with a profit, to the merchant. Whenever a mer- 
chant shall. begin to live on his capital, we all 
know he will soon eat it out. To the mechanic, 
the Government hasgiven protecting duties, which 
secures to him the sale of almost every article he 
may make, at almost any price. The cultivator 
of the soil depends on himself, and is often com- 
pelled to sell the products of his land forany price 

e can get, because they will not keep in good 
condition all the year, like the goods of the mer- 
chant and mechanic. From these considerations, 
it seems to me that it is at least probable, that the 
towns do not pay more than their proportion, nor 
even as much. 

The same gentleman told us. that the nation 
sustained a considerable loss by. sending too much 
tobacco to England. This seems to me to bea 
little. like what we heard about the balance of 
trade. But it may be so. I will, however, state 
my. sentiments on the subject; if erroneous, I 
shall be glad to have them corrected. Merchants, 
like everybody else, do. business with a view to 
gain, and would they, year after year, send tobac- 
co to England if. they. could do better by sending 
it tothe continent? . I apprehend they would not. 
They understand their business, and dọ what, is 
best, calculated to promote their interest.. In-ex- 
amining this subject, we ought to take into con- 
sideration the profit.to be made on the whole voy- 
age, not barely the price of a single article ata 
particular place. _ The place where the whole ex- 
ported cargo can be sold dearest, and the import- 
ed one bought cheapest, is the place which will 
always. give the most profit. If a merchant 
should send a cargo of tobacco to England, and 
wished a few pieces of Russia sheeting in part of 
the return cargo, would it not be better to pur- 
chase them there, than send his vessel to Russia 
for them, where they could be bought a little 
cheaper. He would, I conceive, actually save by 
so doing.. I-wish the gentleman had told us the 


been glad to have been. informed whether the 
places were known to possess mercantile capital, 
and whether merchants of established. character 
lived at them; that sort of character to whieh a 
prudent man might with safety consign the most 
valuable cargo. He did not. tell us that we lost 
by sending cotton to. Great Britain. It may, 
therefore, be presumed, that it could not be sold 
anywhere else at this time to. more advantage, Is 
there any other country in Europe now prepared 
to manufacture it? I believe not; nor will it be 
purchased by any to lay up until able to do it. 
Before. it. is possible to manufacture, mechanics, 
who understand the business, must be obtained. 
Neither they nor the necessary machinery can be 
gotinaday. It is now well known that, since 
the introduction of labor-saving machines, man- 
ufactures do not depend so much on the number 
of people as formerly. I ask, what country on 
the continent of Europe, convulsed as she is to 
her centre, can offer a market for this article? 
What country there is now in asituation to: com- 
mence large and extensive establishments to man- 
ufacture for exportation? Is it Germany. ?—over- 
run. Or is it France, raising every man she can 
to make new conquests ? ita they have mechan- 
ics and merchants both, is the skill of the one, or 
the reputation of the other kaown? I fear not. 
Sir, I would to. God that we had not so much 
commercial intercourse with Great Britain, and 
I sincerely wish our commerce was more equally 
divided among the nations of the carth than it is; 
but. I know not. how this is to be done. Trade 
thrives best when left to itself. The merchant; 
must be left to trade in the way. he most. ap- 
proves, provided he shall not. hazard the peace of 
the country. thereby. coe 

The gentleman from Vermont (Mr. Evuior): 
has -told. us, that by adopting the. resolution, we: 
shall-encourage other European: nations to man- 
ufacture for-us. It. is, I conceive, quite enough ` 
for the agricultural part of the community tò; 
pay their money to.encourage the: manufactures 
of this country. It is as much‘as I am willing 
todo, But, what certainty have we, if we adopt 
the resolution, and give the proposed encourages: 
ment, that any of them will leave their present 
occupation, be that what it may, to take our ad» 
vice? Each one of them may think that their 
interest is. as well. understood at home as. we can 
possibly understand it. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. Brv- 
WELL) stated the case of our prisoners at ‘Tripoli, 
as a casein point. He is, I think, mistaken. We 
were at open war with that Power, when the 
frigate Philadelphia. unfortunately struck on the 
rocks in the harbor of Tripoli.. The result is 
known. The enemy got possession of the vessel, 
and the crew were made prisoners of war. There 
then existed: a. state of actual war between the 
United States and the Tripolitans: In the prés- 
ent case we have just cause of complaints. against 
Britain, and are endeavoring to have them:settled: 
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by negotiation. I will state a case which seems 
to me to compare better with the situation of 
our unfortunate countrymen who may be now 
impressed on board the British ships of war. It 
is the case of Captain O'Brian and his crew, who 
were captured by the Algerines, and remained 
with them so long, that I believe the captain, in 
the latter part of the time, dated all his letters to 
hiś friends by the year of his. captivity. I have 
understood they suffered as much as any people 
could bear. We had then, I believe, no addres- 
ses, no resolutions, nor memorials from the mer- 
chants and insurance companies. But this case 
may not be thought to apply to that part of our 
complaints which relate to the capture of our 
vessels carrying coffee and sugar to France and 
Spain by the British armed ships. I will state 
one, which I think has some; it is the case of 
Scott, of South Carolina, which has been deci- 
ded in this House. He claimed pay for property 
taken by the Indians at a time when ne openand 
declared war existed. He got nothing from the 
national Government. .The United States in a 


meet any deficiency? We talk of war with an 
almost empty treasury; no two things can” be 
less connected, except that they are both bad. I 
have stated that which appeared to me to be the 
best plan to secure our seamen from impressment}; 
but the man who shall actually produce the plan, 
which shall have the effect, will deserve the grat- 
itude of the nation. i 

In this time of difficulty we are all embarked 
in the same ship; my ardent prayer is, that what- 
ever shall be done, may promote the interest and 
happiness of all, l 

Mr. G. W. CamrrBeLtL.—Mr. Chairman, I rise’ 
to submit to the Committee some of the reasons 
that will govern my vote on the measure now 
under discussion. In doing this, it is not my in- 
tention to go over the various grounds taken in 
this debate, or to answer the several arguments 
that have been advanced, in support of principles 
to which I am opposed. My object will be to lay 
before the Committee such a view of the subject. 
as I conceive best calculated to ascertain the true 
ground on which we stand, and: the measures 


treaty gave the property up to the Indians. I 
believe at the time it was taken some hostilities 
had been committed.: Permit me here to observe 
that no agent was appointed by the Government 
to endeavor to. recover this property, and that I 
well recollect, when the claim was under debate, 
that it was stated: by a member of the House that 
one of the Indian agents had got the treaty at his 
desire so formed, as to relinquish a claim for the 


property. 


I have.endeavored to confine my observations 
to the resolution now under consideration, and to 
answer some of the arguments urged in its sup- 
port; though I confess; that, while examining 
this, I have also paid some attention to the others 


on the table.. I wish gentlemen, before they vote, 
would seriously consider whether this is the best. 
I think it is not. When we reflect on the hap- 
piness we enjoy, the prosperity of the nation, the 
growth of the villages, towns, and cities, the im- 
proving state of agriculture, the number of turn- 
pike roads, bridges, and canals, which are under- 
taken in many parts of the Union, and that one 
improper act may alter for a time this happy 
state, and retard every improvement, we ought to 
be cautious before we change the ground on which 
we stand. Complaints have been made of delay 
on this important subject; they are, in my opin- 
ion, without foundation. It required serious de- 
liberation, and no time has been lost. It isal- 
ways far better to decide rightly than quickly. ‘It 
is immaterial to other nations what estimate we 
form of our.own strength—there are two rules by 
which they will judge: the number of men, and 
the state of the treasury. -Indeed, it seems of late 
to have become a maxim in war, that the longest 
purse is the longest sword. It is true that we 
havea single million in the treasury to spare; it 
is equally true that resolutions are before us, 
which, if adopted, will require at least that sum 
to carry them into execution. In this situation, 


ought we to take measures which may endanger. 


the revenue without providing ways and.means to 
9th Con. —23 


which, in the present crisis of our affairs, it would 
be advisable to adopt. 

I am not disposed, Mr. Chairman, to pursue 
measures that will crimson the American fields 
with the blood of her citizens, any more than 
other gentlemen who have spoken on this subjects: 
noram I willing that thousands of innocent per- 
sons should suffer distress and ruin, for the benefit. 
of a few individuals—a few merchants; which, it: 
has been stated, will be the effect of the measure 
before you; neither, sir, will I ever give my vote: 
for any measure that shall appear to me calcula- 
ted to sacrifice the agricultural interest of this na- 
tion to that of commerce, or have a tendeney to: 
enhance the latter at the expense of the former; 
and so far as the resolution before you appears to 
me likely to’produce this effect, Ishall oppose it.’ 
The people whom I have the honor to represent: 
are chiefly agriculturists, and it will always’ be’ 
my wish and my pride, to support their interests,- 
and to cherish and promote the agricultural inter= 
est of this country in general, so far as it may bé? 
in my power. But I am not, at the same time,” 
prepared to see the nation suffer, without resist- 
ance, every indignity with which Great Britain 
may choose to treat her, and submit patiently to 
every aggression and outrage her cruisers, under’: 
her authority, may choose to commit on our citi- ` 
zens and our commerce. I conceive it our duty 
to take such measures as will prove to the world - 
a determination on our part to resist injuries and 
maintain our rights. In regard to the commer- 
cial relations of this country with foreign Powers, 
I deem it proper on this oceasion to declare itas 
my opinion, which I have always entertained, 
that it would have been better for the American 
people, if Government had never given protection 
to commerce, out of sight of our own territory,“ 
or beyond the reach of our cannon from our. 
shores. It would have been well for us, sir, if the 
American flag had never floated on the ocean, 
under the authority of Government, to waft to > 
this country the luxuries and vices of European 
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nations, that effeminate and corrupt our people, 
to excite the jealousies and cupidity of those Pow- 
ers whose existence, in a great degree, depends on 
commerce, and to court, as it were, their aggres- 
sions, and embroil us in their unjust and bloody 
contests. If.we had guarded against those pend- 
-ipg evils by leaving commerce to seek her own 
rotection, except within the limits of our own 
jurisdiction, we should have had a fair prospect 
of.continuing to flourish a free, independent, and 
happy nation, much longer than I fear will be 
our destiny to do, if we continue to become more 
and more: entangled in. European polities and 
intrigues—to. be subject to feel the effects of 
European convulsions, and national contests, in 
consequence of being deeply engaged in commer- 
cial realations with European Powers. If we 
had adopted this policy, foreign nations would 
have vied with each other for our commerce and 
our friendship, and would convey the surplus 
productions of our country from our storehouses, 


and furnish us in return with those articles and. 


manufactures of their countries, which our neces- 
gities or convenience might require; and we might 
then behold the collisions of the great Powers on 
the continent of Europe, and their jarring inter- 
ests contending for superiority, without endanger- 
ing our peace or our happiness, and with no other 
inconvenience than the regret we might feel forthe 
miseries and sufferings of that portion of the human 
family, with whom, however, we had. no imme- 
diate. connexions. 

But, Mr. Chairman, we have assumed the char- 
acter ofa commercial natiun, abroad as well as 
at home. Our Government has, in some degree, 
pledged-the nation to protect commerce, and under 
this impression our citizens have embarked largely 
in. trade, and made considerable progress therein. 

he enterprising spirit of our merchants has raised 
this nation to rank, in- regard to commerce, the 
second. in the world, and. from tbis source also, 
our revenue is chiefly derived. Under these cir- 
cumstances, I am not prepared to say, this is the 
propitious moment to retrace our steps, and with- 
out even giving notice of our intention to do.so, 
abandon, our merchants and their property to the 
rapacity of a foreign nation. I conceive, on the 
contrary, it is our duty to afford them such pro- 
tection. as the ‘resources. of our country, and the 
praspects we have heretofore held out, would au- 
thorize them to expect. 

Iu examining this. subject: the: first important 
inquiry that presents itself, is, in regard to the 
grounds of complaint which have occasioned the 
resolution before: you to be proposed. There are 
two. . First, the impressment-of our seamen ; and 
second, the unjust, and, as we believe, unauthor- 
ized aggressions committed on. our commerce by 
the cruisers of Great Britain. If you look at the 
documents. on your table. you will see that our 
seamen. have been impressed by that nation for 
years past. without the color of right, and ina 
manner, which it is not pretended, on this floor, 
is authorized by justice, or sanctioned by the laws 
or usages of nations. They have heen treated in 
the most unhuman manner, if information is to 


be relied upon; compelled to perform the hardest 
duty in her ships of war, and forced against their 
will to fight her enemies, who were at the same 
time on terms of friendship with us. They have 
been taken from sea to sea, and from place to 
place—from one country or island to another; 
shifted from ship to ship, and often sent to distant 
parts of the world, so as to place them beyond the 
research of their friends or their country, and put 
it out of the power of either to reclaim them, by 
producing the proofs required of their citizenship 
to obtain their liberation. It has been stated that 
Great Britain has always been willing to deliver 
up such impressed seamen as were proved to be 
bona fide American citizens. But this is a falla- 
cious pretext on her. part, from which little or no 
benefit can: arise to us. She impresses our people, 
without inquiring in regard to their citizenship; 
or paying the least regard to their protections; 
Their friends knew not where to find them, the 
Government. cannot ascertain where they are; 
and years sometimes pass before it is known 
whither they have been carried. It has, therefore, 
in most cases, been found impossible to procure 
their release, and restore them to their friends and 
their country; and there are at this moment, un- 
justly detained by that nation, between two and 
three thousand of our seamen; who have been 
impressed without ary other pretext, than that 
they spoke the English language, or resembled, in 
their persons, the inhabitants of the British empire. 
Our Government has, in vain, remonstrated, time, 
after time, on this subject to the Court of St. 
James. No satisfactory arrangements could. .be. 
obtained, nor is there any fair ground to expect a 
change in. the conduct. of: that Government inthis: 
respect. Complaints have been made and repeat- 
ed in every quarter of. the Union on this subject. 
The outrages committed on our citizens have: 
made an impression on the public mind, that de- 
mands on our part the adoption of some decisive 
measure to correct the growing evil. It has, in- 
deed, been said by some. gentlemen on this floor, 
that there exists a prospect of the fair adjustment: 
of our differences with Great Britain on this. sub= 
ject. I would ask those. gentlemen, upon what:, 
information this opinion is founded? For my- 
self, Mr. Chairman, I know of no. just ground to: 
authorize such expectation. The documents on 
your table do not justify a belief, that there is at 
this time the least prospect of adjustment. They 
inform us, there was once such a prospect, but that. 
it has long since vanished; and so far as we. can: 
collect information, from those documents, as well: 
as from other sources, there is not to be found in: 
the conduct of the British Ministers, the slightest: 
foundation for a belief that they are disposed to 
relinquish the ground they have taken, unless it is: 


-rendered necessary by some effective measures- on: 


our part. I would then put itto gentlemen to: 
say, if we are not at this time to take any step 
whatever, towards vindicating our violated rights, 
when will bethe proper time for usto act? Have 
we not patiently endured those injuries long: 
enough? And if not, how much longer must we 
tamely submittothem? What time can be more 
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favorable than the present to resist them? Will 
it be when Great Britain has gotten into her pos- 
session a greater number of our seamen? When, 
instead of near three thousand, she will have got- 
ten, six, eight, or ten thousand? Will it then be 
a more proper time to make a stand—to call upon 
her by some efficient measure to do us justice— 
to treat ùs as an independent nation, or fo tell her, 
that we will at least, cease to treat her as a friend? 
I presume not, sir. I cannot concéive it proper 
that we should wait for such an event, before we 
make a stand in deferce of our rights. On the 
contrary, it is my opinion, there can be no time 
more likely than the present, to render effectual 
any measures we may adopt. The present state 
of the war in Europe, which sufficiently occupies 
the great Powers in that quarter, if properly con- 
‘sidered, and its probable results, in regard to us, 
duly weighed, ought, it appears to me, to con- 
vince any man of reflection that this is the most 
favorable moment to insist on finally adjusting 
our differences on this subject with Great Britain. 
The right of our seamen to protection, while they 
sail under our flag, is undeniable. It is a perfect 
right, as much so as the right to be protected 
‘within our houses, or in our carriages on the high- 
way. You ought, therefore, never to abandon it, 
On any pretence whatever; nay, sir, you cannot 
abandon it, in justice to your citizens, unless, in- 
‘deed, you are willing to surrender yout independ- 
ence asa nation. The ocean isa highway for all 
- Nations, over which no one Power has exclusive 
jurisdiction. Ifyou resign this right now to Great 
ritain, what reason have you to believe she will 
not push her demands further, and urgé you to 
resign another, that may be still more important? 
Tt is high time that this business was brought to a 
final closé, for if your séamen are to be seized 
Wherever they are found on the océan, you had 
better strip your ships of every sail they carry, 
confine your citizens within the limits of your 
Own jurisdiction, to fight your own battles, should 
it bécome necessary, rather than see them exposed 
against their will, in fighting the battles of a fot- 
éizn nation. a 
"The second ground of complaint is the aggres- 
Sions committed on our commerce, contrary to 
‘the law of nations, and in violation of every prin- 
ciple of justice. Great Britain’ assumes to her- 
self the right to interdict to neutral nations a 
commercial intercourse with the colonies of her 
enemies, except under such modifications as she 
Kas been pleased to prescribe. She justifies the 
capture of your vessels on the ground of their 
being engaged in a commerce, during the war, 
that was not open to them in time of peace. If 
this principle be once admitted as correct, and 
Carried to the full extent of which it is capable, it 
will be found, in its consequences, almost wholly 
to destroy, nut only the commerce of this coun- 
try asa neutral, but that of every neutral nation 
in the world. Youare told you must not in time 
of war exceed yotir accustomed traffic in time of 
Peace. What is the consequence? War, in a 
great degree, destroys the trade which you were 
accustomed to enjoy in time of peace, as a great 


part of it becomes contraband of war; and this 
new principle shuts up all the avenues of com- 
merce that were opened, in consequence of, or 
even during the war. What commerce, then, let 
me ask, will be left to the neutral? None, sir, 
that will deserve the name of commerce. But 
the reasons advanced in support of this principle, 
will go still further to show its destructive con- 
sequences. One of the reasons given why you 
must not carry on this trade, is, because it is ben- 
eficial to the enemies of Great Britain, as you 
thereby furnish them with provisions and other 


‘articles of merchandise, which relieve them from 


the pressure of the war, and prevent her from de- 
riving all the benefits she otherwise would do, 
from her superiority at sea. If there is any solid- 
ity in this reasoning it will go the whole length 
to prohibit you from carrying the productions of 
your own farms to any nation the enemy of Great 
Britain. Your provisions, bread stuffs, beef, and 
pork, are surely as useful for carrying. on war as 
the produce of the West India islands. She has 
hitherto, it is true, applied this reasoning only to 
the productions of the colonies, but it will equal- 
ly apply to those of your own country. Hence, 
the injustice and absurdity of the principle must 
appear evident to every discerning and unpreju- 
diced mind. But she has already, in carrying in- 
to effect her new principle, gone further than 
merely to prohibit neutrals from carrying colonial 
produce directly to the ports of her enemies. She 
has laid the ground-work to. prevent you from 
carrying to those ports your own productions. 
Your vessels are seized and condemned for bein; 
engaged in conveying to her enemies colonia 
produce, which has been fairly purchased and 
paid for by your citizens, brought to this country, 
and, according to your revenue laws, madea part 
of the common stock of the nation. If there is a 
shade of difference in principle between this case, 
and that in which the produce of your own farms 
should be captured on its way to the same ene- 
my’s ports, il is as flimsy as can be conceived to 
exist. When your people have purchased, the 
productions of other countries, and fairly paid for 
them ; brought them into your own, and complied 
with your municipal regulations respecting them, 
they become neutralized, and as much a part of 
the common stock of the nation as if they had 
been raised on your own farms; and the same 
principle that would inhibit you from carrying 
these to the ports of a belligerent, would, by par- 
ity of reasoning, prevent you from carrying to the 
same ports the productions of your own farms. 
But, Mr. Chairman, let us for a moment inquire 
whence Great Britain derives the right, according 
to any known principle of law or justice, to seize 
and condemn colonial produce, tle property of a 
neutral, in consequence of its being destined for 
the ports of the parent State, her enemy? Stran- 
gers can acquire no rights against each other, in 
consequence of the domestic regulations relative 
to commerce, which a Power independent of 
them may choose to establish. Suppose France, 
by law, in time of peace, should prohibit the im- 
portation of colonial produce to her ports, on the 
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continent, except in her own vessels, Great Brit- 
ain could have no right to capture an American 
vessel engaged in such trade. France alone could 
rightfully seize and condemn such vessel for the 
infraction of her laws; but no other Power could 
have such right. Suppose such prohibitions re- 
moved by Fyance during a war, and the trade de- 
clared lawful, could Great Britain thereby acquire 
a right to capture such vessels for being engaged 
ima trade now declared lawful, which she could 
not do when it was unlawful? Certainly she 
would not. Such doctrine would be contrary to 
the plainest dictates of reason and common sense. 
She had no right to capture such vessel, while the 
prohibition continued, and she could not certainly 
acquire the right by such prohibition being re- 
moved. The intervention of war cannot alter 
the case, for the rights of neutrals, except as to 
contrabanc, remain the same in time of war as 
they were during peace. I must therefore con- 
sider this principle assumed by Great Brifain as 
a flagrant violation of the law of nations, con- 
trary to every principle of justice, and such as 
ought not to be sanctioned by this or any other 
independent nation. If you tamely submit in this 
instance, she will assuredly push her aggressions 
still further; encroach on your rights, step by 
step, as her convenience and interest may require, 
until she has effectually destroyed your commerce, 
and monopolized to herself the whole of its pro- 
fils. That part of our commerce that becomes 
immediately subject to the operation of this new 
principle, has been stated as very unimportant, 
aod under the name of the carrying trade, has 
been ridiculed as not meriting the notice of Gov- 
ernment. A very few remarks however will, 1 ap- 

rehend, show that it is not so insignificant as has 

een represented. In our trade with Great Brit- 
ain, there is a balance in her favor of nearly 
twelve millions of dollars. This balance must be 
pad out of the proceeds of the exports of the 

nited States to other countries. Many of those 
countries that consume a great portion of our pro- 
duce, cannot give us specie in return. Our mer- 
chants must therefore, in all such cases, return 
the produce and manufactures of such coun- 
tries instead of specie; and, as the quantity of 
foreign produce and goods thus received exceeds 
the.amount necessary to supply the demands for 
consumption in this country, it becomes import- 
ant that this surplus should. be carried to other 
markets, where there is a demand for it, and 
where specie can be obtained in return. This has 
heretofore been done by our merchants, by first 
importing such foreign produce into our own 
country, and then re-exporting the same for a 
market; and by means of this trade alone have 
they been enabled to discharge the balance against 
us in our trade with Great Britain. The annual 
value of imports into the United States amounts 
to about seventy-five millions of dollars; of this, 
twenty-eight millions are re-exported to all parts 
of the world, and of that amount, eighteen mil- 
lions go to the dominions of Holland, France, 
Spain, and Italy. The greater part of which is 


eign produce. 


law of nations acted upon by Great Britain. This 
is the carrying trade, sir, which gentlemen have 
considered so unimportant-as not to merit the at- 
tention of Government. 
this trade at $850,000, as gentlemen have done, 


Instead of estimating 


being the net revenue derived therefrom, (and 


which is not considered as paid by citizens of the 


United States,) it may fairly be estimated at 


nearly eighteen millions, or about, one-fourth of 


the whole of your imports, nearly in the propor- 
tion of eighteen million to seventy-five. For if 
your merchants are not permitted to re-export the 


surplus foreign produce to those markets where 
there isa demand for it, it will remain on their 


bands and rot in their store-houses. This would 


also sink the price of your own produce, as there 


could not be a sufficient demand for it, because 
your merchants would not receive in return for- 
Your trade must, therefore, be 
diminished nearly in the. proportion before stated. 
I ask gentlemen if this trade is cut off, how your 
merchants are to get specie to meet the balance 
in favor of Great Britain of twelve millions of 
dollars? If this cannot be done, your imports 
must diminish in proportion as the means of re- 
mittance fail,and your revenue must also feel the 


shock, and suffer in the same proportion as your 


importations are lessened. This isa view of the 
subject, which I presume deserves at least the 
serjous consideration of gentlemen, and I beg of 
them to pause before they agree to relinquish 
without a struggle, this portion of our national 
rights—for, if you submit in this instance to the 
interdiction imposed by Great Britain of carrying 
colonial produce to the ports of her enemies, she 
will assuredly advance her pretensions, as already 
stated, still further, and insist on the right to pro- 
hibit you from supplying them with your own; 
and it may fairly be asked, on the ground she has 
taken, where is the difference between sending 
colonial produce to her enemies and sending your 
own produce? The quantum of injury to her, 
and of benefit to them, will be the same ; and she 
will have nearly the same right to prohibit in the 
one case as in the other. This shows the neces- 
sity of taking some decisive step that will con- 
vince Great Britain that we are determined not 
to submit to these aggressions; that will tell her, 
in firm and manly language, thus far you may go, 
but not farther. On this subject, also, our Goy- 
ernment has remonstrated to that of Great Brit- 
ain without effect. No satisfactory arrangements 
could be obtained, and there is no greater pros- 
pect of an amicable adjustment of our differences 
with that nation at this moment than there was 
a year ago, nor have I any idea that we shall find 
ourselves in a better situation in this respect, one, 
two, or three years hence, if we tamely acquiesce 
than we now are. There is, therefore, no ground 
for delay; we can derive no benefit from it; this 
is the time we ought to act, the most propitious 
that is likely to present itself. : 
I shall, in the next place, Mr. Chairman, notice 
the present state of our relations with Great Brit- 
ain, in order to ascertain whether we are prohib- 


subject to capture by the new principle of the | ited by any existing treaty or regulation, from 
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adopting such measures, in regard to her, as the | 


present state of our affairs may seem to require. 
We have no commercial treaty with that nation, 
except in relation to her colonies on the continent 
of America, adjacent to the United States. We 
are, therefore, at liberty to adopt such regulations 
in regard to our commerce with her, as our situ- 
ation may require. We are certainly not bound, 
before we adopt a commercial regulation, to in- 
quire how Great Britain would approveit? Or 
that it might affect her interest, except so far as to 
ascertain its efficiency to induce her toremove the | our merchants to seek other markets, where they 
grounds of complaint. We, undoubtedly, have | could vend our produce and receive the necessary 
the right to declare with what nation we will|supplies. In this Great Britain would discover 
carry on commerce, without giving just cause of | the dangerous consequences likely to arise from 
war. Thisis a right inherent in every independ- | her injustice, and feel sensibly the effects it might 
ent nation ; and, in the exercise of it, we are not | produce on her mercantile interest, This meas- 
to be guided by the power or weakness of the na- | ure would have another effect in regard to us. It 
tion it may affect. The right is the same whether | would render us less dependent than we now are 
Great Britain has one hundred or one thousand | on Great Britain; which, I conceive, would be a 
ships of war; and if you resign this right to reg- | very fortunate circumstance; for I cannot cón- 
ulate your own commerce, you may as well re- | sider it the interest of this country to be united 
sign your independence as a nation. But, in jus- | too closely with, or rendered dependent on any 
tifying this conduct toward us, does Great Britain | foreign nation, by means of mercantile connex- 
retend that we have acted unfriendly to her? {ions with her citizens; and, in proportion as our 
Ko; she has taken no such ground, except, indeed, | connexions with, and dependence on, Great Brit- 
in stating that this part of our commerce is bene- | ain would cease in this respect, in the same pro- 
ficial to her enemies, which would equally apply | portion we should be freed from foreign influence 
to any other part of our trade with them. There | and from the effects produced by her mercantile 
is, therefore, no concession we can make, consist- | interest on the public mind, in some portions of 
eat with our just rights asa nation, that would | this country. Permit me here, Mr. Chairman, to 
be likely to produce a relinquishment on. her part | notice an observation made by the honorable 
of the ground she has taken. Believing, there- | Speaker, (Mr. Macon,) when he inquired why 
fore, the conduct of Great Britain to be such as | our merchants did not go to other markets than 
requires some efficient measures to be taken on | those of Great Britain? The answer is obvious, 
our part, and believing, also, we have a right, | from what has been already said. Many of our 
without giving just cause of war, to adopt the res- | merchants are connected with British merchants; 
lution under consideration, or any other of a sim- | many‘of them the mere factors of British mer- 
ilar nature, I shall proceed to inquire the effects | chants, trading with British capital; such’ men 
such a measure would have on Great Britain, and | will not seek other markets, while they are per- 
the probability that it would induce her to do us | mitted to procure their merchandise in that coun- 
‘justice. There is at present annually imported | try, where they have their capital and connexions 
into this country from the dominions of Great | —where they are better known, and haye more 
Britain, merchandise to the amount of thirty-five | extensive credit ; our real American merchants 
millions of dollars; for the greater part of which | have also large connexions and extensive credit 
she receives specie, or American produce, equally | there, and they will be unwilling to relinquish 
valuable, and more necessary for her support as a | these, unless Government shall, by some effective 
nation. In this trade there is in her favor a bal- } measure, give a new direction to trade afd anew 
ance of twelve millions of dollars. Surely, sir, it | impulse to our commercial affairs. But, let this 
can require no argument to convince any man of | once take place, and I am convinced our mer- 
the vast importance to Great Britain of a trade | chants will be able to procure most, if not all, of 
that furnishes a market for so great a quantity of | the articles we consume at other European mar- 
her produce and manufactures; supplies her in | kets—those of France, Spain, Holland, Italy, and 
return with those articles which are most neces- | Germany, &c., oa as good terms; or, the channels 
sary for her support, and produces a balance in | of trade once changed, Great Britain will find it 
her favor of twelve millions of dollars. A total | difficult to restore them to their former direction, 
or partial interdiction of this trade would dimin- | This she must know, and when she sees the con- 
ish her profits derived therefrom, in proportion to | duct she is now pursuing will produce this effect, 
the extent of such interdiction. Her manufac- | there is reason to believe she will relinquish the 
tures would remain on hand and rot in her store- | ground she has taken and do us justice. Itis her 
houses; there would be no demand for them in | interest, it is her true policy to do so, 
European markets, when the like articles are} It is said, however, that though we interdict 
furnished from the manufactures of their own | importation from Great Britain, she will be able, 
countries, and the resources of the nation would | notwithstanding, to discharge or dispose of all her 
suffer in proportion as the trade was stagnated. If| manufactures; that they will find other markets, 
we are to pay any regard to the public prints of | and through them find their way to the United 


that nation, we must conclude such a measure 
would havea very serious effect upon her interest, 
They inform us that country would sustain an 
annual loss of seven millions sterling, by the ope- 
ration of a measure similar to that before you. Is 
it likely, sir, her merchants would tamely submit 
to such a loss? No, they would not; they would 
call on their Government to remove the cause, 
and their power and influence there are too well 
known to believe they would not be heard. Fur- 
ther, Mr. Chairman, such a measure would induce 
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States. This isan evasive and an inconclusive 
argument. It may be a sound general principle 
that commerce, on a large scale, will seek its mar- 
kets and find its level, as the waters doin the 
ocean: but regulation, such as that before you, 
will affect its course, change its direction, impede 
its progress, and determiné its channels, so as to 
deprive some countries of its benefits, in favor of 
others, in the same manner that mountains, hills, 
and valleys, change and shape the directions of 
‘water courses in their progress to the ocean. 

But, it is insisted, this measure will produce 
war; I consider it entirely in the nature of a com- 
mercial regulation, and such as cannot, as already 
stated, give any just cause of war. But, itis ask- 
ed, will Great Britain inquire whether it is, or is 
not, just cause of war ? Will she not consider it 
so, because it is against her interest? If gentle- 
men will have it that Great Britain has abandon- 
ed every principle of justice, it is vain to expect 
she will, on any occasion, be governed by reason, 
of motives of propriety, in her conduct toward 
us; if she is totally regardless of common right, 
and ‘governed by her interests alone, she waits 
only a more favorable opportunity to give our 
commerce a more deadly blow; and it is, there- 
fore, high time to withdraw ourselves from all 
connexions with her. But, I am not prepared to 
go thislength; I cannot believe a great nation, 
who holds a dignified rank among the Powers of 
the earth, would expose herself to the indignation 
and derision of the world, by abandoning all re- 
spect for justice and public right. I must believe 
she still retains some regard for her national 
honor; and, if not for her honor, she does for her 
interest: all that she could say, with any color of 
justice, would be, that she has the right to adopt 
other regulations on her part to counteract ypurs. 
Let us inquire into the effect of such regulations. 
She may say, your produce shall not go to her 
colonies, her islands, or any of her dominions. If 
she takes this measure, she will prepare the most 
effectual scourge for her own subjects. She will 
reduce the inhabitants of those islands not only to 
a state of starvation, but force them at length, in 
all probability, into insurrection. We have alrea- 
dy witnessed the complaints of those people to the 
mother country. We have seen the picture they 
have drawn, of their sufferings and distress, and 
their declarations that they cannot exist without 
the produce of the United States. How, then, 
shall Britain retaliate? Shecannot do it effectu- 
ally without injuring herself more than she will 
you. Hence, T am clearly of opinion, the adop- 
tion of proper measures on our part—of measures 
similar to that before you—would be likely to pro- 
duce the desired effect in the conduct of Great 
Britain toward us. 

An important inquiry remains to be made; and 
that is, the effects such a measure, as that now be- 
before you, would produce on the commerce of 
the United States, on the revenue, and on the ag- 
ricultural interest. It has been insisted that it 
would destroy your commerce. This must be on 
the supposition that it would produce war. Ihave 
endeavored to show this would not be the neces- 
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sary nor even the probable consequence of it. I 
am not, however, prepared to vote for it, at this 
time, in its present shape; but I do not refuse my 
assent to it because J believe it to be a war meas- 
ure, nor because I think Great Britain herself 
would consider it so, but because I conceive it 
more advisable to adopt a measure that will not 
so materially affect either your commerce, your 
revenue, or your agricultural interest. On this 
ground I would myself prefer a measure that 
would impose additional duties on British mer- 
chandise, or I would agree to interdict the import- 
ation into this country of certain specified arti- 
cles, the growth or manufacture of Great Britain, 
as proposed by the resolution introduced by the 
gentlemen from Maryland. This measure would 
not have a very serious effect upon the commerce 
of our country, as such articles might be selected, 
and, indeed, are in the resolution alluded to, as 
could be conveniently enough procured at other 
markets, It would, at the same time, paralyze. 
the most valuable and profitable portion of British 
manufactures, and enlist the mercantile interest of ' 
that country against the present unjust proceed- 
ings of their Government. The result cannot. 
well be doubted by those who know the powerful. 
influence their merchants have over the affairs of 
that nation. The amount of duties arising from, 
merchandise imported from Great Britain, paying 
a duty ad valorem, is somewhat less than three 
millions and a half of dollars. The articles pro- 
posed to be prohibited are chiefly of the descrip- 
tion paying such duty, but do not include the 
whole of them. The introduction will not prob- 
ably extend to more than one-half the merchan- 
dise in value, paying such duty. But, suppose the. 
amount, on the prohibited articles, should be two 
millions—the only diminution of revenue that 
could take place must arise from a failure on the 
part of our merchants to obtain those articles at 
other markets, and would be only proportioned 
to such failure. Suppose they should fail in ob- 
taining those articles to the extent of one-fourth 
of the whole; the loss of revenue would be pro-, 
ortioned, and might be estimated at half a mil- 
ion; though I do not, myself, from the best informs 
ation I have been able to obtain, believe it would 
exceed one or two hundred thousand dollars. 
This loss of revenue is certainly not so important 
as to prevent us from adopting, and, once adopted, 
adhering to a measure we deem calculated to vin- 
dicate our rights, I shall not descend into de- 
tails, as to the countries in which those articles, 
can be procured. Mercantile gentlemen have 
spoken, and differed on this subject; but, from the 
most correct information to be obtained here, I 
am of opinion there are few articles now gotten 
from the dominions of Great Britain, which are 
necessary for our consumption, that may not be 
obtained from other markets. Hence, sir, it does, 
appear to me, that such a measure as that above. 
proposed, would not, in any great degree, affect, 
your commerce or your revenue, 

I will now submit a few remarks with regard 
to the effects of such a measure on the agricultu- 
ral interests of this country. It will here be ob-. 
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served, that no proposition has been made that 
goes to restrict our exports. They will, of course, 
continue to seek the best markets, and our produce 
will find its way to Great Britain, as usual. Iad- 
mit, however, that commerce and agriculture are 
so intimately connected, that you cannot give a 
dangerous blow to the one without its being seri- 
ously felt by the other. But, when thisis admit- 
ted to be the case, it furnishes the strongest ground 
for extending: protection to commerce, lest the ag- 


ricultural interest should suffer, in consequence of 


the wound given yourcommerce. Iam also wil- 
ling to admit it probable, if we prohibit the intro- 
duction of British manufactures into this country, 
it may, in some degree, reduce the price of our 
produce that goes to Great Britain, but not to such 
an extent as to be seriously felt. It is also true, 
that Great Britain now receives the greatest part 
of the staple articles, cotton and tobacco, exported 
from the Southern and Western States. But, 
should the proposed measure be adopted, she will 
stand in as much need of cotton as she now does. 
Her manufactures cannot be carried on without 
the raw materials, and she cannot procure asuf- 
ficiency of this article from any other quarter. 
This interdiction cannot, therefore, affect the 
price of cotton, or if it should, it must be in a 
very small degree indeed. I am not, however, for 


interdicting the importation from Great Britain of 


cotton manufactures, because I believe it would 
be difficult to obtain them at other markets. This 
will remove the greatest objection that has been 
stated on this subject by the gentleman from 
Georgia, as Great Britain will still continue to 
have the same demand for thisarticle. With re- 
ard to tobacco, its price cannot be materially af- 
ected by this measure; it may, perhaps, in a small 
degree, as their merchants will not be able to ex- 
change their manufactures for it, but this cannot 
be such as to be sensibly felt. I cannot, therefore, 
consider the objections made to adopting such 
a measure, on the ground of its oro effects 
on the agricultural interest, as well founded. I 
conceive, in the present state of our affairs, the 
only way in which we can secure and promote 
the. interest of agriculture, is to protect our com- 
merce. But, we are asked if, by this measure, 
we can expect to produce any considerable effect 
upon a powerful nation, without its producing 
some re-action on ourselves? I answer, we must 
expect, in some degree, to be affected by it, and I 
believe the American people are prepared to suf- 
fer some inconveniences to obtain redress. They 
do not expect, when measures are taken to vindi- 
cate their rights, to be permitted to repose at per- 
fect ease. No nation can be in such a situation 
as to enable her to act effectively on another Power, 
soas to bring her to terms, without feeling, in some 
degree, herself, the re-action of the measures she 
may adopt. Such a-state of things is not to be 
expected. If this were the case, there would be 
no necessity to appeal to the public voice or the 
national feeling on such occasions. You might 
adopt any measure you deemed proper to obtain 
your object, without consulting the sense of the 
nation, if the public at large were to be in no man- 


ner affected thereby. But, the people of America 
sensibly feel the indignity offered to their country, 
and are as ready to make sacrifices, to obtain re- 
dress, as the merchants. When I have said this 
much, and am willing to go this far, yet I am not 
disposed to support the mercantile interest. to any 
extravagant extent to which our trade may be 
carried. Iam not disposed to protect our mer- 
chants in covering enemy’s property. As we have 
agreed to relinquish the principle, that “a neutral 
flag shall make neutral property,” Iam not new 
disposed to resume it, and insist on its being ob- 
served, though I believe we never ought to have 
abandoned it, so long as we continued a commer- 
cial nation. If, therefore, any of our merchants. 
are engaged in such trade—in covering enemy's 
property—-let Great Britain seize and condemn 
their vessels. This she may do—but let not the 
innocent suffer with the guilty. I beg leave, Mr. 
Chairman, to make a few remarks on this subject 
as it respects other nations. We are told, you 
must not engage in the colonial trade to France 
or her allies, because you thereby assist the ene- 
mies of Great Britain. If this principle be al- 
lowed, let me ask, what will France say? She 
will tell you, you shall not trade in the products 
of Great Britain, because you will thereby give 
aid and assistance to her—the enemy of France. 
And would not this have more than the appear- 
ance of justice in it? Would it not be a fair pos 
sition? Has not France the same right with 
Great Britain to say, you shall not furnish sup- 
plies to her enemies? And thus you would “be 
stripped of the whole of the colonial trade. ‘But, 
you are asked, if, when you adopt this resolution, 
you are prepared to contend with the navy of 
Great Britain? I was, sir, sorry to hear this rè- 
mark introduced on this occasion, To hear it 
said, when you are about making a regulation 
merely commercial—to direct the affairs of yout 
own country—if you adopt such measures, Great 
Britain will make war upon you—will, ata single 
stroke, sweep all your vessels from the ocean! To 
hear the power of that nation magnified, and her 
warlike achievements painted in the highest col- 
ors, as if toaweand intimidate your own country! 
Is it, indeed, sir, come to this, that we shall not be 
permitted to wear a coat, the cloth of which is not 
made in Great Britain? Shall we not determine 
for ourselves, without consulting any other nation, 
with regard to the clothes we shall wear, or ‘the 
food or liquors we shall consume? If the crisis 
has arrived, at which we are afraid to decide on 
those points without having a special regard to 
the good pleasure of Great Britain, I say, in the 
name of God, let us resign our independence, re- 
turn again to the degraded state of Colonies, and 
only inquire under whose wings we shall place 
ourselves for protection. But, suppose the power 
of that nation isso great and formidable (as it has 
been repeatedly represented by gentlemen) that 
you are not to take a step without consulting her 
mterest, lest you should offend her. When; let 
me ask, will this power be diminished? “When 
will the obstacle be removed? She has now nearly 


| eight hundred ships of war on the ocean—in what 
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degree must they be diminished before you will 
dare to take the. first step in vindication of your 
violated rights? Or, suppose her navy should be 
increased, in a few. years, to a thousand or fifteen 
hundred: ships of war, shall we shrink from de- 
fending our rights in proportion to this increase 
of her navy? I am not, sir, willing to sanction 
such a doctrine. However powertul she may be. 
right is still the same, and ought to be maintained 
inviolate. You have been told, triumphantly, that 
Great Britain is fighting the battles of the world. 
Qn this point, we.are not to legislate. We area 
neutral nation, and as such, ought not to affect a 
partiality for either France or Great Britain. I 
will not, on this occasion, change my vote on the 
ground that Great Britain is fighting the battles 
of the world, or that Bonaparte is conquering it. 
The moment it shall become necessary for us to 
take part in the war, then, and not till then, I shall 
be willing to declare on which side we ought to 
enlist this nation. But, while at peace, it is neither 
the right nor the duty of a neutral Power to de- 
termine which of those nations engaged in war 
has justice on her side. I conceive we are bound 
to do equal justice to the one as the other, and 
not wilfully to aid either, to the prejudice of the 
other. 

It has also been stated on this floor, that your 
territory has been violated, and your frontiers in- 
vaded by Spain; and that you cught to avenge 
these wrongs, before you take measures to protect 
your commerce. It is true, sir,some unjustifiable 
acts have been done, on our Southern and West- 
ern frontiers by Spanish subjects, and perhaps by 
Spanish agents. But it does not appear the acts 
“were. authorized or sanctioned by their Govern- 
ment, So far as has come to our knowledge, 
from the documents on our tables, and from the 
best information that has been obtained, (and the 
House are possessed of the same information,) 
there have been no aggressions or violations of 
territorial right, committed within the portion of 
the territory of the United States of which we 
have taken actual possession, or on our citizens 
within the same, under the acknowledged author- 
ity of the Spanish Government; on the contrary, 
her officers have explicitly disavowed the aggres- 
sions complained of. If thesubjects of Spain, and 
American citizens, have crossed the line of de- 
markation, alternately, and committed outrages 
on the territories of each Power without authority 
from their respective Governments, (which it is 
believed was the case,) it isa proper subject for 
judicial investigation, or for amicable adjustment, 

y the agents of the two Governments, but nota 
just cause of war, so long as those acts are disa- 
vowed by the respective Governments. There is, 
therefore, no ground for the assertion, that we have 
tamely submitted to the aggressions and inroads 
of Spain upon our territory. With regard to the 
depredations stated to have been committed on 
our commerce by thecruisers of Franceand Spain, 
they are of a nature altogether different from those 
committed by Great Britain. The former Gov- 
ernments have not sanctioned the conduct of 
their cruisers in. those late cases complained of. 


They have not authorized them by formal instruc- 
tions to prey upon our commerce, and seize our 
vessels engaged in a lawful trade; nor have they 
introduced into the law of nations a new princi- 
ple, suited to the present circumstances, to justify 
aggressions. Since the unauthorized captures, 


made:by the cruisers of those two Governments, 


which have for a considerable time been in a train 


of amicable settlement, there is not a case that has 


come to our knowledge, in which the admiralty 
courts of France and Spain, in deciding on cap- 


tures made of American property, have assumed 


and acted upon a principle contrary to the law of 


nations, to justify the condemnation of such prop- 


erty, and in which the same was afterwards sanc- 


tioned by either of those Governments. On the 
contrary, it is well known, and so declared by her 
Minister here, that Spain has issued orders to her 
cruisers torespectthe American flag. What foun- 
dation, therefore, is there for the declaration of 
gentlemen, that you have cringed and shrunk from 
the contest with France and Spain, and now wish 
to bully Great Britain? There is none, sir. We 
have not tamely submitted to injury and insult 
from those quarters, nor have we deserted the rights 
of our country. And when the whole proceed- 
ings, which. have taken place during the present 
session shall be made public, (which I hope may 
soon take place) the American people will justify 
and applaud our conduct,and they will also judge 
whvu were disposed to resign their rights, and to sub- 
mit to national insult and injury. 

It has, Mr. Chairman, been observed by a gen- 
tleman from New York, (Mr. Masters,) that na- 
tional animosity produced the resolution before 
you. Iregret that such an idea should be ex- 
pressed on this floor. I know of no such animos- 
ity, but I believe, on the contrary, if a national par- 
tiality exists in this country, it is in favor of Great 
Britain; not that I believe such partiality crimi- 
nal; but Great Britain being the parent country, 
speaking the same language with ourselves, and 
so many of her subjects becoming citizens of this 
country, there is naturally felt a degree of attach- 
ment towards the people of that nation. | If these 
feelings do not go too far, they are laudable; but 
in regard toa national animosity to Great Britain, 
I do not believe it exists in this country, at least 
to any considerable extent. If gentlemen mean 
that this animosity exists againsttyranny, I hopeit 
will eternally exist, so long as its cause exists. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I hope we shall not cherish 
animosity against France, any more than against 
Great Britain. Nor do I wish us to cherish par- 
tiality for either. There was, I believe, sir,a time 
when the people of this country felt a generous 
impulse in favor of the French nation. The flame 
of liberty that issued from the bosom of America, 
during the Revolution, had kindied up anew in 
France, and promised for awhile to illuminate the 
whole world. The American people rejoiced at 
the prospect, and felt a generous sentiment of en- 
thusiasm towards those who appeared to be advo- 
cating the cause of liberty and the freedom of man. 
But Tam not prepared to say, that their flame has 
continued to burn, or that the expectations it cre- 
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ated have been realized; but I may, I presume, | own interest, and may be equally effective in co- 


say, there is no ground to believe that this nation 
entertains a criminal animosity against or partial- 
ity for either Great Britain or France. The same 
gentleman has observed, what I admit is too true, 
that Great Britain governs the commerce of the 
world. This, however, is the strongest reason that 
could be advanced, against a tame submission to 
every act of aggression which that Government 
may choose to commit on your commerce, unless, 
indeed, you are willing to acknowledge a national 
pusillanimity, and an inability to resist injury. If 
weare unable to oppose Great Britain on the ocean, 
and she will persist in her unjust violation of our 
rights, let us withdraw from all connexions witk 
her—confine ourselves within the limits of our 
territory, and live independent of her luxuries and 
her commerce, on the productions and manufac- 
tures of our own country. 

J have one or two remarks to make on an ob- 
servation ofa gentleman from Georgia. The gen- 
tleman says, that we are happy beyondall example. 
Iadmit the truth of this remark; but isit the way 
to continue so, to submit to every insult, and 
cringe to every injury? To shrink from resistance, 
and estimate the value of our rights by the strength 
of the British navy; but in an inverse ratio? - If 
we look back to the rise of our liberty, we shall 
find it sprung from a manly resistance against ty- 
ranny.. It is our duty, in my opinion, to make the 
like resistence now; to imitate the conduct of our 
forefathers, from whose exertions we derived our 
independence. But then it is repeated, by the same 
gentleman, that this measure will be considered by 
Great Britain as a.causeof war. 'Thisideaseems 
to be so deeply fixed in the minds of gentlemen, 
that they seem to see that nation take flame, and 
make war the moment you touch her sacred in- 
terest, her manufactures. I am still, however, 
unable to discover upon what ground this measure 
can be-considered a cause of war. Itis simply a 
commercial regulation—and you might as well be 
told, she would consider a law regulating your or- 
dinary internal concerns, a cause of war. Itmay 
here be proper to notice one circumstance of some 
singularity attending the present discussion. Some 
gentlemen, opposed to this resolution, have express- 
ed their willingness to do something—to adopt a 
measure less energetic than this is. Yet all their 
arguments are bottomed on the same principle, 
and are equally hostile to any- effective measure 
that can be devised, as they are to’that before you. 
If Great Britain has a right to consider a total pro- 
hibition of her merchandise into this country, a 
cause of war, she has the same right to consider a 
partial prohibition so.. The principle is the same; 
the only difference is in degree, or in regard to the 
quantum of merchandise to be affected by the mea- 
sure. Though, therefore, my vote may agree with 
the votes of those gentlemen on this resolution, it 
will be given for very different reasons from those 
they have assigned. Ishall vote against it, because, 
(though I am clearly of opinion,) we havea right 
to adopt it without giving just cause of war, yet I 
consider it more advisable, at this time, to adopt 
a measure that will prove less injurious to our 


ercing Great Britain to do us justice, 

The gentleman from South Carolina(Mr. Wit- 
LIAMS,) appeared really to think, that war had 
already been declared—that Great Britain had 
landed her troops on our shores, and that our peo- 
ple were flying to arms or escaping to the moun- 
tains. 

Mr. D. R. Witiiams.— Wherein and how did 
I say so? : 

Mr. G. W. CampspeLi.—The gentleman contend- 
ed, that this was a war measure; that our seaport 
towns were defenceless; that the British navy, 
should it be adopted, would lay them in ashes. 

Mr. D. R. Witttiams.—The gentleman must be 
mistaken. 

Mr. G. W.Campzett.—lI have so taken the gen- 
tleman’s words in my notes; in taking which I 
am seldom incorrect; but the gentleman hasa 
right to explain his own expressions. He certainly 
did appear to consider this a war measure, and said 
our towns were exposed; that thousands of inno- 
cent persons would be ruined by it; that Great 
Britain was fighting our battles. 

Mr. D. R. Wittiams.—The gentleman has cer- 
tainly mistaken me, it must be some other gentle- 
men who said so. . 

Mr. G. W. CAMPRELL.—I am glad that the 
gentlemen disavows such sentiments. I. wish 
every gentleman in the House would do the same. 
We are, however, further told, that this war, 
which it seems is certainly to take place.) is to 
be supported by the agricultural interests, and 
that the merchants in the large seaport towns. 
will reap all the benefit. I assure you, Mr. Chair- 
man, I am- not one of those who are for securing 
the seaport towns, at the expense of agriculture. 
But, as I have already stated my ideas, on this 
point, I will not repeat them. I do, however, be- 
lieve the measure we proposed to take, will, in 
the first instance, affect the commercial interest, 
and will only be felt by the agricultural. interest 
in consequence of, and in proportion to the im- 
pression it makes on commerce. 

Our commerce, sir, is more vulnerable than any 
other portion of our possessions ; it may beconsid- 
ered as encompassing our couatry, constituting 
its weak parts, and exposed to the first attacks of 
anenemy. Every impulse that is given, will be 
first felt by commerce, and through its medium 
by every other occupation in society. 

But it is said, that this nation, on a former oc- 
casion, experienced the robberies of Great Britain, 
without resorting to sucha measure as this. That 
case when examined, will not justify the declara- 
tion. On that occasion, the Representatives of 
the nation took a stronger ground than that before 
you. A bill passed this House interdieting all 
intercourse with Great Britain, and was rejected 
in the other House, by a single vote, that of the 
Vice President. But, notwithstanding this, a still 
stronger ground was taken. An embargo was 
laid, which was only removed on the commence- 
ment of negotiation, Can these proceedings be 
considered as grounds for our submitting-at this 
time to the injustice of. Great Britain?” Surely 
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they-cannot—and I hope this House will never 
sanction such an idea. A remark made by a gen- 
tleman from Virginia, (Me CLARK, )on the subject 
of the impressment of our seamen, merits some 
notice. ‘That gentleman stated, as an excuse, (as 
Lunderstood it,) for the conduct of Great Britain 
in. this respect, the doctrine she insists on, “that 
a person once a subject, is alwaysa subject of her 
Government, and never can can shake off his al- 
legiance.” This isa dangerous doctrine to be ac- 
knowledged on this floor; and its consequences 
might involve the best interests of your country, 
and the lives of a vast number of your citizens. 
Suppose it once established, and a war should take 
place between this country and Great Britain ; 
she would consider such of your citizens as had 
been born in her dominions, as rebels against their 
country ; and when they fall into her hands, 
would put to death, or otherwise punish them as 
such, instead of treating them as prisoners of 
war. Are gentlemen prepared to admit a doc- 
trine that would produce such dangerous conse- 
quences? I trust not. It is true Great Britain 
has contended for this right; but it never has 
been sanctioned by this Government, and she has 
been obliged to relinquish it in part, by the deci- 
sion of her courts of justice, so far as related to 
persons in this country, at the conclusion of peace 
with that nation. In reason, it can have no foun- 
dation, except during the time such subject may 
remain without becoming a citizen of another 
Government, according to. the laws thereof. It 
never ought, or can be admitted as applying to 
persons in this country, alter they have become 
citizens of the United States, according 10 our 
pute We are then bound to protect phem as 
such, 

To conclude my remarks on this subject, I will 
briefly repeat, that I am decidedly of opinion, the 
conduct of Great Britain is such, in impressing 
our seamen, and capturing merchant vessels, on 
the ground of their being engaged in a trade with 
her enemies, not open to them in time of peace, 
is manifestly unjust and unauthorized by the laws 
of nations. I conceive we have an undoubted 
right, without giving just cause of war, to regu- 
late our own commerce, and to say from what 
nations we will, or will not, import articles of 
consumption; and what description, and under 
what circumstances, I also believe it our duty 
at this time to adopt some decisive measure on 
the subject, that will evince to Great Britain our 
determination to resist aggression and to main- 
tain our rights. I would, sir, prefer a measure, 
in which we could, and would persevere, unless it 
should be found our interest to change it. A mea- 
sure that would be least likely to paralyze our re- 
venue or affect the agricultural interest. With 
this view, I would prefer, in the first instance, 
imposing additional, or-discriminating duties on 
certain specified articles, imported from Great 
Britain ; such as would give the preference to 
other. European markets. Or, if more agreeable 
to the majority of this House, I would concur 
in interdicting the importation of such articles. 
And if this should not prove effectual, I would 


Som 


take still stonger ground. I would. prohibit the 
importation of all merchandise, the growth or 
manufacture of the British dominions. And 
should it become necessary, I would cut off all 
intercourse with that nation; which would effec- 
tually starve her West. India islands, and com- 
pel her to come to just terms, or abandon her colo- 
nies to distress and ruin. These measures I am 
willing to take, and support in succession, as the 
occasion may require; and in doing so I shall 
act under the conscientious and perfect conviction 
that they are for the good of the nation; that 
they are necessary to vindicate the injured rights 
and insulted honor of my country; and that 
country will, I am confident, in this, justify my 
conduct. 

Mr. Jacxson.—My conviction of the import- 
ance of this subject will plead my apology for the 
trespass I shall make on the time of the Commit- 
tee. I purpose to takea rapid review of the points 
in discussion between this country and Great Bri- 
tain, and to touch lightly upon the argunients of 
gentlemen, who have contended that it is better 
to surrender them than to assume an attitude of 
resistance, or to adopt measures perfectly pacific 
for the purpose of producing a relaxation of the 
arbitrary systematic attacks upon our neutral 
rights; for, with one or two exceptions, the ob- 
jections adduced go to sanction the opinion that 
the commerce in question ought to be abandoned ; 
and that this Government ought not to do any- 
thing to protect it. The measure presented to the 
consideration of this Committee is galculated to 
produce a redress of the grievances complained of, 
with so much justice. First. The capture of our 
vessels sailing on the high seas, in strict observance 
and obedience to the law of nations; and, secondly, 
the impressment of our seamen, bona fide citizens, 
protected by the flag of the nation. While we 
are discussing the proposition of resorting toa 
remedy to redress these evils, we are met by gen- 
tlemen who deny that it is right to do anything. 
First. Because the Executive has not recommend- 
ed any particular measure; and, secondly, because 
the trade under consideration is fraudulent, and 
the citizens impressed are the subjects of Great 
Britain. : , e 

With regard to the first allegation, that the Ex- 
ecutive has not recommended any specifie mea- 
sure, was it not objected under a former Adminis- 
tration that the Executive interfered improperly 
in legislative measures? Congress possess the 
Constitutional power of declaring war, and should 
the Executive- recommend a declaration of war 
to us, I presume we should hear much of the Ex- 
ecutive attempting an undue and indecent influ- 
ence over our legislative powers; for, judging by 
the past, I have no doubt that whenever such a 
recommendation shall be made by the Executive 
it will be opposed by the same persons who now 
call for his recommendation, and express dissatis- 
faction at his withholding it. i 

But it is asserted this trade is fraudulent, and it 
is dishonorable to protect it. So much has been 
said and written on this subject, that it is alto- 
gether useless to combat the arguments urged on 
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this floor; for it isnot because a celebrated pamph- 
let, without an author, has been written on the 
subject on this side of the water, vindicating the 
fairness and legality of the trade, or as gentlemen 
will have it, surrendering the question at the thres- 
hold, or because another equally celebrated has 
been written on the other, declaring it “War in 
Disguise,” that we will consent to be concluded on 
the question, as they are ali free game, and ought 
to pass for nothing unless their arguments carry 
conviction to the mind. The question resolves 
itself into the consideration whether this trade is 
fraudulent or not. Can we exchange our produc- 
tions with the colonies of the belligerent nations— 
bring here theirs, and carry any surplus beyond 
our wants to other nations? I conceive that we 
can; common sense sanctions the opinion. Gen- 
tlemen, however, say we cannot. ‘That the pro- 
perty is not changed, but still belongs to the origi- 
nal owner of it, and that our neutral flag fraud- 
ently covers the enemy’s property. But gentle- 
men deal in a mere coinage of the fancy when 
they say so. I demand their proofs; they will 
not accept our opinions; and I with equal pro- 
priety reject theirs. How will they show that 
this is not our property ? It is said that a want 
of capital is a proof of it; but, on investigation, it 
will be found, that the American capital is fully 
adequate to. the carrying on this trade. Do not 


we find our merchants engaged in the trade to, 


the.East Indies, which requires a capital of three 
and four hundred thousand dollars, and if the trade 
to the West India islands be equally profitable, is 
it not to be presumed that they will likewise en- 
gage in it? If this property does not pass by the 
transfer, as we contend it does, it may be main- 
tained that a horse sold in the open market will 
be subject to an execution subsequently issued 
against its previous owner; nay, even that the ex- 
ecutor of such owner may sue for and recover it. 
But this argument shakes every principle involved 
in cammerce to its foundation ; its origin is traffic, 
which induces one man to exchange the surplus 
beyond what is necessary to him, for that which is 
necessary, and was the surplus of another; and if 
the property is not changed by this traffic, nothing 
is safe, everything is afloat, and no man knows to 
whom any property belongs which may happen 
to be.in his possession. Such a doctrine must 
destroy all commeree at a single blow. But, say 
gentlemen, Great Britain indulges us in pursuing 
the honest carrying trade. I disclaim the posi- 
tion. How can she be said to indulge us with a 
right sanctioned by the law of nations; a right in- 
herent in every independent nation? I contend 
that the trade to which I have just alluded, is as 
just and honest as any other trade of this country 
afloat on the ocean. 

Great Britain not only imposes on our trade 
the restriction which interdicts our carrying the 
products of the colonies of her enemies to the 
mother country, after incorporating them with our 
own stock, but she disallows all trade with her 
enemies in time of war not permitted in time of 
peace. The gentleman from Virginia argues this 
is.correct. He says Great Britain has a prepon- 


derance on the ocean, and inquires whether we 
have a right to check it by supplying her enemy 
with anything necessary to relieve his wants. 
This is going farther than “War in Disguise ;” than 
the time-serving Sir William Scott, who some- 
times recollects that he is called on to expound 
the law of nations as a judge, and at others only 
to register the orders of the King and Council; or 
any other man in England. Does not this strike 
at the root of the whole trade of our country? 
There is no nation at war that is not more or less 
supported by our products; they derive from us 
the means of subsistence, and the carriage of them, 
it seems, is to be prohibited, because Great Britain 
has a preponderance on the ocean, and can starve 
out her enemies if we are not permitted to carry 
to them. Great Britain says you shall not carry 
on a trade in time of war not permitted in time 
of peace. She seizes our vessels; inverts the natu- 
ral principle of evidence ; throws the onus proban- 
di of showing that this trade then prosecuted was 
carried on in time of peace, on the owner of the 
property, and thus our whole trade afloat is ex- 
posed to hazard and vexatious interruptions. But, 
in defiance of this rule set up by herself, Great 
Britain opens in war her own islands, whose trade 
is shut-up in time of peace. Test then her prin- 
ciple by her practice. It will not be contended 
that she connives at a fraudulent trade, or justi- 
fies it as lawful with herself, when she declares. 
the same trade relatively to her enemies illicit and 
subject to condemnation. If then she is not gov- 
erned by narrow and unjust views, she cannot con- 
tend that that is right when it respects herself, 
which is wrong in relation to another. She has 
yielded that question by opening her ports in war 
which were shut in peace, and has made, even if 
there existed a previous doubt, this trade lawful. 
But, not confined to going this length, she carries 
on that trade herself which she denies to us; thus 
adding another to the numerous outrages commit- 
ted upon us. If we acquiesce in this doctrine, advo-: 
cated by Great Britain, sanctioned by heradmiralty 
courts, and enforced by her cruisers, laskif weshall 
not violate that honest neutrality which compels 
us to treat all nations alike? The great principle 
of a neutral nation, as defined by the law of na- 
tions, is, to treat the belligerents with equal im- 
partiality, and not to favor one at the expense of 
another. By acquiescing in the doctrine that 
renders this part of our trade liable to capture, we 
make ourselves a party on the side of one of the 
nations engaged in war. 

This colonial trade is not only lawful, but it is 
beneficial to the merchant and also. the farmer. 
Gentlemen have attempted to draw a distinction 
between the mercantile and the farming interests. 
I shall by and by expose the fallacy of their rea- 
soning; but at this time, I will confine my remarks 
to proving that this trade is not only beneficial to 
the merchant but likewise to the farmer. The 
colonies from which this trade is derived, are fed 
exclusively from this country—to them we. carry 
our provisions and receive in return their produc- 
tions. Itis not our interest to receive money, if 
they had it, because we should lose the profit on 
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the return cargo. If we were not at liberty to pur- 
chase beyond the consumption of our country, the 
extent of our exports would be diminished in the 
same ratio, for not having money to pay for our 
provisions they could not purchase them. The 
consequence would be that the trade would fall 
into retail hands, and the loss would reverberate 
on the former, the demand for his productions 
would be diminished, and they would rot in our 
warehouses. This shows that the farmer is as 
deeply interested in the trade as the merchant. 
But while we are attempting to obtain justice 
for this outrage, which some gentlemen admit to 
be stich and others deny, we are told that we are 
paving the way to war. Willa measure of this 
kind lead to war? If so, we hold our rights by a 
feeble tenure. Shall we not be permitted to re- 
ceive our supplies from other nations as we please? 
Shall we not be permitted to say to a nation doing 
injustice to us, we will have no intercourse with 
you; without giving that nation a just cause of 
‘war? Strange principle! If a nation is not al- 
lowed to take such measures of redress, without 
involving herself in war, I cannot conceive in 
what the rights of a nation consist. I acknow- 
ledge myself always to have been a stranger to 
them. If this measure will have such an effect, 
anything we can do will have the same tendency. 
If to prohibit all articles from Great Britain be a 
‘war measure, to prohibit any part of them will also 
be a war measure; and itis therefore but fair to 
consider the arguments of gentlemen as equally 
applicable to doing anything. If the scourge of 
war is held over our heads by sucha slender thread, 
shall the fear of it prevent us from doing that which 
we consider as but justice to ourselves? But the 
gentleman says Great Britain will not be injured 
by a war with us even to the value ofa single dollar. 
Such language I should have scarcely expected to 
hear, even ascoming from the English Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, upon the floor of Parliament. 
Tam ready to allow, and I firmly believe, that if 
Great Britain thinks it her interest to go to war 
with us she will do so, she will first strike the blow, 
as she did in the case of the Spanish prizes, and 
declare war afterwards. So the argument goes 
for nothing. But weare her best customers. We 
supply her with raw materials which she cannot 
obtain from other countries. I consider this as 
giving usa decided advantage over her, of which, 
if properly used, we may always avail ourselves 
without giving her a just cause for war. Her 
writers say a non-intercourse with this country 
would provea loss to her of six millions sterling 
a year. Surely they know what would be the 
effect of such a measure better than we; and with 
this assertion staring them in the face, it will not 
again be said that a war with us would not cost 
her a dollar. But it is said Great Britain is fight- 
ing for her own existence, against an enemy that 
is most powerful; that she is the only bulwark 
between France and universal despotism; and 
thus an altempt is made to enlist our sympathies 
in her favor. But let her do us justice before she 
claims our sympathy. “Shall we wait until she 
has subdued the whole continental marine and 


have triumphed on land, before we demand jus- 
tice? Shall we fold up our arms, and say we per- 
ceive you are convulsed—you are menaced with 
an invasion; we will patiently wait till you get 
rid of all these sources of alarm before we press 
you? Can it be imagined that she is contending 
for a right in war, pressed, convulsed, and threat- 
ened as she is, which she will abandon ona return 
of peace? This is to suppose that the millenium 
is approaching, of which Great Britain is to be the 
harbinger. Practise this system, and in a litle 
time you will have nothing left worth fighting for. 
Let a nation strike atan important branch of your 
trade, and trample on rights held dear by every 
citizen of America. and let her know that you will 
wait till every alarm which she feels is removed, 
and then ask for justice; that you deem it dishon- 
orable to make a stand until she has her hands : 
cleared of all other difficulties—let this system or 
no system be resorted to, and you will not, I repeat 
it, have a right left that is worth contending for. 
But, say gentlemen, if we resort to this measure, 
Great Britain will go to war, and instead of hav- 
ing 1,500 seamen, she will have 15,000 of our citi- 
zens groaning in her prison ships. This is truly 
a degrading picture, which goes to show that we 
shall not be permitted to resist an encroachment 
on our rights, because the injury will be increased 
tenfold. Let Great Britain once know that this 
is your mode of thinking, and instead of holding 
in bondage 1,500, she will indeed rob you of 15,000 
of your seamen; and instead of capturing 15 mil- 
lions of property, she will take 150, and you will 
be as bankrupt in fortune asin character. But, say 
gentlemen, this right is not worth contending for, 
and ask triumphantly, shall we lose six millions 
for the protection of one? But if on this score 
we hesitate resisting aggressions, we shall soon 
have no millions to lose. Are we then, indeed, to 
sit down tamely and countthe costs; debit so much 
for honorable resistance—credit so much for na- 
tional degradation—balance in favor of pusillani- 
mous acquiescence? Are gentlemen ripe for such 
humiliation? I consider spirit as essential an in- 
gredient in government asin man. Leta nation,’ 
oran individual whose rights are invaded, or whose 
person is insulted, once say he will not resent the 
injury because it will cost more than patiently 
enduring it, he will soon not have a right left worth 
defending. Butsay gentlemen, will you go to war 
for this carrying trade? If the question of war 
were fairly involved in it, I answer yes—I would 
as soon go to war to protect it, as to protect the 
right of highway on terra firma. But, it is asked, 
will you, in infancy, contend with Britain, who is 
in her manhood? Sir, if our infancy is not fos- 
tered, we shall never arrive at manhood? Better 
for us to die contending for our rights than submit 
to such a principle, But I have another answer. 
We have shown ourselves able to contend with 
this very nation, when we had as many internal 
as external foes; and if we succeeded against her 
then, shall we fear to contend with her now? Tt is, 
however, said that by this measure we shall lose 
a revenue of six millions. It is not, however, pro- 
bable, that we shall incur such a loss. The arti- 
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cles we receive from Britain are not of the first 
necessity. They can be got elsewhere, and our 
refusing to trade with her will open new markets 
in other countries. Itis contended that our exports 
will be cut off. This, however is evidently er- 
roneous. 

We furnish Britain with raw materials which 
she cannot obtain elsewhere, which, if she could 
avoid it, she would not obtain from us. She 
looks to your commercial greatness with a jealous 
eye, and would not permit a single article to be 
exported from this country into her dominions, if 
it could be obtained elsewhere. Where are the 
cotton and provisions with which she can be sup- 
plied? Were she to refuse these productions 
from this ecuntry, she might be likened to an in- 
dividual who in consequence of a famine in the 
land could not procure bread except from a single 
farmer, and because he was his enemy, would, 
rather than do this, sit down and die. Millions 
of her subjects depend for bread and support on 
you. Cut off the exportation of raw materials to 
that country, or the importation of her manufac- 
tures into this, and the effect will be almost as 
serious as the invasion of Ireland by a French 
army. Her whole people will be up in tumult 
against the Government—for what political body 
can legislate, or what police can guard effectually 
against starvation; againstimpending ruin? But 
the trade with Britain, it seems, ought to be fos- 
tered by us. Why? Is it because it presents a 
great balance against us? For, let gentlemen say 
what they will, they must allow the balance is in 
her favor. But, they ask how is this balance 
made up? From the balances in our favor drawn 
from the. trade with other countries; it is there- 
fore ruinous, for itis a maxim well established 
and known by Great Britain, that a nation never 
can accumulate wealth from a trade when the 
balance of such trade is against her; and thata 
trade under such circustances ought almost to be 
interdicted. But gentlemen say, Great Britain 
knows the genius of the American people; and if 
they go to war, we will make peace with her 
on her own terms. I will admit the genius of 
the American people is pacific. 

- [It being now the usual hour of adjournment, 
Mr. Jackson waived the remainder of his re- 
marks until the next day.] 


Wepnespay, March 12. 


A message from the Senate informed the 
House that the Senate have passed the bill, enti- 
tled “An act for establishing rules and articles for 
the government of the armies of the United 
States,” with several amendments; to which they 
desire the concurrence of this House. 

Ordered, That the. Committee on the Public 
Lands, to whom was referred, on the twenty-fourth 
of January last, the memorial of the Legislative 
Council and House of Representatives of the Mis 
‘sissippi Territory, be discharged from the consid- 
‘eration thereof, and that the said memorial be re- 
ferred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 


IMPORTATIONS FROM GREAT BRITAIN. 


The House again resolved itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union—Mr. 
Grece’s resolution still under consideration. 

Mr. Jackson continued his remarks, as follows: 
Mr. Chairman, when the Committee rose last 
night, I was replying to an argument drawn from 
the pacific disposition of this nation, which was 
used to prove that Great Britain well knew that 
we would sacrifice anything for peace, and if she 
declared war, and committed depredations on us, 
she might profit of these advantages by making 
peace on her own terms. LIadmitted, in its fullest 
latitude, the aversion of the American people to 
go to war for light and transient causes. They 
will sedulously foster peace; they will bear and 
forbear much; viewing war as the scourge of the 
human race. every honorable exertion will be 
made by them to avert it; but there is a point of 
degradation and insult beyond endurance, which 
no nation can advance to without feeling the ven- 
geance of United America. We have tested this 
truth by experience. Look to the Revolution, 
sir, when the noble spirit of the times braved 
the terrors of treason, misery, and death, rather 
than tamely submit to the accumulated wrongs 
that were heaped upon us. I have too much 
respect for my country to believe that any at- 
tempt to rob us of a single right which we 
then secured, by one of the noblest struggles re- 
corded in the annals of the world, would be tame- 
ly surrendered. But it is said the spirit of the na- 
tion has been roused by the impositions of the 
newspapers, influenced by the rapacity of the mer- 
chants. No, sir; it is by seeing its rights and the 
rights of its citizens trampled on—prostrated by 
a lawless banditti on the ocean, respecting no law 
but their own interest—acknowledging no rights 
between them and the tyranny of the seas. Is the 
capture of our seamen, and vessels, and cargoes 
on the ocean, an imposition ? No, sir; itusa fatal 
reality, witnessed by the miseries and bankrupt- 
cies of thousands; and when an honest. burst of 
indignation is re-echoed from the remotest. cor- 
ners of the Union, we are gravely told that we 
must make a distinction between commerce and 
agriculture, which it is alleged exists in fact, and 
cannot be lost sight of. Let usexamine this doc- 
trine. The merchant purchases the produce of 
the farmer, his beef, and pork, and every surplus 
which he has, and traverses every sea in search 
of a market for it; the price abroad produces eom- 
petition at home; the profits to the merchant be- 
ing always nearly the same, and by this compe- 
tition the farmer receive a premium proportion- 
ate to the demand abroad; but take away this 
rivalship at home by abandoning your merchants 
to the depredations of every freebooter—for, if you 
once pronounce that they are to be abandoned, 
every sea and shore will be infested by them— 
and you compel him to quit the ocean, to em- 
ploy bis cepital on land, and our farmers will be 
obliged to take whatever price foreigners com- 
ing into our ports may choose to give, and to pur- 
chase the productions of other countries from them 
at whatever price they may choose toask, The 
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interests of agriculture and commerce are, there- 
fore, intimately connected: but another expedi- 
ent is resorted to. It is said a distinction is to be 
kept up between the Northern- and Southern in- 
terests, and this measure will operate on the 


-South alone. Sir, we ought to know nothing of 


local interests or geographical divisions when the 
rights of an American citizen are invaded ; we 
ought only to- know it and feel it as Americans. 
Did the North use other language when the nav- 
igation of the Mississippi was destroyed by with- 
holding the right of deposit at New Orleans? No, 
‘sir, with honorable feelings, their only solicitude 
was how they should most effectually restore and 


preserve it.. Let us then act with sentiments of 
the same noble liberality when the pressure of 
‘wrongs is most immediately felt by them, but 


which-must and will operate upon us also, for no 
measure can affect the rights of this nation that 


will not sensibly injure every part of the Union. If 


our commerce 1s disturbed, if our rights on the sea 
are cut off one by one, and such is the tendency 
of the present measures of Britain, what will be- 
come of our cotton and tobacco? Will they not 
rot on our hands, or be sold at the price of those 
who may be pleased to come and purchase them ? 
If commerce languish, agriculture will languish 
likewise, for one is the handmaid of the other. 
But, say gentlemen, the value of the trade inter- 
rupted by the piratical conduct of Britain, is not 
worth contending for, is not worth the risk of the 
resent measure, or. the hazard of war. I hope, 
owever, we shall not estimate national wrongs 
by pounds, shillings, and pence. I hope that, 
when our rights are invaded, we will all be uni- 
ted, not in calculating the cost, but in adopting 
measures to insure redress. But gentlemen say 
these aggressions will only last during the war. 
Sir, the war in Europe, for the last fifteen: years, 
has been almost unintermitted. Were you to hold 
this language to an individual, and say to him, 
you are dented free ingress or egress to or from 
your own mansion, and console you by adding, 
you can bear with your wrongs, they will last only 
during your lifetime; he would spurn you from 
him with indignation. Look at the state of the 
European world, at its situation for twenty years 
past, and say what chance have you of peace? [ 
ope our rights will not be thus permitted to be 
trampled on with impunity, under such a pretext, 
I hope to see some systematic measures adopted 
to. meet Great Britain, who appears to have form- 
ed a deliberate plan to inflict all the injury in her 
power on this: people, whom she looks upon as 
her most dangerous rival. This step, which she 
has taken, is a link in the great chain of vassalage, 
acolossal stride towards effecting that plan which 
has for its object the dominion of the seas. If we 
ield one right, as well established-as the right to 
reathe the vital air, it is weak in us to imagine 
Great Britain will stop here. This would be as 
contrary to her genius as the genius of this Gov- 
‘ernment is to war. 
But it is said Great Britain will countervail our 
restrictions; inthis respect we stand in a very 
different situation from her. We are her best 


customers; she sends to us articles which she 
cannot sell in other places; and we supply her 
with necessaries which she cannot procure else- 
where., It is in vain, therefore, to suppose Great 
Britain can affect us by a countervailing policy. 
If she could there is no doubt she would. If gen- 
tlemen will turn their eyes to her islands, they will 
see that, when she can supply them. with pro- 
visions from other quarters, she does not permit 
us to carry our produce to them. Itis only when 
she cannot obtain them elsewhere that she grants 
this as 4 favor. But we are told that we cannot 
supply. ourselves with the articles we derive from 
her in other markets; and, as evidence of this, 
it is said that the French armies are now clad in 
British manufactures, notwithstanding the inter- 
dictions of the Government of France. But I call 
for proof of this assertion, I deny it. I assert, 
from unquestionable authority, that they are clad 
from head to foot in French manufactures, 

But gentlemen say they will not insure this 
trade at the expense of the Constitution. [do 
not understand this language. Has the Consti- 
tution interposed a barrier to the insurance of the 
rights of the nation in any situation whatever? 
So far from this being the case, I believe, on the 
contrary, the Constitution would be violated if 
our rights were not maintained in every pàrt of 
the globe. I believe the reverse of their picture 
is true; and that if we do not protect our citizens 
in the enjoyment of their rights, we violate the 
Constitution, no matter whether those citizens 
are merchants or farmers. Were we to decide 
this question by its immediate influence on the 
finances, by the profit and loss that would flow 
from it for the moment, it would, indeed, in-my 
opinion, be making us a miserable set of counting- 
house politicians. And though we might profit 
by it for a moment, our situation would soon be 
worse than it was. We would show ourselves 
penny-wise: and pound-foolish. Gentlemen say 
they will not protect a trade which is worth but 
a million (though I believe it may be shown to 
be almost equal to the whole of our exports) at 
the expense of six millions. But if we legislate 
on this ground of calculation, we shall soon have 
no commerce worth protecting. If we yield our 
rights because. their protection will cost more in 
dollars and cents than they are worth, we shall 
soon have no commerce remaining. I consider 
theaggressions which Britain has made upon our 
trade alone, a sufficient stimulus. to induce us to 
do something. But when I refer to the three 
thousand seamen she holds in miserable bondage, 
I consider the destruction of this trade as but a 
drop in the ocean compared with them. But, on 
this subject, horrid as it is, I find some gentlemen 
are the apologists of Britain! One gentleman ob- 
serves that, inasmuch as her own subjects are in 
our employ, she has a right to take from us'an 
equal number. But there is no analogy between 
the cases. The act of her subjects in entering 
into our service is voluntary, while our citizens 
are kept in her service by violence. Some of otir 
own citizens reside in Britain, and yet we never 
dreamed of complaining, because she has not 
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banished them from her bosom. No man in his 
senses can say that Britain is justified in keeping 
our citizens in slavery, on the ground that we em- 
ploy her subjects in our service. But, forsooth, 
her conduct is justified by the honorable SPEAKER, 
on the ground that the protections of our citizens 
are fraudulently obtained; that they are sold to 
the highest bidder. I hope, for the honor of our 
country, that this allegation will be inquired into. 

Mr. Macon here explained, by observing he 
had said, he had been so informed. 

Mr. Jacxson—I say the subject loudly calls 
for inquiry. If the practice is such as is repre- 
sented, it ought to be known and punished. 
What says the law.on this subject? That the 
collector shall receive proof, on oath, that the per- 
son applying is.a bona fide citizen ; of course, the 
collectors alone can be concerned in this fraud, 
If they are so concerned, let them be punished. 
But the gentleman says, protections maybe sold. 
This is not possible. The protection granted to 
one man cannot suit another, as it specifies the 
size, the complexion, and other characteristics of 
the person to whom it is given; and lam sure, sir, 
a description of your person and your size would 
not suit mine, Great Britain, it-seems, says the 
same thing with the honorable Speaker. If a man 
has a protection, she says it is fraudulent and tears 
it to pieces; and if he has nota protection, she 
declares that conclusive proof that he is not an 
American citizen. It is very much to be regret- 
ted that the law requiring those protections ever 
passed ; and that we had-not asserted the right to 
protect every man sailing under our flag, except 
the enemies of a belligerent nation. Three thou- 
sand of our citizens now groan under this abject 
slavery! This number have presented their claims 
toyour Government. Besides which, many more 
are-carried from sea to sea, and from one country 
to-another, without being ever able to make their 
cases known to you: In vain do they endeavor 
to. forward their complaints—an inexorable ty- 
ranny denies them the indulgence. It is fair 
then to infer that the whole number is twice that 
I have stated, and it really appears to me as if our 
sensibility were lost in the magnitude of the in- 
jury.. If there were buta single case of this spe- 
cies of oppression presented to us, it would be 
more affecting and effective. Draw the picture. 
of a single victim, the only son. of aged parents, 
their staff, the prop: of their age, their pride and 
only support; he toils and labors to obtain a ven- 
ture, with the pleasing prospect of quadrupling 
his little capital—they follow him, when ready to 
leave them, with. tears and blessings to the water 
side, where he embarks; and in a few hours the 
lessening sail is. lost to their view on the bosom of 
the wide expanded ocean. They return to their 
cottage, and implore a beneficent God to. protect 
their darlings they count the days of his absence, 
and when, according to the usual course of events, 
the period of his return is drawing to a close, 
each hour awakens new fears and new solicitude. 
By and by the vessel anchors in its port—they fly 
to embrace him—but, alas! he is not there—he 
Was, off the harbor’s mouth, robbed of his all, im- 


-first on the land, and then on the ocean. 


pressed by the British, and carried into worse 
than Algerine slavery—for with those he would 
only be compelled to work for his master, whilst 
these make him work, and fight, under a lash 
more cruel than the barbarian bastinado, and a 
despotism more unrelenting than the slave dri- 
ver’s exercise. Their golden dreams are vanished 
with the recital, The soul shrinks back upon it- 
self; they cast a long and wishful lookxupon the 
ocean, and. with tottering steps reach their once 
peaceful happy home—but no_ peace, nor happi- 
ness, welcome their return. Hope lingers for a 
while, and cheers their drooping spirits~it directs 
their appeal to the Government, which theold man 
fought and bled in the field to establish, upon the 
basis of universal justice, and whose principles he 
impressed on the mind of his child. Year after 
year it is deaf to their cries; it sits down and cal- 
culates the cost of asserting its rights, with the 
nicety of a leger-keeper, and decides in favor of 
a pusillanimous acquiescence, because the balance 
of dollars and cents is struck in its favor. Pov- 
erty approaches with rapid strides—their last 
dollar is laid out to procure the means of subsist- 
ence; too proud to beg, and too infirm to labor, 
they know not how to avert their fate; the little 
plans they have formed without the means of ex- 
ecution, fly like meteors before them—nature is 
making a mighty struggle with adversity, when 
it is announced that their boy fell beneath the 
thousand lashes which were inflicted on him for 
attempting his escape; and Death, kindly interpo- 
sing his friendly arm, grants a respite from their 
miseries! Does not such a case demand ourat- 
tention? It is not at all comparable to that of 
many others. Add to the scene which I have 
feebly portrayed, the distraction of a tender 
wife, manacled and confined in the cold damp 
cells of a lunatie hospital—her children bound 
out by the parish, and all their prospects of life 
nipped in the bud, occasioned by the impressmenit 
of the husband and the father—and then tell me 
do we violate the principles of the Constitution, 
which declares that itis made to provide for the 
common defence and general welfare, by vindi- 
cating those measures which are well calculated 
to procure redress? This were indeed to play such 
fantastic tricks before high heaven, as make even 
angels weep! Shall we, in the Tripoline war, to 
rescue from bondage three hundred Americans, per- 
form, through the agency of some of our citizens, 


‘acts of perseverance, address, and heroism, unsur- 


passed in the annals of ancient or modern times, at 
the sacrifice of the lives of many brave men, who, 
with some of. those that survived the conflict, 
will be enrolled by a grateful country upon the 
list of the favorite sons‘of the American. nation- 
when as many thousands are groaning under the 
cruel oppression of Great Britain, and crying to 
us for succor, without exciting or producing one 
manly exertion! . 

But gentlemen say, let us vindicate our tights 
Asso 
much has been urged on this subject, I think it 
proper to say a few words in reply, and though IT 
had read the documents relating to it, I must say 
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that gentlemen have so misrepresented the con- 
duct of the Spanish agents, that T am almost in- 
duced to believe they alluded to something not in 
the communications contained in the pamphlet. 
Take the testimony of the Kempers themselves, 
who no doubt give it the most unfavorable as- 
pect—what do they say ? 

«That on the night of the 3d instant, about the 
hour of twelve, being at the house of Nathan Kem- 
per, within about two miles of Pinckneyville, within 
the limits of the Mississippi Territory, the house was 
surrounded, and the doors thereof forced open, by a 


party consisting of at least nineteen persons, whereof 


some were negroes, and some white men in disguise. 
That among the latter he recognised and personally 
knew the following persons: Louis Ritchie, Miner 
Butler, Abraham Horton, James Horton, and two 
others, whose names he did not recollect, but expected 
soon to be able to ascertain, all of whom are inhabi- 
tants of the Mississippi Territory; and Marcus Carr, 
James Say, Philip Say, and others, residing within 
the Spanish lines. Of the negroes, whose number 
amounted to seven at least, three, whose names are 
‘William or Bill, Nat, and Moses, and others whose 
names he did not recollect, he knew to be the prop- 
erty of the above-mentioned Abraham Horton. That 
the said party, all of whom were well armed, after 
having forced their way into the house, violently 
forced him from his bedroom, after a struggle of about 
fifteen minutes, during which he received. several vio- 
lent blows on the head and face; and, after having 
torn off his shirt and tied him wtih cords, forced him 
over the line into the Spanish territory, where they de- 
livered him up, with his two brothers, Nathan and 
Samuel Kemper, bound in the same manner, to Solo- 
man Alston, who commanded a large party of armed 
men. 

Governor Grandpré, in answer to Governor 
Williams, says: 

“T-have received your letter dated the sixth instant, 
relative to the extraordinary event that happened at 
Pinckneyville on the 3d instant, viz: the assault on 
the three brothers, Kempers, by persons unknown, and 
disguised, it is said, in black, who conducted them on 
that part of the Territory which it has pleased His 
Majesty to commit to my charge. The occurrence is 
singular, and of which I had no information till the 
night between the seventh and eighth, by one of the 
commanders of the patrols, who, since the inroads 
committed by that turbulent banditti, headed by the 
Kempers, have been stationed near the frontiers, and 
within the interior settlement of Feliciana; the first 
gave me information under date of the fifth, that by 
night he met with a party of men disguised and 
armed, who were conducting three others, whom they 
immediately abandoned and retired with precipitation 
the. same way which they appeared to have come, 
without uttering a single word. His first care was to 
secure the persons of the three men, whom he found 
to be the Kempers, and immediately had them con- 
ducted to Bayou. Tonnica, there to be embarked under 
an escort, and delivered .at- my disposal. He added, 
that on the way the escort was stopped by actual force 
on the river, very near the eastern shore, by Captain 
Wilson, military commandant at Point Coupée, where 
it is said the escort is detained, and also the Kempers. 
The commander of the patrol also deelares that it was 
impossible for him to know any one of the persons 
who brought and abandoned the said Kempers, owing. 


to the obscurity of the night, their disguise, and their 
very prompt departure. 

“This is all the information I have as yet, but have 
despatched an express to procure a more ample knowl- 
edge respecting this strange and mysterious violation, 

“Tt is not necessary, Í flatter myself, that I should 
express what pains our- Government has taken, and 
how unceasingly scrupulous it has been to maintain 
and constantly to preserve with that of the United 
States, that good understanding and harmony which 
it ought to be impossible for a few intriguing, perfidi- 
ous adventurers, thirsting after revenge for private an- 
imosities, to interrupt.” 


I have taken the facts in the strong light they 
are placed by one of the insulted parties, by which 
it appears that these acts were committed in the 
Mississippi Territory by citizens-of that Terri- 
tory. The Spanish Governor regrets the circum- 
stance; speaks of it as a strange and mysterious 
violation; says that it is not necessary to express 
the wish, which he had before intimated, that it 
would not prevent a good understanding with the 
United States. Here we find that measure disa- 
vowed; and admitting that violence had-:heen 
offered by a Spanish party, even within our lim- 
its, the Governor explicitly disavows it, and prom= 
ises inquiry and satisfaction. But is this the 
case with Great Britain? No. Far from it. Her 
violences are not only committed by her cruisers, 
but by her admiralty judges, who, in the versa- 
tility of their decisions, out-Protine Proteus him- 
self. Are the cases analogous? Shall we go to 
war for an act which is either unauthorized or 
disavowed, and tamely’sit still while the injuries 
that are inflicted upon us are avowed and vindi~ 
cated? Have not our citizens been impressed at 
the mouths of our harbors? Need I refer to the 
memorable fact that occurred at New York? I 
believe your citizens were taken from a revenue 
cutter, and certainly from an American vessel at 
the mouth of that-harbor. We find Great Brit- 
ain contending that this is right—glorying in it— 
and, what is more extraordinary, apologists for it 
on the floor of Congress. 

Gentleraen have said that our property and. 
citizens ought not to be defended beyond the 
reach of our gun-batteries. If this’sentiment is 
correct, why carry on the war with Tripoli? 
Have you not by this measure told your mer- 
chants that their property will be protected? 
Have they not sailed under this impression, and 
was not this war commenced for injuries com- 
mitted in the Mediterranean seas? If this can. be 
their impression, would you violate the assuran-. 
ces which you gave them ? 

When they saw you with manly spirit take this 
ground, and maintain it by acts which have never. 
been surpassed, did not thatgive them reason to 
believe that they would be protected, so long as 
they complied with your laws and with the law 
of nations? It is too late, when, in confidence of 
your faith, they have run into danger, and are 
exposed to be deprived of their all, to say that 
you have abandoned them. But we are told, if 
you provoke the power of Great Britain she may ` 
again reduce you to the colonial state in which 
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she once held you, or a state more abject and 
miserable. How is this more effectually to be 
done than by destroying our commerce, advan- 
cing as we recede, first driving us from the ocean, 
and then hunting us from our shores to the moun- 
tains, and from thence to the South Seas? This 
cannot be effected ina moment. I have no doubt 
Great Britain looks back to the times of 1776 
with lively indignation. If she lashes us, and 
we cringe beneath the whip, until our best feel- 
ings are blunted, at what point will she stop be- 
fore she has driven us from our posts indeed, and 
again reduced us toa state of servile dependence ! 
But gentlemen say Great Britain is the great 
source of our revenue, and we ought not to take 
a step which might destroy it. Sir, it were bet- 
ter to be up to the eyes in debt like Great Britain, 
than hold our revenue by such a tenure. Once 
declare that you are unable to pay your debts or 
support your Government, but for the revenue 
derived from Great Britain, and let gentlemen 
say where she will stop. She understands this 
thing as well. as we do, and if she sees that we 
have'determined to get out of debt without re- 
sorting to taxes; to make no loans, whatever the 
emergency may be, and that we can get no re- 
sources but through her trade, and I fear that in 
a little time she will make us bear what Lam ap- 
prehensive will produce no feeling at all. Some 
entlemen are good enough to be willing to al- 
ow Great Britain a longer time to prey on us. 
They wish us to negotiate with her with Chris- 
tian meekness, when she smites us on one ear to 
turn the other also. But are we not told by the 
Executive that negotiation has been tried; that 
with regard to the impressment of our seamen 
there was a prospect of a successful issue, which 
was afterwards however shut out from us? Itis 
in vain to expeci any other result from negotia- 
tion than we have witnessed, without we do 
something, unless Great Britain entertains the 
idea that the nation is not identified with the 
acts of the Executive, but with those of Con- 
gress. This, however, cannot be. For omittin 
what has lately transpired in this House, an 
which is not Known to her at this time, Great 
Britain knows that the whole nation is ready to 
support the Executive. The unanimity which 
prevailed at the late election has testified it. It 
is not merely to protect the colonial trade, or to 
redress the impressment of our seamen, that calls 
for this measure. Everything that connects us 
with the European world, through the medium 
of commerce, is involved in it. Viewing her 
pretensions as the entering wedge, she will, if 
you submit, advance with steady steps; trample 
on and violate every right in rapid succession, 
until she has established: her undisputed right to 
the whole seas, and enforced obedience to her 
pretensions “that all beneath them is British 
ground,” and compelled those who sail on them 
previously to ask her permission, But gentle- 
. men say, there is a prospect of adjustment, and 
appeal to the papers on your table. Isay there 


It will be observed that the remarks I have 
made go to prove that we ought to do something 
to restrict the manufactures of Great Britain. 
Having established this point, and that it is nota 
war measure, the question presents itself, what 
shall be done? My opinion is, that the resolu- 
tion before you is best calculated to answer our 
purpose, but in the opinion of some other gentle- 
men, it is better to resort to something else that 
will have the same tendency. I agree with them 
that it is better to advance than to recede, and to 
take ground which we can maintain and advance 
on it than to make one retrograde step, and I am 
willing therefore to vote at.present for some regula- 
tion that may be more lenient than the one under 
consideration; to try such a measure first, and if 
this does not succeed, to attempt others. I am. 
willing to consent to stop all intercourse with her, 
if redress cannot be obtained even by these means; 
and if it shall not be obtained even by these. 
means, to exert such power as it has pleased God, 
and nature to give us. I repeat, once more, it is 
far better to die contending for our rights, than 
tamely to sit down and crouch under injustice, 
until all the finer feelings of the nation are blunt- 
ed, the people are disgusted, our resources de- 
stroyed, and the degeneracy of their sons make 
the fathers of the Revolution look down with 
contempt upon us, and say: We fought and eman- 
cipated our country, we bequeathed to you the 
fair inheritance of freedom, you prove yourselves 
unworthy of it: henceforth we disown you; re- 
turn and be hewers of wood and.drawers of water 
for our former taskmasters, as the fit instruments 
of slavery. 

Mr. Rasa, of Tennessee, said it was with some 
difficulty he had prevailed on himself to attempt 
to make any remarks on the resolution now under 
consideration, but the duty he owed to his fellow- 
citizens, to this honorable Committee, and to him- 
self, constrained him not to remain silent. f 

It is not many years since the United States of 
America, from being obscure colonies of Great 
Britain, emerged into sovereignty. The treaty of 
one thousand seven hundred and eighty-three re- 
stored peace, and confirmed the independence of 
these United States; but they were involved in 
a large debt, incurred by that war, which termi- 
nated in their independence. The United States 
were then possessed of a. large, fertile territory; 
but agricultural industry was injured by the war, 
and they were without resources and without 
commerce. 

With the return of peace, agricultural indus- 
try was revived and enlarged; an extensive, enter- 
prising commerce began to operate and unfold it- 
self. Persevering, active industry, in the business 
of agriculture, and in that of commerce, in a pe- 
riod of little more than twenty years of peace, 
has afforded resources for the payment of a large 
portion of the public debt; has increased the 
wealth of individuals and of the nation, and has 
elevated these United States to be the second 
commercial nation in the world: and for this, 


is no such prospect, and I call for the facts which | there is reason to apprehend, they have incurred 


gentlemen rely on. 
9th Con.—24 


the jealousy of that maritime Power whose un- 
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vient to her interest, and she had made herself 
the unrivalled commercial Power in Europe. 

No nation ever acquired and possessed com- 
merce as extensively as Great Britain. That 
wisdom which systematized the plan, and that 
undeviating, persevering policy, which, notwith- 
standing internal commotion and external wars, 
conducted her to the summit of commercial pow- 
er, will ever command admiration. The aequisi- 
tion is the effect of the work of ages. Her com- 
mercial aggrandizement has been her favorite 
object; to this her policy for a long series of years 
has been directed. In this policy may be discov- 
ered the cause of all the wars she has been en- 
gaged in for centuries past. To monopolize the 
commerce of the world was her paramount object; 
to retain it, the energy of her power will be ex- 
erted. In acquiring it, her power was the law; 
in preserving it, the same law will be observed. 

The mind cannot without horror contemplate 
the ravages, carnage, and destruction, that mo- 
nopolizing policy has occasioned, either directly 
or indirectly, in every quarter of the earth. 

It is to be apprehended that Great Britain sees 
a new commercial rival emerging into existence 
in the West, ata distance of three thousand miles; 
that that rival is the United States of America: 
a new nation, semper of citizens for the most 
part derived from the dominions of Great Britain; 
a nation, who, as it were, in a day has arisen into 
existence, and carried its commerce to the most 
distant regions. 

It may with propriety be said, there is reason to 
believe that the increasing commerce of the Uni- 
ted States affords more serious cause of inquie- 
tude to Great Britain than that of any other na- 
tion ever did. The vast territory of these United 
States, so fertile, and so productive of all the 
necessaries of life; the extensive forests of lofty 
timber with which that territory is covered, and 
the certainty that it contains and will produce all 
the materials necessary for ship building; the 
temperate manners and fixed habits of the citi- 
zens, their agricultural industry and commercial 
enterprise, their population increasing in a ratio 
unexperienced since the first settlement of nations, 
afford sufficient cause for restless alarm. 

With deep and corroding regret, the policy of 
Great Britain contemplates these things, and fore- 
sees a diminution of her commercial power in 
the prosperity of that of the United States. She 
has destroyed the commerce of Holland, of Spain, 
of France, and that of most of the other maritime 
Powers of Europe. It only remains to restrict 
the commerce of the United States, and by that 
means to seize the commerce of the world. 

In conformity to her fixed policy, Great Britain 
has, contrary to all law, from time to time im- 

ressed seamen, citizens of the United States, and 
in consequence of new maritime rules, not recog- 
nised by the laws of nations, and which power 
has enabled her to impose, her armed ships have 
men, and the expense of millions of money. Ac- | captured merchant ships and vessels of the United 
tuated by this policy, Great Britain progressed States, not bound to ports blockaded, nor carrying 
until the commerce of every other European mar- {articles termed contraband of war ; and the same 
itime pation had been destroyed, or made subser- | merchant ships and vessels are condemned by 


rovoked war hastened them into independence. 
If the history of commerce is attended to, it will 
be discovered that it originated with the nations 
of the Hast, (as did almost every other effort and 
speculation of human genius,) and from thence 
travelled westerly. In its course, it continued 
certain periods of time with some favored cities, 
and with some favored nations, and when it de- 
parted from one city and nation, it took up its 
residence with another more to the west. Tyre, 
Carthage, and Alexandria, were ancient cities, 
highly favored by commerce in their respective 
times; Genoa, Venice, and Amsterdam, in mod- 
ern times; at this time, London is the most fa- 
vored commercial city in the world. Commerce, 
in its progress from East to West, was always at- 
tended with a spirit of monopoly. With what- 
ever favored city and nation commerce resided, 
that city and nation soon after became ambitious 
to monopolize commerce to itself, and to exclude 
(except so far as it might judge proper for its own 
interest) all other nations from participating in 
equal advantages. 

To be, or to be rising to be, a nation of com- 
mercial influence, has, from time to time, been 
cause of contention among the nations bordering 
on the shores of the ocean. That contention for 
superiority has, in most instances, been attended 
with desolating war; and, in many cases, ended 
with the subversion and ruin of a rival commercial 
Power. or of one which attempted to monopolize 
commerce to itself. To this cause, in a certain 
degree, may be attributed the desolation of Tyre, 
the demolition of Carthage, and the ruin of Alex- 
andria of ancient times; the fall of Genoa, and 
the declension of Venice in modern times. 

It is many years since Great Britain began to 
be a nation of commercial importance. Agricul- 
tural industry, and manufacturing genius, pursued 
with steady and unremitting attention, gave wings 
to her commerce. Her merchant vessels, from 
her insulated position, as from a centre, passed 
the ocean in all directions, and articles of her 
manufacturing appeared for sale in the ports of 
every maritime nation. 

Commercial success and favorable maritime 
events caused the policy of Great Britain to con- 
template the dominion of the ocean, necessary to 
secure the existence and continuance of a com- 
mercial monopoly; for this purpose the construc- 
tion of a navy was, with unabating vigor, at- 
tended to. 

Great Britain, governed by her favorite policy 
of acquiring unlimited commerce, has, for ages 
past, (except some partial intervals,) been engaged 
in wars with her maritime European neighbors. 
Any cause has been laid hold of by her to pro- 
cure the ruin of a commercial rival. To that 
policy may be attributed the wars between Great 

ritain and Holland, between Great Britain and 
Spain, and between Great Britain and France, 
‘which caused the loss of the lives of millions of 
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her Courts of Admiralty, under pretence that a 
trade not permitted to neutrals in time of peace 
ought not to be allowed in time of war. 

It is to be apprehended that the new regula- 
tions imposed by Great Britain are only an osten- 
sible cause for capturing the merchant ships and 
vessels of the United States, and that there is an- 
other cause, proceeding from her policy, of more 
remote consequence. That cause may be the 
suppression of the commerce of the United States, 
or at least to reduce it to a complete dependence 
on her own commerce. This opinion will appear 
to be not without reason, if a retrospective view 
is taken of the policy, the conduct, and persever- 
ing industry of Great Britain to destroy the com- 
merce of European Powers. 

When the maritime power of Great Britain is 
contemplated, it may be inquired, what can the 
United States do to prevent the prostration of 
their commerce? Mr. R. said he was not suf- 
ciently conversant in the commercial history of 
Great Britain to know, what quantities of mer- 
chandise either Holland, Spain, or France, annu- 
ally imported from Great Britain, or what quan- 
tities of merchandise Great Britain exported to 
either of those nations, directly or indirectly ; but 
he was induced to believe, that neither of those 
nations, for that cause, had such strong hold on 
Great Britain, to induce her to keep in peace, as 
the United States have. That Great Britain had 
not such interested inducements to preserve peace 
with either of those nations, as she had to pre- 
serve peace with the United States. Each of 
those nations was a near neighbor to Great Brit- 
ain; the United States are west of the Atlantic 
ocean. Neither of those nations imported annu- 
ally such great quantities of merchandise from 
Great Britain and her dominions as the United 
States do; it is questionable whether any other 
nation ever did. : 

Great Britain has commenced her career of in- 
juring the commerce of the United States, not by 
direct warfare, but by a mode of restraint and 
spoliation, as efficient in event, if persisted in and 
suffered. There is reason to believe that these 
restraining regulations are put in force as a mat- 
ter of experiment, and if it is. perceived that they 
are submitted to, other new regulations will be 
invented, adopted, and enforced, until the desired 
object is obtained. 

Great Britain (and every other nation, what- 
ever system be acted on to obtain) is bound only 
by her own interest. If that interest directs her 
policy to attempt a diminution or subversion of 
the commerce of the United. States, that attempt 
willbe made. Anattemptalready has been made 
to restrain the commerceof the United States, by 
impressing seamen and capturing ships and ves- 
sels. Mr. R. said, it was his opinion, that some 
principle of reaction ought to be adopted; that it 
should consist of certain commercial regulations, 
which may be commensurate with the injury. 
That this regulation may be a suspension of the 
importation of goods, wares, and merchandise, 
from the United Kingdoms of Great Britain and 
Treland, and the colonial dependencies thereof, as 


is declared in the resolution of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, now under consideration.’ 
The measure which ought to be adopted should 
be effectual and within the power of the United 
States. 

Mr. R. said, he was not particularly attached 
to that resolution, his desire was, that some regu- 
lation might be made that would be commensu- 
rate to the object. 

Every nation has a right to determine whethe 
it will or will not import merchandise from any 
other nation. If it determine not to import, and 
did not import, that is not a just cause, nor ought 
to be any cause of offence to the other nation. 
It was not his desire that the United States should 
give cause of offence to, or commence hostilities, 
or be at war with any nation. He was firmly 
determined not to surrender any right, which, in: 
his opinion, did belong to the people of the United 
States, 

The United States import annually from Great 
Britain merchandise to the amount of more than 
thirty millions of dollars from the dominions of 
Great Britain. The vending so great'a quantity 
of merchandise to the United States is an object 
of the first magnitude to Great Britain, and which 
she would at any time, particularly at the present, 
be very reluctant to lose. If adequate commer- 
cial regulations be adopted, there is reason to be- 
lieve that Great Britain will be induced, for the 
preservation of her own interest, to make friendly 
arrangements, will remove all existing differences, 
and do justice to the United States, in their com- 
mercial concerns, agreeably to the existing, known, 
used, and accustomed Jaws of nations. 

If, on the reverse, it shall so be, that Great Bri- 
tain will refuse to make friendly arrangements, 
and to do that justice which the United States 
are now entitled to, and will persevere in im- 
pressing seamen, citizens of the United States, 
and will continue to commit injuries on their 
commerce, one of two things must be the conse- 
quence. : The United States have either to.sub- 
mit their commerce to the policy of Great Brit- 
ain, or to call forth their energies to resist the 
attempt of deprivation. If Great Britain shall 
hazard a contest, she has much to lose, and a war 
may terminate as much to her injury as to that of 
the United States. : 

In discussing the subject under consideration, 
arguments had been deduced from geographical 
divisions of the United States, and from the in- 
jury which might be done to the exportation of 
particular articles of particular States. These 
geographical distinctions might as well not have 
been made. These United States on every na- 
tional question are one. Arguments deduced. from 
any injury which may accrue to the exportation 
of any particular production of any particular 
State, are not well founded. In this case is in- 
volved the welfare and interest of the United 
States. The policy of Great Britain may be to 
suppress the commerce of the United States, if 
possible, or to reduce it to an entire subserviency 
on her own commerce. 

It has been said that Great Britain is fighting 
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for her national existence, and that this being so, 
the United States ought not now to urge their 
complaints. If it be so, the United States have 
not been the cause of that war. The United 
States have not been aiding the enemies of Great 
Britain; they have preserved: an impartial, neu- 
tral position. They have not been hostile or in- 
imical to Great Britain in the course of that war. 
Their.conduct has been that of friendship. But 
Great Britain is said to be fighting for her na- 
tional existence. If so, to what cause is that war 
to be assigned? Is the non-performance of the 
treaty of Amiens, as it related to Malta, a cause 
of that war? Ifso, what nation refused the per- 
formance? Great Britain or France ? Thean- 
swer is evident. Can Great Britain justify inju- 
ries done to her friends? Will Great Britain 
attempt to justify her unjust attempts to suppress 
the commerce of the United States? But it is 
said that Great Britain is fighting for her national 
existence. Admit it to beso, will any gentleman 
say, that if, in the event of the war, Great Britain 
shall lose her national existence, that that loss, in 
the day of retribution, shall be attributed to the 
United States? Certainly not. 

Agriculture and commerce are mutually assist- 
ant to each other: agriculture supports commerce, 
and commerce gives life and vigor to agriculture. 
Agricultural industry would become languid and 
feeble if it were confined to supply the mere ne- 
cessaries of life. Commerce subservient to the 
will of another will soon cease to be. 

The idea that the commerce of these United 
States can be suppressed is not to be admitted. 
That commerce may not be suppressed, it must in- 
crease and enlarge itself. Empire and: commerce 
originated in the East, and travelled to the West. 
A period may not be far distant when commerce 
will take up her favorite residence in these United 
States, and these United States then be the great- 
est commercial nation in the world. 

Mr, Greaa.—If no other gentleman is disposed 
to occupy the floor, I will ask the attention of the 
Committee for a few moments. Indisposition, if 
there was no other cause, would prevent me from 
detaining them longer. I feel myself under some 
obligation, before the question is taken, to make 
some explanation of my motives for bringing for- 
ward this measure, as I have been particularly 
called upon to do this by several gentlemen who 
have taken a part in this debate. 

When I had the honor a few days ago of address- 
ing the Committee, I stated that I had reflected 
maturely on the subject, and that the resolution 
now under consideration appeared to me the best 
measure in our power to adopt in the present cir- 
cumstances of the country. I stated. however, at 
the same time, that if a majority of the Commit- 
tee entertained a different opinion, I should be will- 
ing to relinquish my own impressions on this sab- 
ject, as I considered it all-important to combine a 
strong vote in favor of such measures as we might 
adopt. I believe thata weak measure carried by 
a great majority will be more powerful than a 
strong measure carried by a small majority. Hav- 
ing confined myself to the discussion of the meas- 


ure under consideration, I expected that it would 
have been examined on its own merits; but, con- 
trary to this expectation, I was surprised to hear 
the gentleman from Virginia state in his first breath 
that this was not.a proposition of mine, but a Cab- 
inet measure. I wish the gentleman had deigned 
to inform us what he meant bya Cabinet. TI per- 
ceive no such thing in the Constitution or laws. 
I believe the phrase is peculiar to the Court of St. 
James, where the Ministers of the King are called , 
the Cabinet. I have heard the Heads of Depart- 
ments and the Attorney General, assembled by the 
President on great occasions, called the Cabinet, 
I have also heard three or four members of this 
House, who have considered themselves the organs 
for conducting all its business, called the Cabinet. 
If it be either of these Cabinets, they have not been 
consulted by me. The origin of this business is 
no secret. A number of gentlemen, who thought. 
something ought to be done, showed me a propo- 
sition which they wished to submit to the House. 
I saw several propositions—one in the hands of a 
gentleman from New Jersey, going to a prohibi- 
tion of all commercial intercourse with Great Brit- 
ain, and others embracing a more moderate system | 
of measures. I showed these gentlemen what I 
had drawn up: they differed from me in opinion, 
and the result was my putting this resolution upon 
the table, that it might receive that fair discus- 
sion which I conceived its merits entitled to. 

The gentleman from Virginia has also brought 
into view a vote of mine given on the bill mak- 
ing an appropriation for carrying into effect the 
treaty commonly called Jay’s Treaty. I should 
have taken no notice of this allusion, had it not. 
been made in such a way as appears to be calceu-. 
lated to impress the idea that my vote mighthave. . 
prevented that treaty from going into- operation. 
This is not the fact, as on the final vote there were: 
fifty-one affirmatives and forty-eight negatives. I 
voted in the affirmative. Had I voted in the 
negative, the vote would have been fifty to forty-: 
nine. And the sense of the Speaker was well. 
known, as he had previously voted in Committee 
of the Whole. There wasa proposition offered 
to the House, which I voted for as a preamble. to 
the resolution, the object of which was to, express. 
the opinion of the House that the treaty was a bad 
one; that it was not such as the country had a. 
right to expect; but, that, under all the circum» 
stances, it was better.to make the appropriation for 
carrying it into effect. I believe it was under- 
stood, if the preamble was carried, the minority 
would vote for carrying the treaty into effect ; and, 
though it was not carried, l did not consider that 
a sufficient reason for voting against it. The treaty 
had been regularly negotiated: I do not say it was. 
such as it ought to have been, but it was better to. 
let it go into operation than lose it by a small ma-. 
jority. The President had ratified it, and a ma- 
jority of the Representatives, in Committee of the 
Whole, approved it. I will ask, then, the gentle- 
man from Virginia, if he will be for putting Gen- 
eral Wasnineton, two-thirds of the Senate, and 
fifty-one Representatives, in straight-jackets? I 
believe the sense of the nation will revolt at the: 
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idea; and I believe the people, if the subject had 
been submitted to them, would have voted as I 
did. How do I infer this? Because every man 
who voted for the treaty came to Congress again 
if he chose. I voted forit, and I never was elected 
by a greater majority. There is no district in the 
State of Pennsylvania more republican than that 
which I then represented; for 1am now the rep- 
resentative of another district—the man now from 
it is republicanism itself. 

The gentleman from Maryland, in making some 
observations on the remarks I made on introduc- 
ing this measure, has ascribed to me an expression 
which I deny absolutely having made. I wished 
an opportunity at the time to explain, but the gen- 
tleman did not see proper to indulge me; and I 
believe this is the only instance in which sucha 
refusal has been made. The idea which I ex- 
pressed, was, that this measure would attack Great 
‘Britain in her warehouses and workshops, and 
‘would thus reach her vitals. I observed that the 
merchants and manufacturers were the great sup- 
port of that nation, and that, if we adopted this 
measure, it would so affect those two classes of 
men that they would become our friends, and the 
advocates of our measures. The gentleman from 
Maryland has, on the contrary, attributed to me 
the wish of stabbing Britain to her vitals—ascrib- 
ing to me the idea of wishing to destroy her Gov- 
ernment. F should be sorry to see this effect pro- 
duced. On the contrary, I wish to see that Gov- 
ernment preserved in its vigor, as a check to her 
greatrival Power. I believe a considerable portion 
of our own safety depends on the two nations 
checking each other. 

I observed that I had no idea this measure would 
lead to war. I deny that it is a war measure. 
There is nothing warlike in it. -It isa plain com- 
mercial measure, which we havea right to estab- 
lish. But I observed that if Great Britain should 
view it in a different light,and go to war, she was 
hot so much to be dreaded, as we should be able 
to take as many of her trading vessels, or at least 
‘an. equal value of them, by means of our priva- 
teers, as she could of ours. -From this, the gen- 
tleman has inferred that I am for meeting the Brit- 
ish navy with the privateers of our citizens, and 
„added, that any man who talked so absurdly ought 
to be shut up.in a dark room, and confined in a 
straight-waistcoat. Iam willing that the gentle- 
‘man from Maryland. should have the credit of 
being the author of all such flourishes; but, before 
he undertakes to anathematize other gentlemen, 
he ought to give some specimen (which I am sure 
che has not yet done) of his own superior powers. 

I have no expectation that this resolution will 
prevail, as I find many gentlemen who advocate 
strong ground consider this too strong. As I said, 
at the beginning, I am ready to meet them on any 
other ground. Why do they not come out, and 
propose their measures? If I think the measure 
they propose will do, I will vote for it. But while 

. Wwe are going on this way, we can never come to 
the point. Let gentlemen, then, avow themselves 
for or against this measure. . It appears to me that 
those who object to this measure as too strong, 


have been answered by unanswerable arguments ; 
and I can hardly see how we can relinquish this 
ground, and descend to another. 

I regret that some things have been said in the 
course of this discussion, whose natural tendency 
is to divide instead of uniting us. Of this deserip- 
tion is the alleged jealousy between our merchants 
and farmers; a topic more fitted to destroy than 
promote conciliation. I wish to bury all kinds 
of party distinction in the discussion of this sub- 
ject; I think such topics highly improper ; and 
that every pains ought to be taken to keep out of 
view such sources of jealousy. I myself am a 
farmer, a practical farmer; and have no idea of 
giving up the interests of agriculture to commerce. 
But I have always considered the two so ulti- 
mately connected as to be inseparable. If it were 
not for the merchants of Baltimore and Philadel- 
phia, the people I represent would be in a peril- 
ous condition. What they raise beyond their 
own wants, they dispose of to thèm ; and were it 
not for them, their surplus productions would rot 
on their hands, and they would become indolent 
and poor. 

There is another view of this subject, largely 
dwelt upon, which I exceedingly regret—the pow- 
er and importance of Great Britain. Iam wil- 
ling to agree that Great Britain isa powerful 
nation, and that her navy is invincible. Still I 
am not willing to resign my rights and the rights 
of the nation into her hands. We have, on a 
former occasion, heard almost every argument 
brought forward in the same manner as on. the 

resent. occasion; they had not then influence, 

owever, to prevent a similar measure with that 
under consideration. Iregret that they have this 
influence now. If we shall not adopt this te- 
solution from its influence on our revenue, or 
any other cause, I hope we shall not regret it, 
because Great Britain may take offence atit. I 
wish this consideration had been left entirely out 
of view; that whatever we do, we may do as the 
Representatives of the nation, without regard to 
Great Britain. 

The Speaker, in the course of his remarks, has 

alluded to an observation of mine relative to the 
sequestration of British debts; regretted that I 
made it, and expressed his belief that I would not 
myself agree to the measure. I certainly should 
not, except in a ease of extreme necessity. I 
said that if Great Britain should violate the treaty 
between us in every respect but one, she could 
not consider us as bound hy the single remain- 
ing article. But should we be released from the 
treaty itis said to be questionable whether the 
sequestration would in any case be justifiable. I 
believe there are extreme cases in which it would, 
and the Speaker and myself once agreed on that 
point. If Great Britain should, in violation of the 
treaty, let loose her cruisers, and seize our pro- 
perty without notice, I believe such a measure 
would be justifiable, though even then I should 
take it with reluctance. Ihave no further obser- 
vations to make. lf gentlemen indisposed to this 
measure. will suggest one that is more moderate, 
| I will exercise my right of judging on it. 
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Mr. Dawson.—I have indulged the disposition, 
which I always feel to be silent, during a very 
lengthy debate, and have attended to the obser- 
vations of other gentlemen, sometimes with plea- 
sure—sometimes with pain. I should continue 
that indulgence, did I not apprehend, that, from 
the length which the debate seems to promise, I 
shall not have an opportunity of giving my yea 
or nay; andas I propose to. vote against the re- 
solution, it might be concluded, that I view it as 
other gentlemen do, who are in the opposition, or 
that my vote is influenced by any of the reasons 
or considerations which have been urged by most 
of them. 

I consider that resolution simply as a commer- 
cial regulation, which, under the powers granted 
to Congress by the Constitution, we havea right to 
to pass, and I hold it to be an internal regulation 
which it is our duty to pass, whenever the true in- 
terest of our country in our judgment shall require 
it, without inquiring what effectit will have on the 
feelings of any foreign nation whatever. At pres- 
ent, however, I deem it premature, and I hope it 
will never become necessary ; whenever that ne- 
cessity shall arrive, T will join the advocates of this 
resolution in its support, or in the support of any 
other measures which shall go to- injure those 
who persevere in injuring us; and this has been 
my conduct during the whole session. I have 
been in favor of every measure which goes to se- 
cure the honor or interest of our country, let that 
measure be directed against what nation it may ; 
but I repeat, that I hope it will never be neces- 
sary. This hope does not arise from any confi- 
dence which I have in the magnanimity or for- 
pearance of any nation. I believe that they are 
all disposed to aggress when they have power, 
and that that disposition is only checked by the 
opposition of others acting on their own interest ; 
and a discovery of this spirit on our part, with.a 
manly determination to support our own rights, 
and a sacred regard for the rights of others, will, 
I trust, produce that effect at the present crisis; 
should they not, l repeat that I will join in 
any measure to support these rights and to ob- 
tain justice, 

This resolution has been supported by some of 
its friends, and met by all its opponents, as a war 
measure. It is extremely difficult to ascertain 
what gentlemen mean by a war measure. If 
they mean that it isa measure which we have 
nota right to adopt without consulting others, 
and the adoption of it will give just cause for 
war, I dissent from them in toto. I believe it sim- 
ply to be a commercial regulation intended to 
meet the present state of things, and that we have 
a perfect right to pass it, without inquiring what 
influence it will have at St. James’s, or St. Cloud. 
[believe this is the place intended for the free 
exercise of all powers granted by the Constitution. 
If, sir, they mean that it may afford a pretext 
for war, I, without hesitation, admit that it may. 
-and so may either of the resolutions which have 
béen submitted to the Committee, over which 
you, with so much propriety, preside. I well 
know that nations, like intoxicated individuals, 


when blinded by passion or superior power, sel- 
dom want pretexts for differing with their friends; 
to prove this I will not appeal to antiquity, or even 
toour own Revolution. The history of the pres- 
ent moment—the state of Europe, confirms this 
important, though melancholy truth. And if, sir, 
the passing of either of those resolutions, all of 
which I consider as standing on the same footin 
as to that power—and one of which I trust wil 
pass—if, I say, that will afford a pretext for'a 
war; if,sir, by the folly or vices of other Govern- 
ments, we are forced to meet that state of things, 
Iam not among those who are disposed to des- 
pond, or ready to acknowledge the superiority of. 
other countries over ours. Armed, sir, with the 
shield of justice, and fighting in defence of our 
just rights, while I feel a pleasing confidence that 
we have more means in our power to injure any 
nation in Europe, than that nation has to injure 
us—these means I never wish to use, or to see that 
state of things; nor do I wish to put our finances 
or my country to temporary embarrassment or in- 
convenience, as I believe this resolution would do, 
especially the southern part of it, until the neces- 
sity shall be more apparent, and until it shall be 
seen that Great Britain perseveres in a system of 
measures calculated to check and destroy our 
rising greatness, and eventually the independence: 
of our country. At present, therefore, I am against 
the adoption of the resolution, under the hope that 
it will be unnecessary ; that we shall obtain jus- 
tice without it. 
Should I be disappointed in this hope, I pledge 


myself to unite in any measures which shall go 
to maintain the rights, honor, and interest of that 
country so dear to us all. Let those measures be 
directed against what nation they may, I will 
never surrender a perfect right, or temporize with 
principle. 

Mr. EarLy.—I believe it must be seen by gen- 


tlemen that there is now no probability of adopt-’ 


ing this measure; and I am convinced that, if 
adopted, it will not answer the purposes which 
they themselves intended to answer by it. It is. 


not because it takes too strong ground that I am., 


opposed to it; I am opposed to it on other grounds. 
On the ground that the measure, if carried into 
operation, will be weak and impotent, as it. rë- 
spects Great Britain, and ruinous as it respects 
ourselves. These are the grounds on which my 
opposition is founded. The gentleman, therefore, 
who submitted this proposition is mistaken if he 
supposes I opposed it on the ground that it was 
too strong; but it is not my intention again to 
go into the merits of this subject. I have barely 
risen in consequence of the diversity of opinion 


expressed by gentlemen, all tending to show that ` 


if this measure cannot be adopted, they are willing 
to meet on other ground, to invite them to give 


us an opportunity to occupy this ground, which ° 


I believe will be found in the resolution of the 
gentleman from Maryland. It is because I think 
that eligible ground to occupy; a ground which 
will not recoil upon ourselves, or do us moreharm 
than our enemy, that I think it time to put an 


end to the discussion of this first resolution. Gen- 
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tlemen must have discovered that they cannot 
carry it. To put the thing then gently to sleep, 
and to give us an opportunity to occupy more 
eligible and efficacious ground, I move that the 
Committee rise. When the House shall be re- 
sumed, it is my intention to move to discharge 
the Committee from the resolution under con- 
sideration. 

Mr. Macon.—Before the question is taken I 
beg to be indulged in stating that the gentleman 
from Virginia has misunderstood me. I stated 
that the best way in my opinion to prevent Britain 
from impressing our seamen, was to agree not to 
employ her sailors, on condition that she would 
agree not to take ours, relying on her being gov- 
erned by a sense of interest. [should have thought 
the sentiment ascribed to me by that gentleman 
would have been one of the last in the world at- 
tributed to me. 

Mr. Smitie.—I am against the motion for the 
Committee’s rising, though I have no objection to 
postpone the resolution for the purpose of taking 
upany other. Thereis a wide difference between 
postponing a measure to a day certain, and dis- 
charging a committee from it. Let me tell the 
gentleman from Georgia that I am not afraid of 
the fate of this resolution. It is far from me to 
undertake to say what that fate will be. I know 
it not, nor can I know it until the final vote of 
this House. But should this resolution be nega- 
tived, that circumstance will not change my con- 
duct. It is enough for me that I am convinced 
its adoption will promote the interests of this 
country, and that I am not responsible for its fate, 
but only for my own conduct, and that I pos- 
sess the privilege of recording my name in its 
favor whenever a decision shall be had upon it. 
If the gentleman will agree to postpone this reso- 
lution to a day certain, in order in the meantime 
to take up any other resolution on the table, I 
will agree to it. 

As we are now explaining, I am glad to see the 
gentleman from Virginia in his place. That gen- 
tleman, in. taking notice of my observations, 
doubted whether the friendship I entertained for 
him was sincere. If the declaration will be satis- 
factory to him, I will declare it was sincere: that 
friendship is not removed; but I wish the gentle- 
man to understand it properly. Friendship re- 
quires an exchange of good offices between man 
and man; but there is a fund on which even 
friendship cannot draw—the fund of public good, 
which is of. too sacred a nature to be sacrificed 
even to friendship; and I declare, that except so 
far as publie duty requires, I am still willing to 
interchange the offices of friendship with that 
gentleman. 

Mr. Jacxson.—I owe an explanation to the 
Speaker and the House. My colleague observed 
that some apology was to be found for the con- 
duct of Great Britain with regard to the impress- 
ment of our seamen, from our having more of her 
subjects in our employ than she had of our citi- 
zens in hers. The Speaker stated that protec- 
tions were a thing in the market—the price of 
which was as well understood as the price of 


other articles. Other gentlemen. made various 
allusions to the conduct of Great Britain. I had, 
therefore, no particular allusion to the Speaker, 
when I said I was sorry to find apologists of 
Britain on the floor of Congress. . 

Mr. Macon.—I understood the remark as ap- 
plicable to myself. I said the price of getting 
naturalized was as well understood as anything 
in the market. 

Mr. Harty.—In reply to the observations of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, I will observe, 
that if the Committee should rise, it will be in the- 
power of the House to dispose of the resolution. 
as it pleases. The gentleman will there enjoy 
the same privilege of moving a postponement to 
a definite time, that I shall to move a discharge 
of the Committee from its farther consideration. 
For my part it is not material to me which mo- 
tion prevails. I shall not oppose the motion to 
postpone this resolution to a day certain. Iam 
as willing that one course should be pursued as 
the other. 

Mr. Crarx, in allusion to the remarks of Mr. 
Jackson, said he had never supposed, from the 
feelings which he entertained, that he should have 
been considered as the apologist of Great Britain, 

The question was then taken on the rising of 
the Committee, and passed in the negative—yeas 
53, nays 58, 

Mr. CrowninsuieLp.—Mr. Chairman: The 
question is on the resolution for interdicting the 
importation of all goods, wares, and merchandises, 
from Great Britain and her dependencies, It is 
to be regretted that in the consideration of this 
subject its opponents have considered it as a war 
measure, or such as will lead to war. Had I 
viewed it in this light, I should have never risen 
in its support. I will take the liberty of saying 
a few words in reply to the gentleman from Mary- 
land, (Mr. NicHouson,) on certain observations 
which fell from me when this subject was first 
brought into discussion, What I then said has 
been misunderstood and misrepresented both by 
that gentleman and the gentleman from Virginia, 
(Mr. Ranpotrn.) I am accused of wishing to 
plunge this nation into a war with Great Britain ; 
I deny the charge, and I believe I said nothing 
which ought to have led gentlemen to have drawn 
such an inference from my remark. Iam charged 

[by the gentleman from Maryland with saying 
that our privateers would be a match for British 
seventy-fours ; I did not say so. I said if Great 
Britain considered this as a hostile measure, and 

| made war upon us, we should fit out privateers, 
and they would probably be able to capture two 
vessels to one taken by her. I here alluded to 
merchant vessels, and had reference to no other 
description of vessels. The reason L-assigned for 
this was our experience during the last war, and 
our ability to defend ourselves in this way has 
certainly not diminished since that time. But 
could it hence be imagined, by any rational man, 
that I considered a privateer equal to a man ot 
war? It has also been insinuated that I am in 
favor of a confiscation of British property, whe- 
ther there shall be war or not, I suppose. I said 
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if Britain preferred to consider this as a hostile 
measure, if she actually made war upon us, we 
should be obliged to confiscate our debts. If she 
pursues a hostile course, preys upon our property, 
and impresses our seamen, shall we be expected 
to furnish her with all the means in our power to 
‘carry on war against us? Shall we continue to 
“pay the debt and interest, when this will be the 
effect? Though this was a hasty remark, I am 
convinced on reflection that it was just, and I 
have no doubt if Britain chooses to hurry us into 
war, that it-will be our duty to take her property 
‘on the land, if she takes ours upon the ocean. 
With regard to the observations of the gentleman 
from Virginia, of a personal nature, I shall not 
condescend to answer them, except so far as to 
observe, that when the gentleman stigmatizes 
those who held particular opinions, with meriting 
straight waistcoats, I am sure the Committee did 
‘not consider the remark as justified by anything 
which had been said. Ipresume no person would 
wish to put me into a dark room, confine me ina 
straight waistcoat, and support me on water-gruel. 
Such places are only fit for madmen. Iam not 
willing to go there; but if I should, I might un- 
fortunately, perhaps, find the gentleman from: Vir- 
‘ginia along side of me. 

Having made these remarks, I shall proceed to 
consider the main proposition under considera- 
tion, It is no declaration of war; nor do I be- 
‘eve, if adopted, Great Britain will think it suffi- 
cient to'go to war with us. She will not hazard 
a war with the United States on this account. 
Her interest is too deeply involved to permit her 
‘to take this step. What does it propose? What 
‘are our complaints? Great Britain, in the pleni- 
tude of her goodness and mercy, seizes American 
shipping carrying onalawful commerce, in goods 

bought in the colonies of the belligerent nations. 
What has been her conduct ever since the first 
war against revolutionary France? On the 6th 
November, 1793, she issued orders to her armed 
ships to seize all neutral vessels trading with her 
enemies’ colonies, or loaded with colonial pro- 
duce—not vessels loaded with provisions merely, 
as has been supposed by some gentlemen, in con- 
sequence of which three or four hundred Ameri- 
can vessels were captured. On proper represent- 
-ations being made, she acknowledged this conduct 
to be improper, and allowed the trade on which 
she had thùs depredated to be a lawful trade. In 
the treaty made with her the following year, she 
agreed to make compensation, and I believe nearly 
four millions of dollars was allowed to our suffer- 
ing merchants for property thus unjustly taken 
from them. Here was a complete abandonment 
of the ground she had assumed. Why did she 
make restitution if the trade was unlawful? How 
-came it that the Commissioners sitting under that 
treaty, almost without exception, awarded dam- 
ages In every case of capture prior to the date of 
that treaty? We heard nothing of this principle 
till the year 1801, when Great Britain again at- 
tempted.to revive itina new form. But on refer- 
ence to her Attorney General, he declared this 
ground to be incorrect, and that a neutral had a 


right to pursue his commerce with the belligerent 
colony. He makes no distinction as to the out- 
ward or homeward cargo. -He does not contend 
that the colonial trade is to be shut or interdicted 
in time of war, and although the direct trade be- 
tween the mother country and the colony ought 
not to be allowed in his opinion, yet he concedes 
the principle that the commerce is lawful between 
the neutral country and the colony, and that upon 
the goods being once landed in a neutral port the 


‘continuity of the voyage is broken, and they may 


then be sent to Europe, even to those nations at 
war with Great Britain, to. the mother country 


‘for instance. 


The principle, therefore, was again abandoned 
by Great Britain.. It is now, however, once more 
revived, and tinder the decisions of her admiralty 
courts, we find an immense amount of property 
at stake. We find not only our vessels going 
from the colonies to the belligerent nations, and 
from the belligerent nations to the colonies, ex- 
posed to capture—but our vessels are seized and 
condemned when trading between the United 
States and the colonies, and also when bound di- 
rect to Europe from this country, when loaded 
with colonial productions. We do not know the 
precise amount of these captures, but we do know 
it is immense. Our merchants were taken un- 
prepared; they had not insured against such risks. 
Many of them must be ruined if you do not hold 
out your protecting hand towards them. Sacri- 
fice this principle, and we know not where it will 
end. Viewing the United States as increasing in 
population and wealth, and unjustly considering 
us as her rival, her object is to destroy our com- 
merce. I have viewed: the subject in this light 
from the first, and I have no doubt that if we 
give up this right, we shall be pushed to give up 
others—one demand will be made after another, 
and we shall lose all our commerce. But we are 
told that Great Britain is a powerful nation, that 
she has eight hundred vessels of war.’ But sup- 
pose she had one thousand, is there any independ- 
ent man on this floor prepared on this account to 
rélinguish our rights? I hope not, Mr. Chair- 
man; but such strange opinions have been de- 
livered, I am prepared for anything. Great Brit- 
ain is so powerful, and has such a great navy, we 
ought not to provoke her; we must secure her 
friendship. by concessions, I suppose. - We are told 
by the gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. RanDOLPH,) 
that if we go to war with her we must hold our 
seacoast at the will of the conqueror, that we must 
fly to the mountains for protection. No, sir, we 
shall not fly to the mountains. We shall meet 
our enemy at the ocean’s edge, we shall there de- 
fend our seacoasts. To talk of abandoning our 
seacoasts is idle. In defence of our coast we 
shall, if necessary,shed the last drop of our blood. 
No, sir, we shall not hide behind a hogshead of 
tobacco, or a bale of cotton, but boldly stand forth 
and fight for our shores whenever a lawless in- 
vader shall touch them. 

But Great Britain says, you are carrying on a 
trade in war, which was not allowed in peace. Is 
thisa fact? It is nota fact? The valuable docu- 
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ment from the Secretary of the Treasury proves 
that it is not. If that document did not prove it, I 
could from my own personal knowledge, for I have 
enjoyed the colonial trade in common with thou- 
sands of my fellow-citizens during peace and war. 
In 1802, a year of peace all over Europe, from the 
returns of the Secretary of the Treasury it ap- 
pears that you exported colonial and other foreign 
productions to the amount of thirty-five millions. 
This was a period of peace, as I have before ob- 
served, and demonstrates that you enjoyed this 
trade in a time of peace. This produce was pur- 
chased with American capital, in foreign coun- 
tries, but chiefly in the colonies belonging to the 
enemies of Great Britain—very little of it came 
from the English colonies. Similar property is 
now seized and condemned upon the presump- 
tion that we are not carrying on our accustomed 
trade. I ask, then, in what other light we can 
eonsider this aggression of Britain, than as a part 
of her regular system of plunder? 

Is it true that this trade is a mushroom or fun- 
gus that has sprung up in the night?. I think it 
is as valuable as your export trade in tobacco, 
cotton, beef, or pork. Indeed it is so intimately 
connected with the trade in our own products 
‘that it cannot be separated from it. Your people 
-raise a large surplus beyond their wants. Do 
gentlemen want this surplus produce to rot in the 
Tends of the farmer or planter? To avoid this 
what must be done? It must be exported to other 
markets. Take the case of a. cargo of flour sent 
to the West Indies; they have no money to pay 
for it, but they are willing to barter sugar or coffee 
in exchange. The American merchant brings 
these articles to the United States, but he finds 
the market so overstocked that he cannot sell 
them here. He prefers sending them to Europe 
rather than waiting for a demand which may 
never come, 
has not the same right to send this sugar and 
coffee to Europe, received in exchange for his 
flour, as he has to send the flour itself, which is the 
‘product of your soil? There can be no doubt of 
at; it ishis own property, sailing under a neutral 
flag, which, if outraged, he has a right to call on 
his Government to protect. 

I know of a vessel which went last year from 
Salem, in Massachusetts, to Richmond or Pe- 
tersburg, in Virginia, I forget which of them, and 
there took.a cargo of tobacco, with a view of go- 
ing to Manilla, a Spanish port in the Chinese 
seas. I believe she loaded four or five hundred 
-hogshead of tobacco. This vessel will be com- 
pelled to bring back a cargo of sugar and indigo. 
There will be no dispute as to the neutrality of 
the ship or cargo—both belong to an eminent 
merchant of Massachusetts. I am sure the in- 
digo will not be wanted in this country. It will 
sell higher in Europe; and the owner may wish 
-to send both the sugar and indigo to Spain, to 
France, or Holland, but it will Be exposed to 
British capture. ‘It will be said it came originally 
‘from an enemy’s colony. It is contaminated. It 
annot be carried to Europe, because it may turn 
out. possibly that the owner intended to send it to 


Now f wish to know whether he} 


Europe when he first undertook the voyage to 
Virginia, twelve months before. This will be 
said in a British Court of Admiralty; however 
true or false it may be, they will judge of the in- 
tention, and the whole will be condemned. I 
ask you, sir, I ask the Committee, whether this is 
not a fair and a lawful trade? It is an honorable 
trade. It is a trade in tobacco. The sugar and 
indigo of Manilla will be purchased with the to- 
bacco of Virginia. It issent to a distant country 
on American account. The returns from neces- 
sity are made in colonial produce. It will not all 
sell here. It must be sent abroad; if it is seized 
on the passage, will a second voyage be attempt- 
ed? Will any merchant send to Virginia to buy 
another cargo to ship to an enemy’s port, if his 
property is to be torn from him on its return, or 
before it can find a market? It would be just as 
right to seize the tobacco before it reached the 
enemy’s port, as to take the proceeds of that to- 
bacco on a subsequent voyage. Is not agricul- 
ture interested, and greatly interested, too,in such 
voyages as these? It is perfectly clear in my 
mind that itis. Such a trade as I have described 
is the trade in dispute between us and Great Brit- 
ain. Will you abandon it? I hope you will not. 
You cannot. It is too important, too valuable to 
be sacrificed. 

Some gentlemen, and particularly the honor- 
able Speaker, have conceded all the advocates of 
this measure wish, in saying we have a right to 
send a load of flour to the West Indies, and bring 
back a cargo of coffee in return, and afterwards 
to send this coffee to Europe. We have a right 
to this trade as much as to the trade in flour. 

[Mr. Macon here explained, and observed he 
had said that a dollar got in this trade was worth 
as much to the country as a dollar got in any 
other way.] 

Mr. CrowinsHiELD.— Y es, sir, I understood the 
gentleman as saying that also. I may, however, 
be mistaken in the first declaration of what fell 
from the honorable Speaker; but I took a memo- 
randum of it at the time. Well, this is all the 
advocates of the resolution contend for—that it 
is a fair trade—as good a trade as that of tobacco, 
or flour, or anything else—that a dollar earned by 
it is as valuable as any other dollar—that it is 
not a dishonest trade—that it is not the cover- 
ing trade; in my part of the country it is 
not known by the name of the carrying trade— 
the carrying is the freighting trade; and our 
people do not fit out their ships for the pur- 
pose of transporting the property of belligerents 
on freight. Our merchants are possessed of suffi- 
cient capital to load their own ships on their own 
account. They own the property themselves. It 
is not a foreign property. There is no want of 
American capital to carry on our commerce. 
The British condemnations do not proceed on 
this ground. They allege we are carrying on 
a trade in time of war, which was not allowed 
in time of peace. There is one point of view in 
which this subject may be considered, which is 
important ; it is this: It will be seen by the com- 
mittee, that Great Britain condemns both ship 
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and cargo, when there is no question as to the 
neutrality of the flag, and the crew are sure to be 
kept prisoners at the same time. It is not so 
where the ship is freighted for account of a belli- 
gerent. Here she would be paid her freight, and 
the ‘ship would be acquitted, and the seamen 
would be left to navigate the ship home, the 
cargo only being enemies’ property would be 
condemned. By the new principle, the whole is 
swept away. This is even far worse than the 
blockade principle. Here the vessel ought to be 
warned not to enter a blockaded port; she cannot 
fairly be seized unless the owner or master has 
been informed of the blockade; and on the return 
voyage, in my opinion, she must be permitted to 
go free. Grant to England what she wants, un- 
der her new doctrine, and she may give up block- 
ades altogether. She need not blockade Mar- 
tinique or Guadaloupe in future. She may save 
the expense of sending her fleets against the ene- 
mies’ colonies. She has only to watch the ports 
of New York and Boston with a few frigates, and 
the thing is done. Here they can prey upon your 
defenceless vessels with the greatest facility. 
Your merchant vessels trading with the enemies’ 
colonies and to Europe, loaded with colonial pro- 
ductions, clearly American property, fall into the 
hands of British cruisers without any trouble. 
This takes place every day. What! Shall a 
neutral ship and cargo be captured and condemned 
because it was the owner’s intention to send the 
produce to Europe to a better market than his 
own country afforded him? The principle is 
monstrous. I revolt at it. It sets reason and 
justice at defiance. Great Britain condemns both 
ship and cargo, and in addition seizes our seamen. 
She bas extended the ground of capture. She 
has condemned our property coming from a bel- 
ligerent nation to America, or when destined to a 
neutral country, not our own, on the pretext of 
intention to trade with the colonies. I assert that 
all these condemnations are illegal and unjust. I 
say the trade in which these vessels are engaged 
is highly valuable, and ought to be protected. It 
is an important branch of your import as well as 
export trade. But gentlemen differ on this sub- 
ject. Comparisons have been made as to the 
different branches of our commerce. The hon- 
orable Speaker said, when he was up on this sub- 
ject, that the trade which he considered of the 
most consequence was the coasting trade. This 
trade is valuable in a certain degree, but it is sub- 
ordinate to your other commerce. Is the coast- 
ing trade in tar and turpentine from North Caro- 
lina to Norfolk and New York of so much con- 
sequence? But even this trade is put to hazard. 
Allow the British doctrine to be correct, and their 
seizures will soon extend to this trade. They 
‘want to confine you toa mere coasting trade from 
State to State. Iam not contending for the free- 
dom of commerce for one State more than an- 
other. The Northern and Southern, the Eastern 
and Western States are all interested in this great 
question. I cannot permit the insults offered to 
our seamen to be passed over without some re- 
marks, Great Britain, whenever she finds an 


American seaman without a protection seizes 
him—whenever she wants men to man her ves- 
sels impresses them. Something has fallen from 
the honorable Speaker, in which I understood 
him as saying he had been informed, from re- 
spectable authority, that protections are an article 
bought and sold in the markets; but I know that 
this is not the fact; they are an article which 
cannot be bought or sold in the market. Ido 
not pretend to say there may not have been some 
abuses in the protections, but the instances are 
rare. Under a law of the United States the ap- 
plicant is obliged to apply to a justice of the 
peace, and unless he proves to the satisfaction of 
the magistrate that he is a citizen, the magis- 
trate does not give him a certificate. On proving 
this, he gives him a certificate, with a description 
of his height, complexion, age, and place of birth. 
With this he applies to the custom-house, and re- 
ceives from the collector his protection, as it is 
erroneously called, for it is no protection to him— 
it affords him none. Now, it is impossible, if the 
man felt so disposed, to sell this protection, as it 
will not ‘correspond with the description of an- 
other person. It will, however, I believe, be 
agreed, that these protections are totally disre- 
garded by Great Britain. Has she then a right 
to treat our citizens in this manner? Is it right 
for a belligerent nation to have three thousand of 
our citizens on board of her ships of war, fighting 
her battles against our friends? I have no doubt 
that at the battles of Aboukir and Trafalgar many 
of your seamen were engaged in her service; I 
have no doubt that in the list of killed at Trafal- 
gar are to be found the names of hundreds of 


your seamen who fought and bled, not in defence . 


of your liberties, but against a friendly Power!— 
seamen impressed into the service of a foreign 
nation, without receiving any compensation for 
their services—for they are not allowed wages 
unless they voluntarily enter into the service, and 
there is not one case in.a hundred in which they 
do it voluntarily. No, sir, they have too much 
respect for their own rights and the honor of their 
country; they never enter into the British ser- 
vice but under the lash of a boatswain. But the 
honorable Speaker thinks this measure may be 
accommodated by resorting to another principle, 
by our merchants not agreeing to employ British 
seamen. I think the honorable Speaker said there 
was no other way to save our seamen than for 
our merchants not to employ British seamen. 
But this is impossible; it cannot be done; they 
could not, they ought not to accede to such a 
principle. Would you wish to see British sea- 
men delivered up in exchange for your own citi- 
zens? They are not numerous. Our seamen in 
the Eastern States are mostly natives of the coun- 
try. The foreign seamen in our service enter 
freely. They come voluntarily among us. We 
pay them wages. Would you seize them on the 
wharves or in the streets and deliver them up? 


Do you recollect the case of Jonathan Robbins, 


which excited a fermentation in this country al- 
most beyond- example? Is the same scene to be 
acted over again? Upon this principle you may 
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as well deliver up the cultivators of your soil, who 
are British subjects. You have many British 
subjects in the country who do not go to sea. 
Are these persons to be delivered up to Great 
Britain in exchange for your seamen? I trust 
not. If you could procure the release of your 
citizens on this ground it shall never have my 
support. 

‘What is the proposition under consideration ? 
A non-importation of British goods at a distant 
day. For myself and my friends, who are in fa- 
vour of this resolution, I may ‘say that it is not 
our wish that it should go into effect at all; we 
flatter ourselves that before the period arrives at 
which it is to take effect, Great Britain will do us 
justice. Butgentlemen cry out, this isa war mea- 
sure. This is their constant argument. But, sir, 
it is not a war measure, itis a mere commercial 
regulation, which we have a right to pass, and of 
which Great Britain cannot justly complain. 
Great Britain herself adopts commercial regula- 
tions, which go to interdict the productions of 
other countries. This she is in the daily habit of 
doing—her whole commercial system is a system 
of monopoly and exclusion. Her East India trade 
is a monopoly ; and our trade to her West India 
islands is carried on as a favor. In peace she 
entirely shuts up, and in war opens partially her 
ports in that quarter. We do not quarrel with her 
on this account—we do not cry out it isa war mea- 
sure. Look at her navigation act. She puts the 
commerce of all other nations in chains. She 
wants to engross the commerce of the whole civ- 
ilized world. 

If we concede this principle to Great Britain 
we must make a like concession to France, who 
will undoubtedly capture our vessels trading to 
the British islands. France would have the same 
right todo it that Britain has. If we abandon it, 
‘we violate our neutrality, by giving to one of the 
belligerent nations a right not possessed by her at 
the beginning of the war. 

I believe these unjust aggressions of Britain 
have arisen from a spirit of commercial rivalry, 
which is alarmed at our great and increasing rev- 
enue. In 1790, our revenue amounted to about 
two millions—in 1796, it amounted to six mil- 
lions—in 1804, it amounted to upwards of twelve 
millions; and for the last year it may be esti- 
mated at thirteen millions, Our trade has in- 
creased beyond all calculation, and this has exci- 
ted the jealousy of Britain. We have seventy 
thousand seamen, and a million tons of shipping. 
At the peace of 1783, we did not possess over two 
hundred thousand tons. Our exports and imports 
have increased in an equal proportion. Inthe last 
returns they are stated at seventy-five millions, 
and there can be no doubt of a great augmenta- 
tion for the present year. Great Britain makes 
these aggressions on our rights, calculating on our 
divisions, Let us be united in resisting them, and 
we shall hear no more of her injustice. In sup- 
port of this measure I will endeavor to prove that 
this trade is carried on with American capital, in 
opposition to the allegation that it covers enemies’ 
property. If it can be proved to be American pro- 


perty, I suppose gentlemen will be willing to pro- 
tect it. Irely on the documents of the Secretary 
of the Treasury. The commercial gentleman 
from Maryland, (Mr. McCrezry) has proved the 
trade to the West Indies is carried on with Amer- 
ican capital. He has shown, from the Treasury 
statements, that 21,371,311 dollars worth of pro- 
duce of the West Indies has come to this country 
the last year, and that an equivalent amount was 
sent from this country. and sold in the West Indies. 
The calculation is sufficiently correct. I have ex- 
amined it. The estimate is made upon the-sales 
of the outward cargoes, and upon the fair cost of 
the produce in that country. The documents on 
your table prove this, and the same thing may be 
established with regard to the trade to Europe. 
I find by the report of the Secretary of the Trea- 
sury, there is exported to France, Spain, Italy, and 
Holland, to the amount of $24,259,114 in foreign 
goods, and of our own productions we export to 
those countries $12,183,000. These two sums, 
added together, amount to $36,442,114, All these 
countries are enemies of Great Britain. The 
amount of importations from these countries isonly 
$25,475,000, the balance being about $11,000,000 
in our favor. It follows that we import from 
these countries eleven millions less than we export 
tothem. There isalso the amount gained on the 
sales in Europe. This may be fairly estimated at 
four or five millions of dollars. What becomes 
of the difference? It goes to England in payment 
of her balance against the United States, amount- 
ing on an average to fourteen millions; this bal- 
ance exceeded fourteen millions the last year. 
This balance is made up by remittances from the 
other belligerent countries. Youcould pay Britain 
this balance in no other way. Could you get the 
specie in sufficient quantity from other countries, or 
from your own to pay this immense balance? You 
could not doit. Itis impossible. It is remitted 
by bills of exchange from Italy, from Spain, from 
France,and particularly Holland. And yet,strange 
to tell, this is the very fund upon which Great Bri- 
tain iscontinually making depredations, and which 
some gentlemen, so fond of the trade we carry on 
with Britain, are anxious to destroy by withdraw- 
ing all protection from it. 

The honorable Speaker does not seem to know 
how this balance stands. He cannot depend on 
the information he receives from your custom 
houses. But though he may not rely on the accu- 
racy of your export to particular countries, asa 
vessel does not always go to the port for which 
she clears, hé may implicitly rely on the state of 
the imports; there can be no deception in the im- 
ports, and the value of the exports cannot be ma- 
terially erroneous; and he may rest satisfied that 
if Great Britain seizes property destined to bellig- 
erent nations, your merchants will be unable to 
pay her the balance they owe her. But it is said 
I do not understand calculation ; and the gentle- 
man from Virginia (Mr. Ranpoupx) has made an 
allusion to a debate on a former occasion, but which 
has no possible bearing on the present question. 
On that occasion I said, that if I were to buy three 
per cents. I should be obliged to give for them 
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more than one half their nominal amount; but 
that if I meant to keep them I would not choose 
to give more—and I say so still. The only ques- 
tion, however, sir, before us is, whether we will 
interdict the importation of British. goods? Weare 

_ not fixing the value of three or six per cent. stocks. 
We are driven to the necessity of taking some 
measures to compel Great Britain to do us justice. 
Her friends, however, do not wish the non-impor- 
tation measure ever to go into operation; they 
hope that Britain will do us justice, rather than 
submit to the injuries it willinflict upon her. But 
if she will not release our sailors, and restore or 
make payment for our ships, I do wish it to go into 
operation, and to continue until she has restored 
them. The luxury of a woollen blanket is not 
such as I wish to enjoy at the expense of the rights 
and honor of my country. The gentleman from 
Maryland (Mr. NicHoLson) may enjoy it if he 
pleases. and he has told you he does not wish to 
relinquish a luxury of that nature. But I would 
rather submit to be clothed in a bear skin—rather 
than submit to this degradation I would agree not 
to wear a single article of British manufacture 
during my life. Sir, I would rather go naked. I 
ask pardon of the Committee, but I speak the hon- 
est sentiments of my heart. 

I will not however detain the Committee with 
many additional remarks: I will only call on gen- 
tlemen not to sacrifice the best interests of com- 
merce, by giving way to the principle which Bri- 
tain has assumed. In sacrificing them, will they 
not at the same time sacrifice the interests of agri- 
culture? I cannot see a distinction between them. 
Without we protect commerce, what can we do 
with our surplus productions? But because we 
call upon you to protect commerce, are we to be 
stigmatized as the friends of a fraudulent trade? 
No; weare willing to let those who cover enemy’s 
property with a neutral flag take care of them- 
selves. Iam further charged with a wish to meet 
Great Britain in war. But, sir, I have no such 
wish : my only wish is to obtain an honorable com- 
pensation for the injuries she has committed. We 
are charged with going back to the times of the 
Revolution, and comparing the temper of ourcoun- 
try at that time with its present temper. Sir, I 
was a child when the Revolutionary war com- 
menced—I have scarcely a recollection of the 
times of the Revolution; but would such language 
as we have heard on this occasion been then tolera- 
ted? That a gentleman should get up and tell us 

„Wwe ought io succumb to Britain, because she had 
“890 ships on the ocean, is astonishing tome. Ican- 
not comprehend its tendency. Such sentiments 
were not uttered during the Revolution. Then, 
with a population of two and a half millions, we 
boldly met that nation, and triumphed over her 
arms; andif necessary, we can meet her again, 
or any other nation that shall treat us with the 
sameinjustice. Under like circumstances I would 
meet France, Spain, or England—I would meet 
them all collectively, if necessary, and I have no 
doubt we would be a match for them all, though 
for saying so I may be denominated a madman. 
I would hold this language if I belonged to one of 


the smallest nations of the earth—I would hold it 
were | a citizen of the petty Republic of St. Mar- 
ino,—were my rights invaded I would tight till I 
could fight no longer. Do you want to damp the 
ardor of the American people, because Great Bri- 
tain and France are powerful nations, and the 
former has determined to annihilate our com- 
merce? Mr. Chairman, Iam no public speaker 
and I have not arranged my ideas, or clothed them 
in the language I could have wished; but I do 
say we have reached a crisis which imperiously 
demands the adoption of measures for the main- 
tenance of our commercial rights, which so far 
from impairing, will promote the interest of agri- 
culture. For, sir. they are inseparable; they are 
twin-sisters—children of one birth, of the same 
parents, begotten by one common father—they 
must live or die together—you cannot separate 
them—by sacrificing the one you sacrifice the 
other. More than this, sir, the people of this coun- 
try will not submit to these aggressions on their 
rights. The people are both agricultural and com- 
mercial, and they know that the fall of commerce 
will be soon followed by the destruction’ of agri- 
culture. And should this Congress or any other 
abandon their commercial rights, they will send 
other men to represent them. 
it, and you may be assured they will do it. Mr. 
Chairman, what is to become of the surplus pro- 
ductions of agriculture? Shall they be suffered 
to rot or perish in your warehouses or on your 
plantations? If they cannot be sold abroad, and 
the returns be permitted to be made to this coun- 
try, and afterwards re-exported, this will be the 
case with a large part. 
number of persons employed inagriculture? Will 
you dispose of the slaves in the Southern States? 
Gentlemen will not consent toit. * 
afford a reasonable protection to commerce. 


They ought to do 


What will become of a 


Then, I say, 


Sir, I must have fatigued the Committee—I fear 
I have been troublesome at this late hour of the 
day—lI hope I will be pardoned. Weak and feeble 


as has been my defence, and the support I have 


attempted to give this resolution, I have done what 
I considered a duty, and I trust my motives will 
not be called in question. I shall-not trouble the 
Committee any further on this subject. 

[It being the usual hour of adjournment, Mr. 
Smiuie moved that the Committee should rise, and 
said that he would to-morrow agree to take up in 
committee the proposition of the gentleman from 
Maryland. The Committee then rose, and the 
House adjourned. ] 


need 


Tuurspay, March 13. 


The House proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments proposed by the Senate to the bill, entitled 
“An act for estabiishing rules and articles for the 
government of the armies of the United States :” 
‘Whereupon, 

Ordered, That the said amendments, together 
with the bill, be referred to Mr. Varnnum, Mr. SalL- 
Ly, Mr. Kenan, Mr. Covineron, Mr. KELLY, 
Mr. Goopwyn, and Mr. TALLMADGE., 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
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that the Senate have appointed a committee, on 
their part, to join with such committee as the 
House of Representatives may appoint, to con- 
sider and report what business is necessary to be 
done by Congress, in the present session. 

On a motion made and seconded that the House 
do come to the following resolution: 


Resolved, That Major General Arthur St. Clair be 
heard at the bar of the House in support of his claim. 

Ordered, That the said resolution do lie on the 
table. 

On motion, it was 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be directed to lay before this House the names of 
the persons in whose favor bills have been drawn 
on the Treasury of the United States, by the 
Ministers of the United States near the Govern- 
ment of France, under the stipulations of the Con- 
vention between the United States and France, 
concluded at Paris, on the thirtieth of April, one 
thousand eight hundred and three, specifying as 
far as possible, the amount and nature of each 
particular claim for which bills were so drawn. 

` On motion, it was 

Resolved That the Postmaster General be direct- 
ed to lay before this House a list of the names of 
the persons who have made contracts for carrying 
the mail of the United States, since the last day 
of December, one thousand eight hundred and 
four, specifying the terms and duration of each 
contract, respectively. 


IMPORTATIONS FROM GREAT BRITAIN, 


The House again resolved itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union—Mr. 
Gregas resolution still under consideration. 


Mr. Lers.—F rom the course which has been 
pursued for several days, I am induced to move 
that the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union be discharged from the further consid- 
eration of this resolution, and that of the gentle- 
man from New Jersey. Without entering into 
the merits of the resolution, I will confine myself 
to stating the reasons on which I. make this mo- 
tion. I did expect, when this subject first came 
under discussion, to have heard something re- 
specting its merits; that a comparison would have 
been drawn between the advantages and disad- 
vantages likely to ensue tothe United States from 
its adoption, instead of which I found my col- 
league sailing round the coast without examining 
its tendency or bearing. He told us it was pacific, 
and, in the same breath, said it struck a dagger 
into. the vitals of Great Britain. If, Mr. Speaker, 
I were to strike a dagger at you, would you not 
consider it a hostile act? And yet this measure 
is said tọ be pacific, and itis represented as having 
no tendency to war. When this measure was 
first proposed, I was in favor of it; I was impelled 
by my feelings against Great Britain, whose inju- 
ries I sensibly felt. But I have. since listened to 
the arguments adduced in its favor by my col- 
leagues.. What are they? Did they speak of its 
profits and loss; did they show that it would be 
advantageous to this country? Instead of this 


they talked of national honor. 


t i But, on this sub- 
ject, I agree with the poet: 


“ Act well your part, there all the honor lies.” 


I am not disposed to be a duellist for national 
honor. I am disposed to view this as a question 
of profit and loss; and if the loss will be greater 
than the gain, to reject it; and it is because I 
think that the United States will incur more loss 
than profit by it, that I wish to get rid of it. I 
believe it will have a warlike aspect, and there- 
fore I am against it. I have no idea of fighting 
all the world. I hope, from the course which this 
discussion has taken, and from the conviction 
which it has produced of the inability of the Uni- 
ted States to carry this measure into effect, that 
we will enter on the discussion of some other 
measure more likely to be effectual. I am willing 
to get rid of this resolution in the easiest way, and 
I therefore move you to discharge the Committee 
from its further consideration. 

Mr. Atston.—The gentleman bottoms his mo- 
tion on the idea that this is the most ready way 
to get rid of the resolution; but, on this motion, 
the subject remains as much before you as if the 
discussion were on the resolution. If, however, 
we are permitted to go into the Committee of the 
Whole, we may there refuse to take it up without 
any discussion, and we may then take up any 
other resolution. 

Mr. Lets.—There is no doubt the gentleman 
thinks his path the straightest, and his concep- 
tions the most luminous. I do not like, however, 
this resolution remaining on the table; as it will 
still remain in the power of the Committee to 
call it up. 

Mr. Smiwiz.— Whether the course recommend- 
ed by my colleague be the best, the House will 
judge; but he has assigned a curious reason g: 
it. I think he said, at first he was in favor of the 
resolution. 

Mr. Lers explained, by observing that he had 
said his impression at first was in favor of the 
resolution. 

Mr. Smiuuis.—That was just what I stated. 
The gentlemen expected, it seems, also, to have 
heard wonders, which he has not heard. It is. 
possible that that gentleman’s mind may take a 
higher tone than mine; and he may have expect- 
eda superior discussion to that which thissubject 
has received; but Iam not ashamed to say that I 
have received light from this discussion. Ithink, 
indeed, the question has been pretty well examin- 
ed. Ihave, in this business, wished for peace—I 
have labored for it—and though I approve this 
resolution above any other, I am willing to part 
from it to meet those of my brethren, whose sin- 
cere wish it is to do something. I know it is best 
to do something that shall appear to be the 
sense of the nation. I am willing, therefore, to 
meet on middle ground. I have another objec- 
tion to the course recommended by my colleague. 
Some gentlemen cannot be satisfied without en- 
joying a triumph. I should be willing to indulge 
them in these feelings if I thought they deserved, 
one, but I do not think they do. If they wish 
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peace preserved, and are desirous of serving their 
country, they will deprecate the effects of a mea- 
sure which may distress and divide us. 

Mr. Earty.—I rejoice that this motion is made, 
as I had, in truth, intended to make it myself. It 
will be recollected that, when in Committee of the 
Whole, I made a motion to pave the way for sub- 
mitting to the House this motion, in part, which 
I intended to make, as it embraces both the reso- 
Jutions of the gentlemen from Pennsylvania and 
New Jersey. I consider the two resolutions as of 
thesame family. It must be apparent to every 
member of the House that the subject is exhaust- 
ed, so much so that yesterday we were entertain- 
ed for several hours with answers made to the 
arguments of gentlemen who intended to vote on 
the same side. Gentlemen declare themselves in 
favor of an accommodation, who, though they 
cannot vote for this measure, are willing to adopt 
some other. It was in this spirit that I madea 
motion yesterday, and it is in the same spirit that 
Tam in favor of the course now proposed. Let 
us, then, take this business out of the power of 
the Committee, and place it under the control of 
the House, who may make such disposition of it 
as they may think proper. Ido not feel particu- 
larly anxious as to the course which shall then be 
pursued. If any gentleman will then move to 
postpone the resolution to a day certain, I will 
vote for it. 

Mr. Smitis considered the course recommend- 
ed by the gentleman from North Carolina, (Mr. 
AxstTon,) most correct. When in Committee of 
the Whole, we may agree not to consider the res- 
olution, and to consider some other, The resolu- 
tion under consideration may, in the meantime, 
remain before the Committee, subject to being 
acted upon at any future period, should we agree 
tagno other. 

` Mr. G: W. Camrsecy.—l feel a little surprised 
at the sentiment expressed by the gentleman from 
Georgia, as I did understand him yesterday, as 
having expressed himself willing to adopt the 
course pointed out by the gentleman from North 
Carolina. Ido believe that course most proper, 
and I do not see any reason for a different course. 
Tam against discharging the Committee of the 
Whole from the consideration of this resolution. 
I can see no use in this, unless to give gentlemen 
the appearance of a triumph. Though I believe 
there isa decided majority at present against the 
adoption of either the resolution offered by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, or that offered by 
the gentleman from New Jersey, I do not know 
whether a week hence there may not be a majority 
in favor of one of them, im consequence of receiv- 
ing further information. Under this impression, I 
hope the resolutions will be permitted to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. J. Ranpotpx.—I do not know, Mr. Chair- 
man, that I understand the question, unless the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania and his friends are 
willing that their favorite measure should be 
strangled in the dark, from an unwillingness that 
it should suffer a political death. The two gen- 
tlemen from Pennsylvania have produced between 


them a bantling, and have offered it to the House, 


We do not like it, and they are for forcing it upon: 
us. We revolt at this, and what do they say 2: 


They allow they cannot carry it; but say that,to. 


discharge the Committee of the Whole from its 
further consideration, will be to cover certain per- 


sons with political disgrace. They are, therefore, . 


for going into a Committee of the Whole, and 
when they get in Committee, refusing them leave 
to act upon it, Is this parliamentary? Is it reg- 
ular for a Committee to refuse to decide on the 
business submitted to them by the House? Let 
us either adopt or reject the resolution, or dis- 
charge the Committee of the Whole from its 
further consideration. For what purpose was it 
referred to a Committee? For the purpose of 
not being acted on? For the purpose of our: 
going into Committee and then refusing to act 
upon it? Will gentlemen refuse to discharge the 
Committee from the very resolution they do not 
mean toact on? Ido not understand this. It is 
beyond my depth. Gentlemen should have pon- 
dered well before they brought forward this meas- 
ure. They should have felt for the support on: 
which to rest it; and if they areashamed of now 
trying this support, they should withdraw their. 


resolution. They ask too much when they com-. 
plain of the course we propose to pursue. Should — 


the resolution continue in its present state, it is 
liable to be called up at any hour, when there. 
may be a thin House, and after gentlemen say 
they do not mean to act upon it. If the House do 
go into Committee, I hope the resolution will- be 
acted on, and discussed—for though gentlemen 
have said the subject is exhausted, I do not believe 
it is exhausted, though they may be. ye ae 
Mr. Conran said, his wish was to cultivate har- 
mony. He wished this was the sentiment of every 
member—he hoped it was. If those who were 
for taking stronger ground, were willing to accom- 
modate, he hoped they would be met in a spirit of 
amity—he hoped there would be a strong votein: 
favor of the measures adopted to convince this 
people and the world we are not so timid as some: 
gentlemen seemed to imagine. He was in favor 
of the course pointed out by the gentleman from: 
North Carolina. : 
Mr. Stanton.—Mr. Chairman, the resolution où 
your table is considered, by the enemies of it, a 
war measure. Is it possible that men of inform- 
ation or common sense should view it asa hostile 
measure? I disavow that opinion. The idea is 
chimerical. It is, in fact,a commercial measure; 
the regulation of which is vested in Congress by 
the Constitution. But, we are told, it will lead to 
war. Sucha construction might be put on our’ 
revenue laws, and many other of our other public 
acts. Such inferences are whimsical. Sir, the 
honorable member from Virginia tells the House; 
we have a negotiation pending with Great Brit- 
ain, and we ought to wait the result. I ask how 
long—seven years—until our commerce is anni» 
hilated, and three thousand more of our citizens 
impressed into the service of Great Britain ? The 
Executive has repeatedly remonstrated, but to no 
purpose. The gentleman has commenced a vol- 
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unteer apologist for that unprincipled Govern- 
ment, and telis the House we tried negotiation 
with Spain, and failed—at the same time avers 
there is no Spain—it is France and Bonaparte, 
and Talleyrand; they have bullied Spain out of 
her existence. He proceeds, and asks the House 
this question—can you expect Great Britain will 
respect our neutral flag at the expense of her ex- 
istence—is she not fighting for her life? and tells 
us that the combined fleets of Holland, France, 
and Spain, are no more, and that Great Britain 
has eight hundred ships-of-the-line, including 
other smaller vessels of war; and Russia is the 
second Power of continental Europe, with half a 
million of hardy troops—with sixty sail of-the- 
line and thirty millions of subjects; a territory 
more extensive than our own; that she is a store- 
house for the British navy, and solemnly warns 
us before we enter into a contest public or private, 
be sure you have fortitude enough to go through 
with it—if you mean war, say so, and prepare 
for it. Behold the disrespect in which France 
holds neutral rights on land! as though we were 
bound to tamely submit to the unprovoked in- 
sults of Great Britain, because France is playing 
the same game on the continent of Europe—for 
he smoothly slides over the nefarious conduct of 
Great Britain, to the impressment of our citizens, 
and dwells with apparent delight on the omnipo- 
tence of the British navy. Iam ata loss to ac- 
count for this miraculous conversion of the gen- 
tleman to the British interest, Iam ready to say, 
with astonishment, oh! how isthe mighty fallen, 
how is the fine gold become dim, tell it not in the 
streets of Askelon, lest the tyrants of Europe and 
the aristocrats of New England rejoice! Pardon, 
sir, the digression. He has injudiciously attacked 
the official invulnerable character of the Execu- 
tive and Head of Department. Ihave quoted a 
line or two from the best of books. Sir, itis to be 
deplored, that a man of brilliant talents, and great 
merit should, by his poignant irony, haveincreased 
the number of his opponents; but, why should I 
wonder? ‘That was the case with the celebrated 
French orator, Mirabeau, whose predominant pas- 
sion and insatiable thirst for pre-eminence led 
him into numerous errors and inconsistencies ; 
add to this the gentleman’s fondness for Cabinet 
rank and Utopian glory. But, notwithstanding 
this derelictioa from the principles of the Ameri- 
can Revolution, I hope he will not long continue 
enveloped in the fog of aristocracy, but reassume 
his former honorable and useful station. Mr. 
Speaker, is it not a great misfortune that a gen- 
tleman of superior talents and elegance. should 
speak day after day without making a single con- 
vert or disciple? The gentleman now flatters 
himself that the friends of the resolution will aban- 
don it; and he affirms that they are ashamed of 
it, and despair of its adoption. Let that be as it 
may, I can assure the honorable member I am not 
ashamed of it, and wish to occupy higher ground 
and stronger measures—even a non-intercourse 
with Great Britain—unless she will discontinue 
her piratical measures against us, by a restoration 
of property and a liberation of American citizens. 


A gentleman from Pennsylvania, on my right, 
who is in unison with the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, tells you the citizens are destitute of forti- 
tude sufficient to abstain from the use of many of 
the articles contained in the resolution on your 
table—particularly coarse woollen cloths—the 
people are so attached to them by habit, sir, if 
they were given to the laborer they would come 
dear by paying the tailor’s bill for making them 
up; a seven- knot breeze of wind would blow out 
the filling, and leave but little remaining. 

Sir, the people of New England at the com- 
mencement of the Revolutionary war with Great 
Britain, and previous to an open rupture, possess- 
ed fortitude sufficient to totally abstain from the 
use of British manufactures for years, and the 
ladies voluntarily discontinued the use of their 
favorite, delicious India shrub, in order to obtain 
liberty and independence. The gentleman’s age 
does not permit him to remember these noble acts 
of patriotism, which are fresh in my recollection. 

Sir, the honorable member from Virginia is 
fully prepared to go to war with all the Powers 
of Europe, except Great Britain. As for Spain, 
who he wishes to fight, she is annihilated, and 
cannot be found; she has sunk under the wing of 
Talleyrand. I presume the gentleman will pos- 
sess prudence enough not to risk himself on the 
watery element, nor near the seashore, lest the 
voracious shark should attack him, and deprive 
him of his proboscis. The gentleman generously 
continues to give you wholesome advice. Getrid 
of your national debt; it isa dead weight, that 
cramps your measures—I am free to confess, this 
is the best part of his harangue, and the only part 
that has weight in it—and then, he says, you may 
bid defiance to all the world. Sir, this is compre- 
hensive and strong language; it puts me in mind 
of the young man who expressed a wish to his 
father, that all the people in the world were dead, 
except himself and his brother Jonathan ; for then, 
he said, they would buy and sell land and get 
money like all the world. 

Where a nation is insulted, as we are, the stale 
doctrine of passive obedience and non-resistance 
ill becomes an independent nation, much less the 
American character. Such pusillanimous con- 
duct will not obtain redress. Mr. Chairman, when 
I take a retrospective view of the nefarious con- 
duct of the British Government toward the Uni- 
ted States, and consult my feelings, my very soul 
is fired with just indignation at the unprovoked 
insults offered the American flag, and the pirati- 
cal and systematical plundering system adopted 
by the Government of Great Britain against 
neutral rights. I am almost as anxious to make 
war against Great Britain as the honorable mem- 
ber from Virginia is to make war against Spain, if 
she was to be found. But, sir, in cooler moments 
of serious reflection, the little judgment I possess 
dictates tome to avoid war, as one of the worst 
evils that can or does afflict a people. The calami- 
ties inseparable from war are incaleulable. Under 
this view of the subject, I am induced to believe 
that the interest of my country, and the happiness 
of the State I have the honor to represent, will 
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not permit me to indulge my resentment; being 
persuaded that nations, as well as individuals, are 
governed by interest, I am led to hope that the 
measures contemplated in the resolution on your 
table will have a favorable effect on our negotia- 
tions ‘now pending with Great Britain. I shall 
give my vote in favor of the resolution. 

Mr. Greece said, he did not feel in the least hurt 
by the motion made by the gentleman from Geor- 
gia. When he had laid the resolution on the table, 
his wish was that it might receive a fair discus- 
sion ; and he had undertaken to assign his reasons 


in favor of it. He should consider a discharge of 


the Committee of the Whole as equivalent to a 
rejection of the resolution. He should not con- 
sider the friends of the measure involved in dis- 
grace if this motion should prevail. They had 
done their duty, and he did not think there was 
any disgrace in being in a minority. The world, 
the nation, would judge whether their decision 
was right or wrong. He felt perfectly satisfied 
that the resolution he had proposed was the most 
proper, and ought to be adopted. Entertaining 
these ideas his conscience told him to vote for it, 
and he was ready to discharge that sacred duty. 
Mr. Finney observed, that when a resolution 
on a similar subject was before the third Con- 
gress, which was considered as occupying too high 
ground, it was disposed of by being ordered to lie 
on the table. He thought this was the course 
which ought to be pursued in the present case. 
Mr. Buackievas.—Although I am opposed to 
the resolution of the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia, under the belief that it will be more injurious 


to us than others, yet, when I see the friends of 


this measure willing to unite with those who are 
for milder measures, I am of opinion that we ought 
to meet them.’ In this stage of a discussion, 1n- 
volving the first interests of the nation, shall we 


be disunited by an altercation as to the mode of 


proceeding, whea we agree in the substance ? For 
this reason, and believing it of importance that 
the measures which we may take may be adopted 
by a strong vote, I am against discharging the 
Committee of the Whole from this resolution. 
The yeas and nays-were then taken on discharg- 
ing the Committee of the Whole from the further 
consideration of Mr. Greee’s resolution, and 
were—yeas 24, nays 101, as follows: 
Ysas—Burwell Bassett, John Campbell, Levi Ca- 
sey, Christopher Clark, Joseph Clay, Elias Earle, Peter 
Early, John W. Eppes, James M. Garnett, Charles 
Goldsborough, Peterson Goodwyn, Edwin Gray, David 
Holmes, Walter Jones, Michael Leib, Joseph Lewis, jr., 
Josiah Masters, Joseph H. Nicholson, John Randolph, 
Thomas Sandford, Thomas Spalding, Philip R. Thomp- 
son, Daniel C. Verplanck, and David R. Williams. 
Nays—Willis Alston, jun., Isaac Anderson, David 
Bard, Joseph Barker, George M. Bedinger, Silas Bet- 
ton, Barnabas Bidwell, Phanuel Bishop, William 
Blackledge, John Blake, junior, Thomas Blount, James 
M. Broom, Robert Brown, John Boyle, George W. 
Campbell, John Chandler, Martin Chittenden, John 
Claiborne, Matthew Clay, George Clinton, jun., Fred- 


erick Conrad, Orchard Cook, Leonard Covington, Ja- 


cob Crowninshield, Richard Cutts, Samuel W. Dana, 


Ezra Darby, John Davenport, junior, John Dawson, 
James Elliot, Caleb Ellis, Ebenezer Elmer, William 
Ely, William Findley, James Fisk, John Fowler, An- 
drew Gregg, Isaiah L. Green, Silas Halsey, John Ham- 
ilton, Seth Hastings, William Helms, David Hough, 


John G. Jackson, James Kelly, Thomas Kenan, Ne- 
hemiah Knight, Duncan MacFarland, Patrick Magru- ~ 


der, Robert Marion, William McCreery, Nicholas R. 
Moore, Thomas Moore, Jeremiah Morrow, Jonathan 
O. Mosely, Gurdon S$. Mumford, Jeremiah Nelson, 
Thomas Newton, jun., Gideon Olin, Timothy Pitkin, 


jun., John Pugh, Josiah Quincy, Thomas M. Randolph, 
‘John Rea of Pennsylvania, John Rhea of Tennessee, 


Jacob Richards, John Russell, Peter Sailly, Thomas 
Sammons, Martin G. Schuneman, Ebenezer Seaver, 
James Sloan, John Smilie, John Cotton Smith, John 
Smith, Samuel Smith, Henry Southard, Richard Stan- 
ford, Joseph Stanton, William Stedman, Lewis B. Stur- 
ges, Samuel Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Samuel 
Tenney, David Thomas, Thomas W. Thompson, Uri 
Tracy, Philip Van Cortlandt, Killian K. Van Rensse- 
laer, Joseph B. Varnum, Peleg Wadsworth, Matthew 
Walton, John Whitehill, Robert Whitehill, Eliphalet 
Wickes, Marmaduke Williams, Nathan ‘Williams, 
Alexander Wilson, Richard Winn, Josepn Winston, 
and Thomas Wynns. 


The question was then taken on discharging 
the Committee from Mr. Stoan’s resolution, by 
yeas and nays—yeas 26, nays 98, as follows: 

Yzas—Burwell Bassett, John Campbell, Levi Casey, 
Christopher Clark, Joseph Clay, Matthew Clay, Elias 
Earle, Peter Early, John W. Eppes, James M. Gar- 
nett, Charles Golsborough, Peterson Goodwyn, Edwin 
Gray, David Holmes, Walter Jones, Michael Leib, 
Joseph Lewis, jr., Josiah Masters, Joseph H. Nichol- 
son, John Randolph, Thomas Sandford, John Smith, 
Thomas Spalding, Philip R. Thompson, Daniel C. 
Verplanck, and David R. Williams. 

Nays—Willis Alston, jun., Isaac Anderson, David 
Bard, Joseph Barker, George M. Bedinger, Silas Bet- 
ton, Barnabas Bidwell, William Blackledge, John 
Blake, junior, Thomas Blount, James M. Broom, Rob- 


ert Brown, John Boyle, George W., Campbell, John .- 


Chandler, Martin Chittenden, John Claiborne, George 
Clinton, jun., Frederick Conrad, Orchard Cook, Leon- 
ard Covington, Jacob Crowninshield, Richard Cutts, 
Samuel W. Dana, Ezra Darby, John Davenport, juns, 
John Dawson, James Elliot, Caleb Ellis, Ebenezer El- 
mer, William Ely, William Findley, James Fisk, John 
Fowler, Andrew Gregg, Isaiah L. Green, Silas Halsey, 
John Hamilton, Seth Hastings, David Hough, John 
G. Jackson, James Kelly, Thomas Kenan, Nehemiah 
Knight, Duncan MacFarland, Patrick Magruder, Rob- 
ert Marion, William McCreery, Nicholas R. Moore, 
Thomas Moore, Jeremiah Morrow, Gurdon S. Mum- 
ford, Jeremiah Nelson, Thomas Newton, jun., Gideon 
Olin, Timothy Pitkin, jun., Josiah Quincy, Thomas 
M. Randolph, John Rea of Pennsylvania, John Rhea 
of Tennessee, Jacob Richards, John. Russell, Peter 
Sailly, Thomas Sammons, Martin G. Schuneman, Eb- 
enezer Seaver, James Sloan, John Smilie, John ©. 
Smith, Samuel-Smith, Henry Southard, Richard Stan- 
ford, Joseph Stanton, William Stedman, Lewis B. 
Sturges, Samuel Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Sam- 
uel Tenney, David Thomas, Thomas W. Thompson, 
Uri Tracy, Philip Van Cortlandt, Killian K. Van Rens- 
selaer, Joseph B. Varnum, Peleg Wadsworth, Matthew 
Walton, John Whitehill, Robert Whitehill, Eliphalet 
Wickes, Marmaduke-Williams, Nathan Williams, Al- 
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exander Wilson, Richard Winn, Joseph Winston, and 
Thomas Wynns. . 

T'he House then resolved itself into a Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The Chairman put the question on considering 
Mr. Greae’s resolution, on which the Committee 
divided—yeas 47, nays 70. 

Mr. J Cray moved to consider the resolution 
offered by himself, and that of his: friend from 
Maryland, (Mr. Nicuotson.) 

Mr. Smitiz moved to consider the latter reso- 
lution. 

"Mr. J. Ranpotpu said he would make a super- 
seding motion, which was, that the Committee 
should rise, and he would assign his reasons for 
this motion. Iam well aware, said Mr. R., and 
I consider it the happiest and fairest feature of 
our policy, that in a deliberate body a majority 
must govern. This is a position which bas often 
been enforced on me, and which I have sometimes 
enforced on others; but I hope no majority will 
be indisposed to act honestly. Though a majority 
ought to govern, it should not ‘be on motives of 
caprice, freak, or passion, but wisely ; and it ought 
not, at this time of day, to feel power, and forget 
right. The reason why.I am in favor of the 
Committee rising, is the same which I advanced 
the other day against the resolution of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania—a reason which, it is 
astonishing to my mind, does not operate on every 
member of the Committee—the state of things 
here and abroad. Is there a member prepared to 
vote for the resolution of my excellent friend 
from Pennsylvania, (Mr. J Cuay,) or of my wor- 
thy friend from Maryland? (Mr. Nicuotson.) I 
believe not. I, for one,am not prepared. The 
other day, when I said I was disposed to treat with 
Great Britain for the very reason that I was indis- 
posed to treat with her in 1793, I perceived a sneer 
‘on the faces of gentlemen, and that they scouted 
the idea, But what is thefact? The gentleman 
from Massachusetts quoted the Message of the 
President, showing that this business is still pen- 
dénte lite. Whatinformation does the President, 
in that Message give us? That he had tried ne- 
gotiation and failed? That, as in another quarter, 
our Minister had been shoved neck and shoulders 
out-of the Cabinet? No! That negotiation is 
still pending between our Minister and the Min- 
ister of Britain. Can then, gentlemen, while the 
business is re infecta, feel disposed to act, either on 
the resolution of the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia, or that of the gentleman from Maryland ? 

* Again, must we not every day expect informa- 
tion from Europe; and ought not this information 
to-have an influence on this Assembly, if, indeed, 
weare a deliberative assembly? Surely it ought. 
On political empirics, who prescribe the same 
medicine to every disease, this information may 
have noeffect. But on the minds of sober men, it 
ought to have, it must have, an effect. The situa- 
tion of the Powers with whom we have these 
omentous discussions may have been materially 
changed by the events of the last ninety days. 
Will gentlemen undertake to say that motives 
which influenced the mind of a Bernstoff, ought to 
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have no weight with us? ‘Will they, under these 
circumstances, go into Committee, to grope in the 
dark, to catch at something, ona subject of which 
they know little—in relation to the events of 
which, they know less? No! This is not the 
moment to act. The Committee have declared 
that that moment has not. arrived.: They have, 
in their capacity of a House, refused to discharge 
them from the resolution of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, and have, in the same capacity, re- 
fused to act upon it. And-what does this prove, 
but that the moment for action has not come— 
unless, indeed, this venerable Assembly will con= 
descend to become the wet nurse of the bantling 
of the two gentlemen from Pennsylvania, who, 
provided they can maintain it at a distance, hope 
their indiscretion will be overlooked—a faux pas, 
which, if it can be kept in an obscure farm-house, 
may be smothered over? I, however, am not 
disposed to offer it the pap-spoon; still less am I 
disposed to be disturbed by its cries, or ‘those of 
its brethren. : 

It must be obvious to you, Mr. Chairman, that 
this is not the fit time to decide on our British 
relations. That, while there isa-pending negotia- 
tion with her, all such discussion must be prema- 
ture. These resolutions are the production of a 
political hot-bed. They are not the growth of a 
genial sun, but reared in a forcing-house. And I 
will tell gentlemen, that politics bear forcing as 
little ds the physical productions of nature. 

A gentleman from Massachusetts, whom I now 
see in his place, offered some days ago, to this ». 
Committee, a string of observations, which, he 
declared, were not intended either fora resolution 
not then before the Committee, or for that offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. Now, the 
Committee having determined not to discuss the 
resolution offered by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, and as those remarks were not offered 
on the subject then before the Committee, they 
may have been left to guess they were intended 
for the subject now under consideration ; and as.I 
believe they were full as applicable to this,as any 
other question, I hope to be indulged in making 
a few remarks relative tothem. But, at the same 
time, I disclaim the preface that gentleman pre- 
fixed to his remarks, viz.: that he did not mean to 
examine the question before the Committee. I do 
mean to examine that question, to show why this 
is not the proper time for acting on this subject, 
to show that all discussion on it is premature, and, 
that we ought to abstain from acting upon it until 
we have heard from the other side of the Atlantic. «7 

As well as I- remember, the gentleman set out 
by recalling the attention of the House to the 
Message of the President, of the 17th of January 
last. Yes,sir, he began in the style of old times— 
infandum. renovare dolorem—to call the House 
back to the Message of the 17th of January. To 
what part of it? Fo that part which is public; 
or.to. that part which is locked up in the eseru- 
toire of the clerk—or is in his breeches. pocket, 
for aught I know—that part which it is. his:busi- 
ness to keep from the eyes of the nation? : Now, 
what is our situation?. A brave Senator, with 
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our. doors open, calls the attention of the House 
toan amphibious and ambiguous Message, part 
secret and, part public. And is this the situation 
in which gentlemen would put us? Are we thus 
7 to be knocked down with the hammer of Execu- 
i tive infallibility 2? I hope not. When that Mes- 
sage came, on the 17th of January, how long had 
we been in conclave? -I believe a fortnight? 
‘When did the despatches.arrive? I undertake to 


say, because I know it, it was. prior to-the 20th of 


December, because I made proper inquiry at the 
office of the Secretary of State, where I had my- 
self. received despatches from London. Whatare 
the contents of those despatches? Did they ad- 
vocate the course this House has. pursued, ora 
course totally different? And yet that very Mes- 
sage has been. quoted, under the idea that no man 
could say to the contrary, and that we would sink 
beneath the weight: of its authority. Those de- 
spatches came to this country before the 20th day 
of December. 
timore, and received a communication from their 
author of a contemporaneous date. I have- called 
at the office of the Secretary of State, and was 


informed, by the head of that Department, that 


they had: both arrived at the same time. And it 
was when I discovered that the head of the second 
Department under the Government did not know 
, they were in existence, much less that his opinion 
' on them. had. not. been consulted, that I declared, 
what I repeat, that. there is no Cabinet. You 


have no Cabinet. What! the head of the Treas- 


ury, Department—a vigorous and commanding 


statesman, a practical statesman, the benefit of 


whose wisdom and experience the nation fondly 
believes is always obtained before the great meas- 
ures of the Government are taken—unacquainted 
with, and unconsulted on, important despatches, 
and yet talk of a Cabinet! Not merely uncon- 
sulted, but ignorant of the documents! Well, the 
act passed, and on the 16th of January, was sent 
to the other. House, and on the 17th, despatches 
came which might have materially changed the 
decision of the House.. And am I, feeling this, 
and knowing the House had. been trifled with, to 
be denounced. for telling you,.if you.had had the 
necessary information, your decision.would have 
been different from what it was? I know this; 
for many gentlemen. who voted for the measure 
adopted; told me their votes would have been dif- 
ferent, had they had the necessary information. I 
say, the decision of the House, if we had known 
what we ought to have known, and whieh had 
. been. received four. weeks.before, would have been 
different; and Ihave no hesitation in saying, there 
is no Cabinet, when I see a man, second’ to none 
for vigorous understanding, and practical good 
sense, ousted from it: Isay,as I have said before, 
if the Executive wants our confidence, let him 
give us his. But, when weare excluded from his 
confidence, let him not demand ours. Iwill not 
give mine.on: these terms, and I have no hesita- 
tion in saying so. Yes, sir, I now say, with open 
doors, what I said when your doors were shut, and 
what I believe, that it is not for the master and 
mate (and I speak it without disparagement to 


On that day I, returned from Bal- 


any man) in bad weather, to go below, and leave 
the management of the ship to the cook and cabin- 
boy. The nation expects to know, they believe 
they do know, the opinion of the Executive. But 
do they know it? Where have they got it? Does 
it appear in this string of resolutions? Have we 
the opinion of the President? Have we his Cony 
stitutional recommendation? No! you have no- 
thing. Let the Clerk produce the budget! But, we 
shall be told that this House- has a right to give-a 
direction to the President. This.is the last refine- 
ment on courtly flattery. Shall the House act 
on information neither official or Constitutional— 
on the stale pretext of giving the Executive a di- 
rection, when they believe they are acting on 
what gentlemen get up, and give us reason to be- 
lieve are the secret wishes of the Executive? It 
is out of the question for any persons, who are 
men of standing, to condescend, under such: çir- 
cumstances, to do the work of the Cabinet or the , 
water-closet, No! tools must be found ; and: to 
such tools, such work will be, as it has been. uni- 
formly committed. Ido not only say they must 
be, but that they have been found. But, at the 
threshold. of everything I can offer, I am: met: by 
these Nestors of the land, by these old coachmen, 
who love the smack of the whip, who talk of old 
times, of the stamp act, of the non-intercourse 
and other Revolutionary acts. But, let.me tell 
gentlemen, this is all violence and declamation. 
You would not suppose that the maxims of Ches- 
terfield had been studied by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania—and yet, the fact is, that manner 
is everything, But; I beg you to compare the 
matter I have offered, with the mild, meek,-and.:. 
peaceable sentiments of.gentlemen. Because one 
gentleman has delivered his sentiments in a voice 
that freezes before it reaches this quarter of the 
House, and another mumbles out, “confiscate the 
national debt,” does that affect the principle at 
issue? And because another man, with some 
warmth, recommends a different course, are you, , 
therefore, to stone-and crucily him? i 
The gentleman. from Massachusetts, to whom, 
I have alluded, has told us what. the question bẹ- 
tween this country and Great Britain.is. Hesays 
it does not respect enemy’s property, but the col- 
onial trade. He-says that the. tobacco and: flout, 
the rice and. cotton, transported: by our vessels, 
come as much within the question quo.ad enemy 
property, as the colonial trade. But is.there any 
presumptive evidence that the rice, the cotton, the 
tobacco, or any other articles of American growth 
that are carried by our vessels, are enemy’s. prop- 
erty? There is none. Now. take the other side 
of the question. Recollect that Holland, France; 
and Spain, have not a.ship on the ocean ; that the 
coffee, sugar, and cotton, of their colonies, which 
find their way to Europe, must go there under the 
cover ofaneutralflag. What isthe presumption? 
That a large part of those productions, thus trans- 
ported, are relatively to Britain enemy. property: 
How isa discrimination to be made between those 
products which are, and those which are not the 
property of anenemy? Is it not a fact that afew 
disreputable neighbors will bring a stigma on @ 
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whole neighborhood? Will any man deny the 
fact? Are the French and Spanish colonies in- 
dependent? And what is the fact? That under 
the neutral flag the whole of the immensely val- 
uable productions of those colonies find a convey- 
ance. What do we say? That we have aright 
to-carry those productions from the colonies to 
the belligerent nations? No—we say, the bring- 
ing them to the United States and paying duties 
on them, neutralizes the property. But do they? 
Indisputedly not. The moment you concede the 
point that you cannot carry on a direct trade, it 
becomes a question no longer of principle—but a 
question on which you must treat-on the ground 
of expediency. And you must treat—you will 
treat—relative to it. There is one consideration, 
which, whether it has or has not engaged the at- 
tention of gentlemen, ought not to be lost sight of, 
and that is, that our bulky productions can be car- 
ried by only two Powers in the world—by our- 
selves or Great Britain. No other nation possesses 
thetonnage. Gothen into war with Great Britain, 
and where willyou find the tonnage to carry your 

roducts? You-cannot find it. But,on the other 
hand. the British fabrics may be brought in Dan- 
ish bottoms. There will be neutral tonnage 
efiough to bring to your doors the productions of 
Britain.. Bat where will you find the neutral ton- 
nage to carry your produce abroad ? 

. We are told that thisis nota war measures: that 
Grotius and Puffendorf, and other distinguished 
civilians, have decided that it is a pacific measure. 
But it unfortunately happens that great statesmen, 
on the theatre of active life, will not suffer them- 
selves to be dictated to: by the mumblers of anti- 
quity ; and gentlemen;.who will not be governed 
by circumstances, who: exclaim fiat justitia ruat 
celum, must be content with making diagrams in 
their closets, while these active statesmen are de- 
ciding the destiny‘of nations. They tell us they 
have Grotious and Puffendorf at their backs ; but 
I would rather have at my. back the posse comita- 
tus:of. the ten miles square, weak and inefficient 
as I-know it to be... Yes, it is too true, the gentle- 
men will not listen for a moment to circumstances, 
It isin vain that we-say Great Britain isarmed— 
that she has a fleet in the: West Indies—that: she 
has a:ship over every square league in: the ocean. 
They: will not consider the propensity of an arm- 
ed‘nation to strike. They will.listen only to news- 
papers. and. pamphlets, and circular letters.. Put- 
ting’all these. things out of consideration, they are 

„for playing the'part of. Bobadil. They will not 
/ reflect that circumstances always govern political 
|, Men—they persistin theirabstract. theories. These 
* Laputian:: and: Lilliputian: politics will not do. 

Woat are gentlemen-about ? -While they are dis- 
puting whether the egg shall be-broken-at the big 
or little end, and whether the Committee shall be 
discharged. from the resolution in the House, or 
the: House shall first go.into committee, and the 
resolution be there discharged, they are pursuing 
measures which will be feltin Britain, and which 
will forcibly re-act on ourselves, The gentleman 
from Massachusetts (Mr.. CRoWNINSHIELD) has 
told us what he would, and what he would not-do, 


if he was a-citizen of the Republic of St. Marino. 
We would suppose from this declaration that he 
was an inhabitant of Blefusco, abut to carry.on war 
with Lilliput. Such a man may be celebrated as 
a seamen, and may be able to make an able- first 
Lord of the Admiralty over a fleet of privateers; 
but as a politician he is a Lilliputian delegate. 
But we are told again, that this is a peace mea- 
sure, and that we ourselves are the belligerent pat- 
ties, who style ita war measure. One of the pro- 
foundest statesmen told Joseph the Second,: one 
of your gimerack men, that if he should attempt 
to force the navigation of the Scheldt, the fort 
would fire upon him. What said Joseph? Iwill 
not stoop to time and cireumstances—he talked: of 
natural rights, and go he. would—the Dutch 
would never dare to fire. Compare the relative 
situation of the little Republic of Holland when 
her days of glory have passed away, when she has 
fallen into the hands of a conquerer—compare her 
present situation with that’she enjoyed before the 
wings of her power were clipped by France.. The 
Emperor Joseph sent out his fleets, and the only 
intelligence he received: of their fate, was that the 
Dutch had fired. He deemed it impossible—he 
could not believe that the little Republic of Hol- 
land should fireon the Austrian Eagle. Hethought 
as gentlemen think, and he was deceived; and you 
will be-deceived too. For this commercial prin- 
ciple is not a principle of peace, butof war. Gen- 
tlemen may go to Carthage, if they please, stop 
at Genoa, and pass on to London, and they will 
invariably find it so; and they will find each: of 
those nations commercial in proportion as they 
were warlike, and warlike in proportion as they 
were commercial. And why do commerce:and 
war go hand in hand; but because commerce al- 
ways disposes the nation to go to war, which: is 
not disposed to give up a lucrative trade? The » 
idea of the pacific tendency of commerceis a mere 
ignis fatuus. We find Holland ceased to'be a great 
commercial Power, when she ceased to be able to 
fight the combined fleets of France and England, 
But I shall. be told, whithersoever it may lead 
us, this spirit of commercial monopoly oughtnever 
to be extinguished—lI shall be told it isa base prin- *. 
ciple to crouch even in necessity ; that'we ought “ 
to set not only reason and common sense‘at defi- 
ance, but likewise necessity, which knows no law, 
but prescribes law to all. Well, Lam free to con- 
fess, if this assertion is not beyond my comprehenr 
sion, I have for the first time in my life found the 
reason of the planter’s servant, who, on being asked 
what was the matter with his horse, said:he was 
ashamed because he was dead. The poor animal 
had ingloriously crouched to the base principle of 
necessity, and -had given up the ghost, when he 
ought to have kept the field. And this is what 
we are called upon to do by gentlemen who will 
not acknowledge the law of necessity, and who 
scout it as a principle which-it does. not become 
us to act upon. If these notions. are to prevail,” 
let us take Don Quixotte‘as our first minister of 
State,and Sancho Panzaasthesecond in command, 
These are the natural hands to hold the reins cf 
Government, in case all regard to the principle of 
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necessity is disclaimed. I hope gentlemen, who 
hold this doctine, never mean to die, to sleep, or 
to weep at the distresses of their fellow men, or in 
any other respect acknowledge the base principle 
of necessity. But I, who profess to yield a com- 


pliance not only to the laws of necessity, but of 


probabilities, and who consider polities as only a 
science of probabilities, can no longer find a me- 
dium between, myself and those who disclaim all 
regard to the laws of necessity, and am obliged to 
confess that I am among the number of those who 
would negotiate with Great Britain. 

I am perfectly aware of the tedious time the 
Committee’ must have had in listening to my re- 
marks—not more so, I assure you, to them than to 
myself. Iam aware of the arguments offered di- 
rectly out of doors, and indirectly in this House, 
against the course which I believe it is for the in- 
terest of this nation to pursue. One of the first 
causes of surprise which presented itself to me on 
coming to the seat of Government was, that, while 
the people of the United States thought all eyes 
were fixed on the shores of the Atlantic, all eyes 
were in fact fixed on the half-way house between 
this and Georgetown—that the question was not 
what we should do with France, or Spain, or Eng- 
land, but who should be the next President. And 
at this moment, every motion that is made—I do 
not mean, in the parliamentary sense of the word, at 
this place—is made with a view to the occupation 
. of that House. And it is for this reason that cer- 
tain men are to be put down, and certain men are 

to sea ia up. .As I have said before, I have con- 
ceived it the greatest happiness attendant on the 
_ Government of this people, that all their political 

relations, the different parties and their connexions 
and bearings and effects, could be debated in the 
face of the nation. Now, we are told from good 
authority, that there is a certain party called the 
Federal party,.and that there are other parties in 
-the United States, called Republican parties. Well, 
sir; certain gentlemen have been held up as wil- 
ling to court the attention and support of the Fed- 
eral party—men by whom no villain has been 
spared, let him belong to what party he may— 
men by whom no villany has been spared, to what- 
ever party it may have attached. So much for 
“Federalism. There is anotherquestion relative to 
what is generally called quiddism. I am willing 
to meet gentlemen on that ground. If we belong 
to the third party, be itso. Iam willing to meet 
them on other ground. 

[There was here aloud call to order, in which 
Mr. Tuomas joined. The Speaker decided that 
Mr. RanpoLen was in order. An appeal was 
taken to the House, who confirmed his decision.] 

Mr. Ranpourg proceeded. I am obliged to the 
gentleman for the respite he has given me, as I 
really felt much exhausted. I knew where the 
shoe pinched. I will take gentlemen on ano- 
ther principle—on the principle of Burrism, as it 
iscalled.. Will gentlemenattack us on that ground? 
‘Will they say we are the rotten part of the Re- 
publican party—the go-between of any sects—the 
solicitors of any office—the tools of any faction? 
Now, sir, on the subject of Federalism—I mean 


no imputation to any man or party of men—are 
we the advocates of Federalism? Does the Ad- 
ministration, and especially the Department of the 
Navy, or does it not, administer the Government 
on the principle of Federalism? Has that De- 
partment ever been administered, or can it be ad- 
ministered on principles more Federal? There 
is another department—the Post Office Depart- 
ment—the sweetest engine ever put into the hands 
of an unprincipled man. Are we for administer- 
ing the Government on principles of Burrism ? 
This is a delicate subject—I speak with a full con- 
sciousness that it is. Now for the last ism, Yazoo- 
ism. Are we Yazoo men? Have our enemies 
ever charged us with this? ` 

{Mr. Ranvowrn here made an allusion, which 
from the noise in the House was not heard, to a 
misconception by Messrs. Sumrer and Marion 
of a previous remark made by him relative to mi- 


litia generals—and then asked—Is therea man that 


would disdain to sit aside of such men? The 


allusion I made was fully understood ; but those, 


whom it fitted, were willing to shift it from their 
own shoulders on those, whom it did not fit.] 
Iam really sorry, Mr. Speaker, for the time I 


have occupied. When I came into the House 
yesterday, it appeared to me as if the proposition 


before us was to appoint a board of commissioners 


to settle the account current of every member with 
the House. We hearda great deal of palaver and 


blarney; but of that description which can never 


take mein. Iabjureit. Iraise my hand against 
it—I will never become its dupe. I am willing 
to allow that in the heat of debate, expressions 
improper for me to use, but not improper in their 
application to those to whom they referred, may 
have escaped me—the verba ardentia of an hon- 
est mind. Iscorn to retract them. They were 
made in the presence of the nation, and in their 
presence I will defend them. I will never snivel, 
whatever may be the result, I have moved that 
the Committee rise, with a perfect knowledge of 
the existing circumstances. I knew the moment 
we adjourned over on Saturday, that the old story 
would be repeated, that gentlemen would seek the 
Lord—agree upon some given principle, that all 
might go together. And I have not been disap- 
pointed. But it is for you to say, whether at this 
moment, when you are watching your daily and 
nightly mails for news from Europe, when you 
are oscillating between Bonaparte and the coali- 
tion—you are prepared to decide ultimately on 
this subject. I feel for one that I am not. . As to 
the accusation of being the apologist of Britain, 
it isthe idlest charge that ever was made. henI 
first took a seat in this House I was denounced 
with being a French partisan, because I opposed 
those men who then held the reins of Government 
in their hands in their measures for carrying us 
into war with that nation; and now that I am for 
pursuing the same course towards Great Britain, 
which Í was then in favor of pursuing towards 
France, Lam charged with being the apologist of 
Britain. To this denunciation | am willing to 
submit, which. all men must submit to.who are 
not willing to risk the peace of their country. 
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Mr. NicnoLson.—I second the motion, on a 
principle which has governed me ever since the 
beginning of this session. This subject was early 
referred to a select committee on a motion offered 
by myself, with a view that the fullest light might 
be thrown on the subject of our differences with 
Great Britain, and because I believe it so intimate- 
ly connected with the revenue and prosperity of 
the nation, it was that I wished it to be examined 
by a committee whose peculiar province it is to 
pay a particular attention to the fiscal affairs of 
the Government. I had another object in view, 
which was that the subject might not be hurried. 
I was of opinion that our differences with Britain 
ought not to be speedily acted upon ; but after the 
subject had rested for some time with the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, they were, on the 
motion of some gentlemen when’ I was absent, 
discharged from its further consideration. On 
my way to this place, after an absence for which 
leave had been granted, I met with a proposition 
to prohibit the importation of all goods from 
Britain, I was never so struck with astonish- 
ment in my life. If I had heard that the Capitol 
had tumbled into ruins, I should not have been. so 
much astonished. 

This proposition produced several others, one 
of which I had the honor to submit. As I have 
before said, I submitted this proposition to meet 
that of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, that 
‘the House and people of this country might take 
into view its whole course and bearing; and that 
they might see the manner in which the revenue 
was likely to be affected by it. I am happy it 
has produced this effect. Gentlemen after debat- 
ing this proposition are willing on all hands now 
to lay it aside. When I understood it was to be 
called up, I begged the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
-vania to let it ie—I was anxious to postpone it as 
long as possible. I was of opinion that our better 
course was to rise, if we were to meet only four 
months hence. It is on the same principle that I 
now advocate the rising of the Committee, and 
should we now rise, I trust- it will not be consider- 
ed for a long time. I have been uniformly of the 
opinion, that if we take measures with Britain, it 
ought to be the last act of the session. I think we 
ought to wait for news from Europe. We have 
had information, though in some measure of a 
private nature, affording us reason to hope that 
there will be no oecasion to proceed to extremi- 
ties. Knowing this, and that our affairs are in the 
hands of a man of eminent talents, second to none 
in this country, I cannot believe there is any ne- 
cessity to act as speedily as some gentlemen wish 

-to-do on this subject. In offering these observa- 
tions, I mean not to be understood as abandoning 
the proposition I have had the honor to submit. 
In my judgment it is the best of those offered. If 
we do anything I think we had best adopt it, but 
I do. not think we are yet prepared to act on it. 
We have atleast six weeks yet fo sit, for if we 
adjourn before the first of May, it-will bethe short- 
est first session under the Government. Why 
then this hurry—when there isa negotiation de- 
pending, and when information may be received 


within ten days, which may entirely change our 
course? It is for these reasons that I am for the 
Committee rising; because I believe that the late 
events in Europe will have such an effect on 
Britain, as to put it in the power of our Minister 
to settle our affairs with her amicably; and if so, 
I shall be very happy. I was so far from being 
impressed with the opinion that we ought to act 
speedily on this subject, that I was prepared to 
fill the blank in the resolution so as to prevent it 
from taking effect before the first of January. E 
flatter myself the Committee will rise, and that 
we shall refuse to take up the subject for some 
time. 

Mr. Atsron.—I cannot see what we are to get 
by the Committee rising. If I entertained the 
same ideas with the gentleman from Maryland, I 
should be for a course directly the reverse of that 
which he recommends. He says we have an im- 
portant negotiation depending, and that we may 
daily expect to hear from our Minister on that 
subject. If there is a probability of a successful 
termination of the negotiation, can the measures 
we now take have any bearing upon it? . The 
gentleman says he is prepared to fill up the blank 
with the first of January. What effect will this 
have? If the negotiation be depending, it will 
show our Minister and the British Administration 
the voice of the nation. It is no matter then how 
soon we take our measures—the sooner the better. 
I have no idea the negotiation has terminated at 
this moment, or will terminate until we have 
taken our measures. I hope, therefore, the Com- 
mittee will not rise, but that we shall take up the 
motion of the gentleman from Maryland, to which 
I shall give my most hearty approbation. 

Mr. J. CLay then withdrew his motion, observ- 
ing that he was not anxious that the resolution 
he had offered should be acted on immediately. 

Mr. AtsTon renewed the motion for taking 
into consideration the proposition of Mr. Nicot- 
son, prohibiting, after a particular time, the im- 
portation of certain specified articles from Great 
Britain. ci 

Mr. J. Ranpotru again moved that the Com- 
mitte should rise. Motion lost—yeas 58, nays 62. 

The question was put on Mr. ALsTon’s motion, 
and the Committee, without a division, agreed to 
take up the proposition submitted by Mr. Nicz- 
OLSON. 


Fripay, March 14. 


A petition of Robert Peters and others, proprie- 
tors of squares and lots in the City of Washing- 
ton, in the District of Columbia, was presented to 
the House and read, praying that an act may be 
passed toauthorize the recording, in the Surveyors 
office of the city, of all divisions of squares into 
lots, or subdivisions of lots already laid off; and 
that a certified transcript thereof may be admitted 
as evidence, in the courts of the United States, or 
elsewhere.—Referred to Mr. Dawson, Mr. Ma- 
GRUDER, and Mr. Van RENSSELAER. 

A petition of Bushrod Washington and Law- 
rence Lewis, of the State of Virginia, acting ex- 
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ecutors of the will of General George Washing- 


¢on,.in behalf of themselves and the other devisees 


‘under the said will, was presented to the House 
and read, praying that an act may pass for the 
purpose of confirming the title of the said execu- 
tors to.certain lands on the northwest side of the 
river Ohio, on or near the Little Miama, granted 
to their testator, in the year one thousand seven 
hundred and ninety, by the said State of Virginia, 
and which are found to be within. the territory 
ceded by the said State to the United States.— 
"Referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

The House proceeded to consider a motion 
made yesterday, in the words following, to. wit: 
“That Major General Arthur St. Clair be heard 
‘at the bar of the House in support of his claim :” 

Resolved, That this House doth agree to the 
same, and that Monday next, at twelve o’clock, 
‘be-assigned for that purpose. 

‘The House proceeded to consider a resolution 
of-the Senate, of yesterday, for the appointment 
of a joint committee of the two Houses, to con- 
‘sider and report what business is necessary to be 
‘done by Congress, the present session: Where- 


Upon 

Pcsolved, That this House doth agree to the 
‘aid resolution, and that Mr. Barty, Mr. Joun 
‘Ranvotrn, Mr. Greca, Mr. Jonn C. Smitu, and 
‘Mr. CROWNINSHIELD, be appointed a committee, 
on the part of this House. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed the bill, entitled “An 
act for the relief of Peter Landais,” with an 
amendment; to which they desire the concur- 
ence of this House. 


IMPORTATIONS FROM GREAT BRITAIN. 
Mr. ALsron called for the order of the day, for 


the House to resolve itself into a Committee of 


the Whole on the state of the Union. 
Mr. CLarK moved to postpone this order till 
Monday. 
The Spraxer declared it out of order to post- 
pone such an order of the day. 
The question of going into a Committee was 
then put and carried—yeas 70. 
The Committee having sy Cah to take up the 
resolution submitted by Mr. NichoLson— 
. Mr. Momrorp said: Mr. Chairman, it is with 
great diffidence I rise to speak on this question. I 
am a merchant, unaccustomed to speak in a pub- 
lic body. But, sir, when I see the dearest inter- 
ests of my country unjustly attacked by a foreign 
nation, I must beg the indulgence of this Com- 
mittee while I express my sentiments on the se- 
rious aspect of our foreign relations. Sir, I do 
not wish to extenuate the conduct of any nation. 
I have no predilection for one foreign nation more 
than another. I shall endeavor to speak the lan- 
guage of an independent American. 
” Sir, I had indulged the hope that the ninth 
Congress of the United States had assembled to 
deliberate on the momentousaffairs of their coun- 
try as Americans; but, sir, it- gives me ain, and 
regret extremely, to see gentlemen so Er forget 
„the interest of their own country in defending the 


pretended rights of others. That-there should be 
a difference of opinion respecting our own regu- 


lations, was to be expected, but when your lawful 
commerce is attacked by what the honorable gen- 


tleman from Virginia so emphatically terms “the 


Leviathan of the Ocean,” and attacked, too, con- 
+ 3 > 


trary to their own acknowledged principles, as 
laid down in the correspondence between your 
late worthy Minister, Mr. King, and the British 
Minister, Lord Hawkesbury, I beg leave to call 
on the Clerk to read that part of the Boston me- 
morial which relates to that correspondence. 
[The Clerk read the article.*] 


* “Tn 1801, in consequence of a decree of the Vice 
Admiralty Court at Nassau, condemning the cargo of 
an American vessel going from the United States to a 
port in the Spanish colonies, with a cargo consisting of 
articles the growth of old Spain, our highly respecta- 
ble and able Minister at the Court of London imme- 
diately addressed Lord Hawkesbury, His Majesty’s 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs, and remonstrated in are- 
spectful, but firm and dignified manner, against this 
infrmgement and violation of the rights of neutrals. 

«The remonstrance met that prompt attention from 
the British Government which its merits demanded; 
the subject was referred to the consideration of the 
Advocate General, who reported that the sentence of 
the Vice Admiralty Court at Nassau was founded in 
error; that it was now (1801) distinctly understood, 
and had been repeatedly so decided by the High Court 
of Appeals, that the produce of the colonies of the 
enemy may be imported by a neutral into his own 
country, and may be re-exported from thence even to 
the mother country of such colony; and in like man- 
ner, the produce and manufactures of the mother 
country may, in this circuitous route, legally find their 
way to the colonies; that a direct trade had not been 
recognised as legal, and the decision of what was, or 
was not a direct trade, was a question of some diffi- 
culty, and that the High Court of Admiralty had ex- 


-pressly decided, and the Advocate General. saw no rea- 


son to expect the Court of Appeals would vary the 
rule, that landing the goods, and paying the duties. in 
the neutral country breaks the continuity of the voy- 
age, and is such an importation as legalizes the trade, 
although the goods be reshipped in the same vessel, 
and on account of the same neutral proprietors, and 
forwarded for sale to the mother country. 

“ The report of the Advocate General was accepted 
by the British Government, immediately transmitted 
by Lord Hawkesbury to Mr. King, and by His Majes- 
ty’s express command, communicated by the Duke of 
Portland, the principal Secretary of State, to the 
Lords Commissioners of the Admiralty, with the in- 
formation that it was His Majesty’s pleasure that the 
doctrine laid down in the Advocate Generals report 
should be immediately made known to the several 
judges of the Vice Admiralty Courts, setting forth to 
them what is held to be law upon the subject by the 
superior tribunals, for their future guidance and di- 
rection. 

«“ Thus are obtained so recently as within five years 
the deliberate opinions, on the snbject under discus- 
sion, of the most eminent English civilians, and of the 
High Court of Admiralty, corroborated (if one of the 
first law officers of the Crown may be credited) by 
the repeated decisions of the same court of appeals 
which, by its late and contradictory decree in the case 
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This is no fiction, sir; it is a mere matter of 
fact. After all this I must confess Iam aston- 
ished to find gentlemen in an American Congress 
palliating the impressment of our seamen, and 
the indiscriminate condemnation of our vessels 
and cargoes. Are we prepared to present an 
humble address to his most gracious Majesty on 
the throne, praying he would vouchsafe to take 
us in his holy keeping, pardon our former trans- 
gressions, and accept of us as liege subjects who 
have erred from the right way? No, sir. We 
are not colonists; we are an independent nation. 
Your acts and laws speak of thirty years of in- 
dependence. I wish we could conquer our pre- 
judices as casily as we did our enemies. Shall 
we never get rid of the idea of ‘colonists and de- 

endents on Great Britain? 

I shall now commence my observations on our 
unfortunate fellow-citizens in British bondage; 
and in answer to the honorable gentleman from 
Maryland, whom I very much respect, I do frank- 
ly acknowledge that amongst all the petitions 
presented to you by the merchants of the United 
States, there is not one word about our impressed 
seamen, Salem and another port excepted. But, 
sir, I beg leave to inform this Committee, and that 
honorable gentleman, that before weenter our ves- 
sels at the custom-house, we are called upon to wit- 
ness the recording of this tale of human wo before 
a notary public, stating all the.seamen impressed 
during the voyage. This is immediately trans- 
rane to the Secretary of State, for the correct- 
ness of which I refer you to the documeuts from 


that department now on your table. Sir, is it. 


decorous, is it candid, is it liberal, is it respectful 


of the Essex, Orne, has caused so disastrous an ar- 
restation and eondemnation of American property. 

“ Judgment thus perspicuously stated and enforced 
by this high authority, it was fair to consider as in- 
tended for a beacon to the channel through which neu- 
tral commerce might be prosecuted with security. It 
is hoped the event will not prove they were a mere 
ignis fatuus to ensnare the innocent and unsuspi- 
cious. 
`é At any tate, whether the doctrine were sound or 
not, or whether it injured Great Britain or not, it can- 
not become the integrity and magnaniinity of a great 
and powerful nation at once, and without notice, to 
reverse her rule of conduct towards other States, and 
to prey upon the unprotected property of a friendly 
Power, the extension of whose commerce had been in- 
vited by the formal avowal of her intentions, and pros- 
ecuted under a relianee on her good faith, and from 


the confidence reposed that her, courts, uniform in | 


their principles, would never be influenced by the 
time-serving politics of the moment. 

“But whatever may have been the motives for the 
proceedings on the part of Great Britain, the effect is 
notorious. From her recent conduct great losses have 
been sustained; our commerce has been checked and 
embarrassed, and large quantities of produce are now 
remaining locked up in this country which were pur- 
¢hased: for foreign markets, because our merchants 
cannot send it abroad without taking risks on them- 
sélves which prudence would not justify, or without 

Saying ‘such rates for insurance as the trade of the 
country cannot afford.” 


to the Committee to impute such unworthy mo- 
tives to the merchants as we have heard ex- 
ressed on this floor? They are men, sir; and I 
lieve candor will allow them their share of sen- 
sibility, and that they sympathize for suffering 
humanity as much as.a planter, a farmer, a law- 
yer, or any class of the community. Sir, I feel 
as much as any man for the sufferings of this 
meritorious elass of citizens, having been an eyes 
witness to the barbarous treatment inflicted by the 
officers of the British Government cn one of 
them. He was lashed to a scaffold on the gun- 
wale of a boat, and whipped from ship to ship, 
until he had received five hundred lashes.. What 
was the consequence? He expired the next 
morning. What was his erime? He had been 
impressed into their cruel bondage, and had en- 
deavored to regain his liberty! We are asked, 
what is the remedy for this outrage? There is 
but one, sir. Demand satisfaction for the past, 
and in future make your flag protect your :citi- 
zens, at least on the high seas, the common high 
road of all nations. Your merchants can insure 
their property against this “Leviathan. of .the 
Ocean ;” but there is no alternative for the poor 
sailor, he is inevitably. doomed to cruel slavery. | 

I now come to speak of foreign nations. We 
are told that the American merchants cover Span 
ish property. This may be the case. I believe 
it; but it is to a very limited amount.. The Span- 
ish merchants have little capital at present to 
dispose of. Their Government owes. them con- 
siderable sums of money, and the paper currency 
of that Government is at such a discount (1 be- 
Heve from 40 to 50 per cent.) that they are not 
able to extend their commerce, if they were ever 
so much disposed to do so. 

Respecting the French merchants, a great pros 
portion of them in France are bankrupts, in con- 
sequence of heavy taxes, contributions, forced 
loans, and all the impositions of imperial ingenu- 
ity. That country depends not on commerce for 
her revenue; she collects one hundred and twen- 
ty millions of dollars per annum, of which twelve 
millions only are levied upon commerce, being 
but ten per cent. on the whole revenue. ‘Their 
merchants have it not in their power to extend 
their business for want of a capital, which isa 
fact that will be acknowledged by all commer- 
cial men. They are by no means the favorites of 
the Emperor; he grants them no indulgences, of 
which the late transactions at the national bank 
are a sufficient evidence. ; 

Respecting Holland, every person. conversant 
in business knows the cautious calculation of the 
Dutch merchants; they trade very little on their 
own account in time of war, but are constantly 
soliciting the American merchants to make con- 
signments of property to sell on commission. 
And yet we are told in that oracle, the celebrated 
pamphlet, “War in Disguise,” that France, Spain, 
and Holland, carry on the war against Great 
Britain with property covered by Americans! 
Will any rational man believe them ? 

I now come to Great Britain, sir; not one 
word has been said about property covered for 
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her, She is immaculate; she is innocent; she 
can do no wrong. I have good authority for this 
last expression. The King says so, and others 
repeat it. Sir, immediately upon the coalition 
being formed on the continent of Europe, she 
seized upon. your unsuspecting commerce, and 
surprised it with new principles and new doc- 
trines in her Courts of Admiralty, which opera- 
ted with her ships of war in the same manner as 
though they had actually received orders from 
the Lords of the Admiralty (how insidious! but 
they understand decoy) 10 capture and bring in 
all American vessels bound to enemy’s ports; and 
if by chance any of them escape their fangs, 
after a mock trial, they are compelled to pay 
enormous charges, from five hundred to six hun- 
dred guineas, and sometimes more. This oper- 
ates as a premium to carry in all your vessels, 
knowing beforehand they will have nothing to 
pay; for, although you gain your cause, you 
must pay the costs. This, sir, discourages your 
cautious and best merchants, and they are thus 
compelled to abandon and decline pursuing a lu- 
crative and lawful traffic. 

If there be any property covered for Great Bri- 
tain, I have every reason to believe, from facts! will 
state to the committee, that it appertains almost ex- 
clusively to some British merchants lately adopted 
citizens of the United States, for they take good 
care to keep all their business in their own hands. 
They are le honest merchants who own the hon- 
est vessels we have heard so much about, and they 
are engaged in exporting cotton, tobacco, and other 
produce of our poani Why should they have 
the preference? it will be asked. I will not tell 
you what I do not know, (as has been said in this 
Committee,) but I will tell you what I do know. 
Sir, the real American merchants cannot enter 
into competition with them. They have their 
particular friends in England, who are interested, 
and will of course give them the preference. By 
a variety of ways they obtain all the freights, to 
the exclusion of your vessels. Sir, we are often 
compelled to take in ballast along side of those 
very ships who have full freights engaged. Thus, 


sir, the real American merchant is the dupe of 


these honest adopted British citizens. These are 
your Spar n merchants, so justly denomina- 
ted by the honorable gentleman from Virginia, 
whose acme of mind I much admire. They were 
indeed, sir, so slippery in some of your districts, 
that it was found necessary to pass a law exclud- 
ing all of them who resided in foreign countries 
from owning any ship or vessel belonging to the 
United States; for a number of them, after hav- 
ing made fortunes out of your neutrality, had 
slipped off to Great Britain to spend the money 
and the remainder of their days. And in order 
that we might not compromit our neutrality in 
this deceptive business, our National Legislature 
has been careful to pass a law in the first session 
of the eighth Congress, dated 27th March, 1804, 
to correct the abuse, which has in some measure 
puta check to it; and yet we are emphatically 
told it is only coffee, sugar, and Kast India goods 
that are guilty of the sin of interfering with Bri- 


tish merchants, those monopolizers of the com- 
merce of the whole world. 

I mention these facts, sir, to vindicate the cha- 
racter of the real American merchants; it will 
stand the test with that of any other nation in the 


‘world. Sir, look at your revenue system, examine 
-all the records of your district courts, see how very 


few fines and forfeitures they have incurred, and 
then compare them with any class of citizens you 
please, and you. will, I am confident, Mr. Chair- 
man, exculpate them from such disingenuous re- 
flections as have been animadverted upon in this 
Committee. Sir, they make it a point of honor 
to discourage smuggling, knowing the whole rev- 
enue of their country to depend upon that fidelity 
which they have never ceased to inculcate. [ 
cannot but persuade myself that, on mature re- 
flection, gentlemen will not withhold from that 
class of the community the protection guarantied: 
to them by the constitution of their country. It. 
is a fact well known to this Committee that the 
Federal Constitution, under which we now hold 
our seats in this House, grew out of the great in- 
conveniences we then experienced in our com- 
mercial affairs with foreign nations. Surely they 
are not outlawed. I trust not sir. I hope better 
treatment from the hands of my country. 

I now come to the true history and the cause 
of the aggressions of Great Britain. Itis very dif- 
ficult to trace her in all her ramifications of fraud: 
on your neutrality and of injustice on your com- 
merce. Sir, when the present continental coali- 
tion was concluded, the “lords of the ocean” with 
that colossus the East India Company, the mer- 
chants trading from London to the continent of 
Europe, the West India merchants, and some of 
our honest adopted citizens from Great Britain, 
all agreed with common consent to be in the fash- 
ion; and they formed a coalition against your com- 
merce, and ordered a book to be written, in which 
they took a conspicuous part, called “ War in Dis- 
guise.” This was truly on their part war in dis- 
guise, and the first act of hostility they commenced 
upon your unsuspecting commerce; and I hope 
they may ultimately meet the fate of all other 
coalitions, at least as far as respects our country. 
They had ordered, as all coalitions do, a large 
supply of ammunition; one hundred thousand 
copies of this instrument of death to your com- 
merce were distributed, at sixpence each, to all 
parts of the British dominions, in order that your 
property might be plundered for the use of the 
naval commanders, who could no longer find any 


other property on the ocean. This book says, “they 


must retire on a handsome competency at the close 
of the war,” no matter from whom it is taken. 

Next comes the East India Company, that colos- 
sus of mercantile avarice, whose monopoly draws. 
into its vortex all the demand for East India pro- 
duce in Europe. Your lawful commerce to those 
markets interfered with them, and was considered. 
incompatible with this monopoly and must be 
doomed to destruction. 

Next come the merchants trading from London. 
to the continent of Europe. They attend the 
public auctions, purchase your condemned vessels. 
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and their cargoes, procure a license from their 
Government, and send the same cargo on their own 
account to the very market your own citizens in- 
tended it for. 

I now come to some of those honest adopted 
British merchants; and in order to elucidate that 
subject, I will beg leave to read a copy of a letter 
from one of the first houses of respectability in 
London, said to be in the confidence of the Min- 
ister: 

“This Government has granted licenses to neutral 
vessels, who take in a proportion of their cargoes in 
Great Britain, to proceed to the Spanish colonies to the 
south of the line, provided the returned cargoes are to 
be brought to this country; and I have now several ex- 
peditions of this nature under my direction for the ac- 
count of houses on the continent, who prefer subjecting 
themselves to the conditions Ministers have imposed 
for the toleration of that trade, to the risk of detention 
and its consequences even in the event of restitution.” 


This is no fiction, sir, itis a fact. It cuts your 
commerce like a two-edged sword, involves your 
neutrality, and prevents your own merchants from 
going to the same market, the profit on which 
ultimately centres in Great Britain, There are 
at this moment British agents in two of your com- 
mercial cities, and I suppose more in other parts 
of the United States as well asin Europe, for they 
swarm on the industry of all nations. They are 
acting in concert to carry on this licensed trade 
with the Spanish colonies, their enemies jeopard- 
izing your neutrality, to the manifest injury of the 
real American merchants. This is a very valua- 
ble branch of commerce, as you may readily sup- 
pose from the price that sagacious calculating na- 
tion sets upon it. What is the result of all this? 
Why, sir, if it were not for the interference of this 
very Government,so much extolled at the expense 
of your own, we should enjoy the benefit ourselves. 
They themselves license vessels to carry on a 
commerce, which if pursued by your citizens, 
without their permission, is sure to be plundered, 
Thus, sir, that Government assails your commerce 
at home, and condemns it abroad, on the most 
vexatious and unwarrantable pretensions. 

Sir, I beg leave to call the attention of the 
Committee to an important fact. Examine your 
treaty with Spain, your treaty with France, your 
treaty with Holland, your treaties with some of 
the Northern Powers, what do they say? “Free 
ships make free goods.” What does Great Brit- 
ain say? “You shall give up the goods of my 
enemies,” and you accede to it. Is this recipro- 
cal? Isit just? Is it not a humiliating conces- 
sion? Is this cause of war?, What says that 
oracle, that celebrated pamphlet, on this occasion ? 
Not a word, sir; it is as silent as the grave. Who 
now has the greatest cause of complaint, Great 
Britain or her enemies? Her motto is “ Univer- 
sal domination over the seas”—the common high- 
way of all nations—and, unless you assert your 
rights, you will be swept into the general vortex. 
Weare told that this isa war measure. If it be 
true, and commercial regulations-are of that na- 
ture, we are at war with Great Britain at this 
very moment, for she imposes four per cent. on 


her exports to our country. You cannot impose 

any on your exports to that country; it is uncon- 

stitutional. 

In the course of debate on this subject, the hon- 
orable gentleman from Virginia observed: “Is 
f there a man so credulous as to believe that we 
* possess a capital not only equal to what may be 
‘called our own proper trade, but large enough 
‘to transmit to the respective parent States the 
* vast, wealthy products of the French, Spanish, 
‘and Dutch colonies?” Iwill not pretend to say 
how much of this wealth we do carry in ourown 
vessels. Iam sure we do not transport the whole 
of it; but the following statement of the capital 
employed in the carrying trade, (so called,) will 
show that we have sufficient funds to load our 
own vessels, and that it is worth our while to give 
it protection: 

Agreeably to the Secretary of the Treasury’s report, it 
appears we had the last year, 672,000 tons of ship- 
ping employed in foreign commerce, the net revenue 
of which has been called the carrying trade 


- $850,000 

Deduct, to make it average with the tonnage 
of the last thirteen years of neutrality - 105,000 
745,000 


Five hundred and fifty thousand tons of American 
shipping have been employed in foreign commerce, 
per Treasury reports, will average for the last thir- 
teen years neutrality, calculating at the low estima- 
tion of one voyage per annum (some vessels make 
two voyages, and others are lost,) it will leave an 
average of fourteen dollars per ton net gain to the 
United States for each year,is  - - $7,700,000 


Freight to Europe, average - - - x - 22 
East Indies, do - - - š - 50 
West Indies, do - « , s -15 

= 87 

Deduct wages, provisions, commissions, insurance, 

Ce - - - - - > ~ = AB 

Average per ton ~ - - . ey - 42 


Calculating thirteen years of neutrality, from Februa- 
ry, 1793, to February, 1806, on 550,000. tons, the 
average, as above stated, makes $8,445,000 per an- 
num, gained in the carrying trade. It must be un- 
derstood that the freight is calculated on the produce 
of our own soil, as well as the foreign produce car- 
ried in our vessels. No reference to profit is made ; 
it is uncertain, but may be presumed to be at least 
as much as the freight - - - $104,445,000 

Add to this, about the actual capital of all 
the banks in the United States - 

To this must be added fifty per cent., as 
most of the banks divide from eight to 
nine per cent. per annum ; and as they 
are only allowed six per cent. per an- 
nium on the capital, they must of course 
loan out this amount to the merchants 
and others, which answers all the pur- 
poses of money - - > - 


35,000,000 


17,500,000 


Total - = « = = =- 156,945,000 
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‘Is not this sufficient: capital to export the pro- 
duce of our own soil; and import that of other 
nations, at least so far as our tonnage extends? 
There may be some inaccuracies in the above 
statements, but I believe they are substantially 
correct. ae 3 ; 

‘That celebrated book, “War in Disguise”—the 
oracle of some gentlemen—asserts that we do not 

“yse sugar in this country. How far that is true, 
I will leave the Committee to decide. I believe 
‘when the premises are found to be false, we'may 
conclude that very little reliance can be placed on 
the other assertions. I believe, sir, that this book 
was designed to operate a double purpose; first, 
to attack your commerce with one hand, and with 
the other throw the firebrand between your agri- 
cultural and commercial interests. 

Gentlemen may talk about a foreign Govern- 
ment fighting for-its very existence. Ibelieve it; 
but, sir, lentreat them to look at home. See what 
this book and the emissaries of that nation aim to 
accomplish. Beware of them! I believe itis a 
deadly blow aimed at your own existence by pro- 
moting discord and dissensions among the clash- 
ing interests of your extensive country, the issue 
of which no human foresight can predict. 

After all this, shall we not relieve our citizens 
who are held in slavery? Shall we let commerce 
protect itself? Shall we do nothing? Yes, sir, 
‘we will demand satisfaction. The love of coun- 
try is not yet extinguished in the breast of Amer- 
icans. No, sir, itis their birthright; it is inhe- 
rent in their very nature. 

We have heard a great deal about neutral rights 
among ‘nations. There is no such thing at this 
day. Sir, I consider them all alike. Power is 
right. The following will show it: 

“The ship Little Cornelia, belonging to the dis- 
trict which I have the honor to represent, was 
taken and carried into Great Britain. The cap- 
tain informed his owner she was likely to be con- 
demned. The news of the capitulation of Ulm 
arrives; the decree of the Court of Admiralty is 
suspended. A few days afterwards Lord Nelson’s 
victory is announced; and, when the court met, 
she was condemned, vessel and cargo. You can 
no more depend upon the doctrines of her Courts 
ef Admiralty than you can upon her Ministry. 
‘Witness the correspondence between your late 
Minister, Mr. King, and Lord Hawkesbury. Sir, 
there isa kind of legerdemain in all this business 
to filch you of your property. Sir William Scott, 
whose private character (out of office) is very 
much respected, is, if I am correctly informed, 
one of the Privy Council; and it is there, sir, that 
your neutral rights are arbitrated, according to 
the favorable or adverse news they may have re- 
ceived. 

Sir, I will not pledge myself for this gentle- 
man’s or that gentleman’s resolution; but, sir, I 
will agree to adopt such strong measures as shall 
command redress. I will not tamely submit to 
such lawless aggressions. No, sir, I will not. 
We are not sent here to legislate for any particu- 
lar section of our country; we are sent to promote 
the general welfare. I hope, and do repose that 


confidence in this honorable body, that we shall 
unite in one common cause; and rally round our 
Constitution; give protection to the North, to the 
South, to the Hast, and to the West; and, as the 
storm threatens, place full powers iti the hands of 
our political captain to guide the ship, weather 
out the storm, and conduct the bark to her de- 
sired haven. i i : l 

Mr. CHANDLER.—Mr. Chairman, unaccustomed 
as I am to public speaking, itis with extreme dif- 
fidence that I rise to make a few ‘observations on ' 
the measures now under consideration ; but ‘the 
subject is so important that I am unwilling to, 
give a silent vote. ; 

It appears to be acknowledged by all the gentle- 
men who have spoken before me, that we have 
just cause of complaint against Great Britain.; 
that she has impressed our seamen and compelled 
them to serve on board her ships of war, to the 
number of several thousand; that she holds them 
in the most. degrading servitude, and compels 
them to fight her battles against a nation with 
whom we are at peace, and that she has seized 
and condemned, contrary to the laws of nations, 
and usage, our ships and property to a very large 
amount. This fact, Mr. Chairman, is so evident 
and notorious, that it would be trifling with the 
time of this Committee, were I to attempt to in- 
troduce new evidence to prove it. i 

This point being conceded, it then remains to 
be determined whether we will tamely submit to 
these wanton aggressions upon our rights as an 
independent and a neutral nation, or have recourse 
to measures of some kind calculated to obtain re- 
dress for the past, and security for the future, 
The first, Mr. Chairman, ought to be put out of 
the question. To submit, without opposition, to 
so wanton and so flagrant violation of our rights, 
would render us unworthy the name of Ameri- 
cans. For what did we contend with this same 
Great Britain in 1775 and the succeeding years? 
When we were few in numbers, and at first with- 
out arms, without ammunition, without money, 
or other established resources, and without allies? 
Sir, a Warren, a McClary, a Montgomery, a 
Mercer, and a host of heroes, fought, and bled, 
and died—for what? For the rights, the liber- 
ties, the freedom, and independence of our cout 
try. And shall we, Mr. Chairman, without one 
effort, surrender those dear-bought rights and 
privileges, the price of which was the best blood 
of our countrymen? No, sir, we shall not, we 
will not do it; our faces would be covered with 
shame, and disgrace as well as injury descend to 
our children. But, sir, this Committee will not 
consent to a surrender of those rights, which the 
are constituted to guard and protect. They will, 
I presume, at least a great majority of them, be 
disposed to take measures sufficiently strong to 
compel that haughty nation to do us justice. , 

I believe, Mr. Chairman, the only difference in 
opinion with most of us is, what measures will be 
most likely to have the desired effect, with the 
least injury to ourselves. For my own part 
was in favor of the resolution laid on the table by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. I allude to 
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the one which has been several days under dis- 
cussion. I was in favor of it, because I believe it 
would be the most effectual; and no man F think 
can doubt our right to adopt such a measure, it 
being only a commercial regulation, such as every 
independent nation may rightfully make when- 
ever her interest or convenience require it. It 
would, in my opinion, be most likely to effect our 
object, because it would most deeply touch that 
tender point, their interest; and it is their in- 
terest which governs them. If we forsake their 
workshops and warehouses, it will materially 
affect their manufactures and trade. Indeed, to 
use the language of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, it will reach the vitals of her commerce; 
and if it were to go to the vitals of their nation, 
the fault is not ours; they are the aggressors, we 
act on the defensive only. If, sir, that nation has 
two million of people employed in the cloth man- 
ufacture alone, as was stated by a gentleman 
from Maryland, (which number, however, I think 
too large,) she must at least have four millions 
in the whole employed in manufactures of all 
kinds. We take from her of these manufactures 
to the amount of thirty millions annually—a mar- 
ket for which she cannot find elsewhere. Inter- 
dict the importation of her goods, and what is the 
consequence ? She cannot pay, and therefore can- 
not employ her workmen. She will not find her 
account in manufacturing goods annually to the 
amount of thirty millions of dollars more than 
she can find a market for; therefore her work- 
men, at least one million of them, will be out of 
employment. How are they to subsist? How 
can they get their bread ? Other means they have 
not; they cannot find any other occupation ; and, 
if they could, they are not fitted for them. This 
derangement of business must be severely felt; 
their merchants and manufacturers will, I believe, 
be persuasive advocates for us. They will feel 
the evil, and will powerfully press the Govern- 
ment to do us justice. The Minister will be con- 
vinced of the danger. He will be careful not to 
„suffer our custom to be diverted from England ; 
‘for he knows if the channel of our trade is once 
‘turned, it will not easily, if ever, be restored. He 
Will pause before he finally drives his best cus- 
tomer to the necessity of leaving him ; for he can- 
not be ignorant that our trade, consisting of the 
exportation of raw materials, and the importation 
of wrought manufactures, will be courted by other 
nations, who will soon find it for their interest to 
accommodate us with a supply of our demands 
on satisfactory terms. I consider, Mr. Chairman, 
that our commerce is and will be so available to 
the nations of Europe, as to furnish us the means 
of commanding respect and procuring justice by 
commercial regulations. I have no fear that Great 
Britain will venture on a war with us; but if, 
from a predetermination to quarrel with us at all 
events, she should make a commercial regulation, 
or any other of our measures, a pretext for hos- 
tilities, notwithstanding all that has been said on 
the floor of this House by certain gentlemen, to 
-disparage the troops or militia of our own coun- 
try, and of our weakness, inferiority, and inability 


to defend ourselves, and to prove the invincible 
power of Great Britain, yet I trust she would still 
find us Americans. 

Have gentlemen, who speak so degradingly of 
the American character, forgotten Bunker’s Hill, 
Bennington, Bemen’s Height, Saratoga, Eutaw 
Springs, King’s Mountain, Yorktown, Tripoli, 
Derne, and many other places, which have wit- 
nessed the heroism of our citizen soldiers and 
seamen? If they have, Great Britain has not, nor 
has the American nation. Our country pos- 
sesses ample means of defence, and will be found 
to have spirit enough to use them when necessity 
requires it. 

Mr. Chairman, whatever measures we may 
adopt, I consider it of importance that we should 
enter upon them with a majority as nearly ap- 
proaching to unanimity as possible, and, there- 
fore, although I should prefer a total non-importa- 
tion to this proposition for prohibiting certain 
enumerated articles of British manufactures, yet 
as the principle is the same, and the difference is 
only in the degree of its application, I am willing 
to meet other gentlemen on this middle ground. 
Perhaps this measure may prove efficacious; if 
so we shall be satisfied ; if not, I presume the na- 
tion and Congress, at another session, will be pre- 
pared and determined to have recourse to such 
measures as the God of nature has placed within 
our power to protect our national rights. Under 
this impression I shall give my vote for the reso- 
lution, and wait the event. 

Mr. J. Ranpotea.—I should have been better 
pleased if the gentleman who has so eloquently 
painted the wrongs which we have received from 
Britain had, instead of telling us of the disease, 
pointed out the remedy. The gentleman a few 
days ago offered himself as a collateral security 
for the facts stated by the President and our illus- 
trious Minister at the Courtof London. Did the 
gentleman believe that what we could not take 
from them, we should accept from him? That 
our commerce has been pirated upon and our 
seamen impressed we all knew before. But where 
is the remedy ? Gentlemen say they are for taking 
commanding ground, that will insure respect. 
Where is it? Let them give in their project. Is 
this the remedy, or is this the time ? Gentlemen 
tell us we ought not to stop short of indemnity fór 
the past and security for the future. Are they 
then for going to war with Britain on the same 
ground which Mr. Pitt took with the French Re- 
public? Do they expect success in their project ? 
And is peace to be destroyed, and the interests of 
this people compromitted, until what they please 
to call indemnity and security shall be obtained ? 
Are they for going to war with Spain and France, 
and making a similar convention with them that 
we some time since made with Britain for spolia- 
tions committed on our commerce, and then by a 
kind of legerdemain draw from our own pockets 
wherewith to pay for those very spoliations? Is 
this the indemnity they expect to obtain? I want 
none of it. I almost dread to see a convention 
with any Power across the Atlantic, with a stipu- 
lation to pay money, as I fear its only tendency 
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would be to deprive us of that we have left. 
Make any sort of convention you please, and 
something will scarcely fail to fall out between 
the cup and the lip, by which you will have to 
pay the debts due to you by others. By some 
sort of legerdemain, the money of your bona fide 
citizens will get into the pockets of your di- 
plomatists or their creatures on this and- the 
other side of the water, into the hands of bureau 


men, of counting-house politicians. But I find- 


gentlemen undertake to say, because I am indis- 
posed to go to war, I am the advocate and apolo- 
gist of Great Britain; and because I quote the 
able pamphleteer, who stands forth the godfather 
of the dectrines contained in it, I abjure them ; 
and so far from costing me six cents, they cost 
me one hundred and fifty ; and I consider that a 
better bargain than the other pamphlet, which did 
not cost me a sous. Am I to be considered as 
the apologist of Britain, because the defence of 
this country has been committed to weak advo- 
cates, or because its cause has been weakly de- 
fended or treacherously abandoned? No; I am 
the advocate of the circumstances of the times— 
of the Constitution of this people—of common 
sense—of expediency. What does the gentleman 
from New York tell you? I admire the resent- 
ment he feels for the wrongs committed on our 
country, and I entertain a respect for him. He 
tells you everything I have told you—that Ameri- 
can merchants are employed in covering enemy’s 
‘property. No, he draws a distinction between 
‘native and adopted merchants; and says that he 
‘considers the latter as the root of the evil. I 
: agree that this trade is carried on by foreigners 
naturalized among us. But the gentleman says 
the other nations of Europe treat us on the prin- 
ciple that free ships make free goods; while 
Great Britain treats us on the opposite principle, 


and contends for the principle of contraband of 


war, and the liability of enemy’s property to 
seizure. Why is there this difference? Because 
those who treat on the principle of the mare li- 
berum find it their interest to treat on this prin- 
ciple. But do they who have the mastery of the 
ocean consider it as their interest? And yet the 
gentleman arraigns one country for being gov- 
erned by her own interest, while he applauds an- 
other for being governed by the same feelings. 

But the gentleman says the Federal Constitution 
grew out of commerce. Indeed! I have always 
understood it grew out of the feeble and lax state 
of our Federation. Ihave no doubt the regula- 
tion of commerce, and the hope of obtaining an 
adequate revenue, aided its formation. But will 
the gentleman undertake to say the Constitution 
‘was made to give us the mastery of the seas? If 
so, I will be glad to see how he makes it out. Will 
he say the finger of Heaven points to war ? 

The gentleman informs us that Great Britain 
lays an export duty. This is the best reason the 
gentleman could have urged against his own idea. 
Tt proves her conviction that no other nation can 
tival her in her manufactures. But it is said you 
cannot lay such a duty on your articles, Thank 
God, you cannot—may it always be so. In the 


first session in which I was in Congress, I heard 
a gentleman from Massachusetts, then in the Chair 
of this House, deplore our inability to carry on 
war measures with France, when, if we could onl 
have laid a duty of one or two dollars a hogshead, 
on tobacco, we might have been enabled to carry 
them on. I said, then, I was glad we were prohib- 
ited from laying such a duty. I now say so. T 
think it the wisest provision in the Constitution. 
It was the opinion of the greatest man that ever 
lived, or ever will live, that the cause of the ad- 
vantages of England over France in 1756, was, 
that France, instead of being satisfied with hér 
superiority on the continent, by attempting to pro- 
tect commerce and distant colonies, strove for the 
mastery of the sea. This infatuation carried her 
from her proper element, and enabled Great Brit- 
ain to aggrandize herself on the ocean. The mo- 
ment that France attempts to cope with Great 
Britain on the ocean, she lays bare the heel of 
Achilles, and exposes her most vulnerable point to 
her adversary ; and this it was that, in the opin- 
ion of Chatham, turned the fate of that war so 
memorably conducted under his auspices. Butit 
seems the late news from Europe is to have some 
effects on our discussions. On this news the fate 
of this nation is to be suspended. But, from its 
complexion, I drawa conclusion diametrically op- 
osite from that inferred by ae „I cannot 
elp it. Gentlemen may call me a British parti- 
san, as, when the doors were closed, they called me 
a Spanish partisan; or as, when I first came into 
public life, I was called a French partisan. Be it 
so. 1 cannot agree to take these measures for the 
defence of a trade which does not amount to more 
than eight per cent. upon our whole commerce. 
For such is the state of our tonnage, that the for- 
eign tonnage does not exceed fourteen per cent. of 
the whole. What is our fair proportion? Fifty 
per cent. 
cent., and for the other fourteen. For this grasp- 
all, lose-all principle, the nation is now to be 


plunged intoawar. Isay Iam unwilling to grasp: 

at a shadow and lose the substance—to jeopardize ; 
the whole commerce of the United States ina vain . 
attempt to engross the commerce of the world.» 
But, whatever may be the decision of Congress — 


in relation to this business, I hope to see one thing 
done before we rise: I hope to see the resolution 
which was under consideration yesterday acted 
on affirmatively orfnegatively, or withdrawn; and 
not for a light reason. It hangs asa dead weight 
on the price of every article of our produce. It 
has already depressed the prices of your rice, cot- 
ton, flour, and tobacco. And I am astonished to 
see measures permitted to be hung up in terrorem 
for no possible good purpose whatever. 

The gentleman from New York has given us 
an animated picture of the despotism of the Brit- 
ish on the ocean. Would that that despotism did 
not exist! But will the gentleman, supposing 
success on our part possible, say, that if we suc- 
ceed in breaking down the tyranny of Great Brit- 
ain on the ocean, another Power will not succeed 
to its mastery? No; its only effect will be, that 
the same Power which is now the tyrant of the 


Instead of this, we have eighty-five per ` 
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land, will be then also the tyrantof the ocean. It 
will be still her interest to drive us from the ocean; 
to vex and oppress our trade—there will be only a 
change of masters—with this difference, that there | intended to go, and of the steps we intended to take 
will remain no Power to balance that of our ene- | towards Great Britain, in order to meet the ag- 
my. But gentlemen reiterate the question, Will | gressions committed by that Government upon 
you do nothing? I have always thought it better | the commerce of our country. He verily did be- 
: to remain idle than to do what would be worse | lieve the resolution submitted by the gentleman 
| than nothing. But I would take this course: Ij from Maryland, the merits of which it was in order 
would remonstrate with Britain; I would tell her | upon the present motion to discuss, better calcu- 
of the wrongs done to the American people; I| lated to have the desired effect upon that Govern- 
would tell her how absurd it was for her, under | ment on whom it was intended to operate, than 
existing circumstances, to compel us to throw our | any other plan or project which had been submit- 
weight into the scale of her enemy; I would put | ted or talked of, inasmuch as it was only a com- 
this question home to her, Are you mad enough | mercial regulation or restriction acknowledged 
to increase the number of your enemies? Do you | by all Governments in the world to be perfectly 
value public opinion as nothing? Thisis the lan- | within the control of every independent nation. 
guage I would hold, end would treat with her on | Some gentlemen had thought it not sufficiently 
fair, on reciprocal principles; not on the princi- | strong—that something more efficient should be 
ples of the Delphic oracle—a reciprocity to the | adopted. For his part, he did believe it much 
- ear, but not to the sense. But, truly, if gentle- | stronger, as to the effect it would have in bring- 


men are for going to war, for enforcing a right bot- | ing Great Britain to terms of amicable adjustment, 
tomed on the principle that free ships make free 


than that which had been submitted by the gen- 
goods, they may make war till there is not a Brit- | tleman from Pennsylvania, and which was now 
ish plank on the ocean; for they never will cede, | sleeping on the table. This, Mr. A. said, was that 
they never ought to cede, this principle. I say | kind of commercial regulation that carried with 
they ought not, for I take it for granted that na- 


L it the appearance of a determination to persevere 
tion will be governed by Ministers of common | in it; and, in his humble opinion, it was well cal- 
sense; and no such Minister but must see a death- 


ne culated to distress that nation who had so long 
blow to British greatness in the establishment of | persisted in a regular system of aggression towards 
it. Are you, therefore, the advocates of this na- 


us. On the contrary, that which had been sub- 
tion, because you say they ought not to give up | mitted by the gentleman from Pennsylvania was 
what they never will surrender—what they can- j such a one as Great Britain would plainly dis- 
not give up without committing a felo de se? Yes, 


: cover we ourselves did not mean to persevere in, 
sir, I have said what I am willing todo, There | because it would readily be seen, that, while it 
is a pending negotiation; and the late events in 


distressed her, it would be equally injurious to us. 
Europe, while they will greatly facilitate that 


Another reason suggested itself why he would 
negotiation, make it your interest not to co-oper- | prefer the resolution now. under discussion. It 


ate in putting down this people, unless you think j seemed to be understood, on. all sides, let which 
it the safest for the world that the sceptre of the | should be adopted, or whatever course should, be 
sea and the land should be in the same hands. pursued, that no system was to go into operation 

Mr. J. Cray said he was sorry the Committee | immediately—that full time was to be given for 
were determined to press this subject. He be-|anattemptat friendly negotiation. It was intend- 
lieved a delay of four or five days would be im- | ed as an expression of public sentiment. It was, 
portant; he therefore moved that the Committee | therefore, of great importance to this nation, that 
~ should rise. the sentiment expressed should be with as much 

“Mr. ALSTON said, it would certainly be unne- | unanimity as possible. It was evident to all that 
cessary for the Committee to rise. with a view to | the resolution offered by the gentleman from Penn- 
decide upon the resolution offered by the gentle- | sylvania, from the violent opposition it had met 
man from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Grece.) The Com- | with, could not, if carried at all, be carried by that 
mittee having refused in the first instance to take | majority that the one now under discussion could. 
up this resolution, and having acted upon that | If, therefore, he in the first instance had been in 
which had been submitted by the gentleman from | favor, he should, after the discussion which had 
Maryland, (Mr. Nicnotson,) was a sufficient evi- | already taken place, think himself, for the sake of 
dence of the sense of this House as to its final adop- | harmony alone, perfectly justified in abandoning 
tion or rejection. ‘The newspapers emanating | it. The resolution now under discussion, which 
from this place to all parts of the United States | was offered by the gentleman from Maryland, 
would convey the sense of the House as fully upon | could not be objected to, as the other had been, on 
the resolution as though a final vote should have | the ground of its being in any manner whatever 
been taken; and should the resolution offered by | calculated to produce war, if adopted in the full 
the gentleman from Maryland be now decided | extent in which it was.submitted. The object of 
upon, and agreed to, every one would be satisfied | the present resolution is a prohibition of certain 
that the one offered by the gentleman from Penn-| articles, the growth and manufacture of Great 
sylvania would not be adopted. - Britain and her dependencies, from being imported 

Mr. A. said it was time—high time—that this | into the United States; most of which articles, 
House had come to some determination upon this| Mr. A. said, he was advised by those better ac- 


important subject. It was time that the public 
mind was put to rest. It was time that the Amer- 
ican people were informed of the extent that we 
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quainted than himself with mercantile transac- 
tions, could be obtained from other countries; and 
those which could not be obtained, we could either 
do very well without, or raise within ourselves. 
What effect, then, would this measure have upon 
Great Britain? No person would: deny that it 
would lessen.in her own country the value of her 
manufactures. Whilst our citizens at home were 
perfectly content, the voice of the artisan; the man- 
ufaeturer, and the laborer:in Great Britain, would 
be raised. against the aggressions committed by 
` their own Government, which caused us, and in 
fact compelled us, in self-defence, to enter into the 
regulation proposed. 

It has been said by the gentleman from Georgia, 
(Mr. Earty,) and also the gentleman from: Mary- 
land (Mr. Nicwotson,) that the agriculturist was 
not. interested in the carrying trade. Although, 
Mr. Ausron said, he knew very little about com- 
mercial matters; never having been concerned in 
mercantile transactions; yet he thought he could 
prove to the Committee, and to. the world, that 
they. were inseparably connected together, and 
the price which the agriculturist obtained for his 
produce greatly depended upon the encourage- 
ment and protection given by Government to this 
very carrying trade. Whether the produce raised 
by the constituents of the gentleman from Geor- 
gia and the gentleman from Maryland is carried 
first to the West Indies, and exchanged for arti- 
cles the growth and manufacture. of those islands, 
and then brought ta this country and: reshipped ‘to 
European-markets, he would not pretend to say; 
but this much he would say, and say it truly, that 
the greater: part of the produce raised by his con- 
stituents first founda market.in the West Indies, 
was there exchanged for the productious of those 
islands, and then carried to the mother countries; 
by which means the value was greatly enhanced. 
On the contrary, if this: carrying trade shall not 
be protected, and this mode of exchange of pro- 
duce is put an end to, what will become. of the 
large quantity of corn. and: pork raised in: this 
country, which: finds: a market nowhere else ?— 
Brety body knows there is. not: specie in those 
islands sufficient to purchase it, and:if exchanged 
for West‘ India produce, our markets are already 
overstocked ; no merchant. will buy our produce, 
to exchange for an article that must rot’ in- his 
warehouse. It must; therefore, evidently appear 
to everybody that unless our corn and our pork 
are exchanged for West India produce, and'that 
pori permitted to be sent abroad to find a-mar- 

et, large quantities:must and will- be wasted in 
the barns and granaries of those-who raise it: 

It could-not, therefore, Mr. A. said, be expected 
from him, to abandon to Great Britain the principle 
by her contended for, when the greater ‘part of the 
produce raised by his constituents. consisted in 
the articles of corn. and: pork. He believed he 
might say-with safety, thatno part of the United 
States, for the same extent of territory, raised -an 
equal proportion of those two articles with that 
he had the honor of representing upon this floor, 
He thought it, therefore, clearly proved, that if 
produce of this country now carried to the West 


India islands was to be disposed of for nothing 
but specie, and for articles which were only to be 
consumed in the United States, that a great de- 
pression of the price of our produce must inevita- 
bly follow. On the contrary, by affording a pro- 
per and necessary protection to the carrying trade; 
our produce would: be exchanged for that of others 
which finds a market in various parts of the 
world, where the enterprise of our countrymen 
carries it, 

It had been stated that, notwithstanding any. 
prohibitions or restrictions we may adopt, the 
manufactures of Great Britain will find their way 
into our country. This, for aught we know, 
might be the case, either by taking a circuitous 
route, or by being smuggled; and should that: be 
the case the same thing would attend your pro- 
duce, should its importation into Great Britain 
be prohibited. He could not see but that the ac- 
count on that:score would be fairly balanced. 

Mr. A. said he did not think this measure, if 
adoptediand persevered in, would have a material 
effect upon the revenue of our country. Gentle- 
men were alarmed lest that system, which had 
been in his: opinion so wisely established by this 
Government for the extinguishment of the national 
debt, should be broken in upon,'and consequentl 
an increase of the national debt be the effect. If 
in his opinion this measure would endangerthe sys- 
‘tem of extinguishing that debt, he would be one of 
the last men found in supporting it;.and he believed, 
weak and-delicate as his constitution: appeared: to 
be, that by a firm. adherence tothe system estab- 
lished; he should live to see the debt-finally wiped 
away. The system for extingushing the national 
debt had, when adopted, his hearty assent, and it 
was with pleasute that he looked back to the vote 
he had given -upon that occasion, 

If gentlemen.will give themselves the trouble 
to examine the several articles contemplated to be 
prohibited: by: this: resolution, they: wall find that 
on the subject of woollen-clotis there is a blank in 
the resolution, which he hoped. would be filled 
with such a sum:as would admit the importation 
of:all such woollen cloths as were found absolutely 
necessary for clcthing the laboring part of. the 
community; fine cloths-would be obtained from 
other countries, and on them no diminution. of 
duty would take place; the revenue of course 
would not be affected on the artiele of woollen 
cloths. He: would not, however, examine at:this 
time the several articles separately, as this could be 
better attended to at afuturestage of the business, 
after the principle. should. be: decided. If the 
other blank in the resolution should be filled. with 
the first of December: or. January next,. he could 
see no necessity for delayitig a decision, as the 
time for the system to go into operation would 
afford ample time for.an attempt at negotiation. 

From what- had fallen from’ his colleague, the 
‘honorable: Speaker, upon: the. other resolution, he 
‘supposed he was. against the.one now. ynder, dis- 
cussion. Although the:hondrable Speaker and 
himself were near neighbors, yet the interest of 
those they represented. might be very different; 
and while the: Speaker, in protecting the interest 
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of his constituents, thought it.best to abandon. the 
principle contended for, he, Mr. A., thought it 
all important to his constituents not to abandon 
it; and although. he differed very widely from his 
colleague upon the present question, he hoped he 
should be found at all times supporting such 
yneasures as should not abandon the interest of 
those he represented, whatever might be the re- 
spect he had for the interest and opinion of 
others. He thought it unnecessary for the hon- 
orable Speaker to have risen for the purpose of 
defending himself against a charge of inconsis- 
tency, for every person knew, -without.a defence, 
that his honorable colleague was consistency it- 
self. 

Mr. Auston concluded by observing, that al- 
though it had been asked. inthe present-discussion, 
if we were ready. to plunge the nation into war, 
as he did not believe it was intended to-apply to 
the present: resolution, he thought it unnecessary 
to make any. remarks in reply to this question. 

Mr. Smite hoped:the Committee would. not 
rise.. He said he had heard no arguments urged 
in favor of the motion, which had any weight; 
and the late events:in. Europe, so far from. recom- 
mending delay, enforced the propriety of: prompt 
measures. This was the auspicious moment for 
acting, and lie hoped it would'be seized. 

The question was taken on the Committee’s 
rising, and it passed in the’ negative—yeas 48, 
nays 63. 

Mr. J. Ctay.—I confess for my own part, when 
I see men possessed of so little information so 
confident, and thus determined to hurry on this 
discussion, I feel extremely diffident of my opin- 
ion. With several of the gentlemen who have 
preceded me in the debate, I have considered the 
resolution now. under. consideration as best calcu- 
lated to obtain redress for the injuries we have 
received from the cruisers of Great Britain. I 
believe that while it. did little injury to ourselves 
it would have a very different operation:on Great 
Britain. I:was also in favor-of it, as it pointed 
outa course. short of serious collision:with:her: 
I had also hoped that. the Committee. would:have 
agreed to have taken up. the resolution-which Í 
had:the-honor some time since to lay on the table; 
as the ground-work ofa permanent system: From 
the course this discussion’ had taken, 1 had flatter- 
ed myself some ‘little information as to the sitta- 
tion of our ‘foreign commerce, would have been 
given. I am no merchant myself; nor am 
T acquainted with commercial subjects. I did 
- expect that those who were conversant with those 
subjects, and particularly the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, would have. condescended to give us 
some detailed information. As.I. have been dis- 
appointed in this respect, I. will-hereafter take up 
a little. time in showing-that-as.to our: foreign re- 
lations, the gentlemen. on: both. sides. have been 
egregiously misled. by incorrect statements. 

In these remarks I do not. mean to attach any. 
blame to the document from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, as the statements in that report have 
not been viewed in their proper light by gentle- 
men who have taken a partin this debate. I 


might here dilate upon the advantages that flow 
to us from the carrying trade, but asthe usual 
hour of adjournment is approaching, I shall avoid 
going into this question. 

Instead. of there being a balance of:six or seven 
millions annually against us, I believe it can: be 
shown. that there is a balance of two millions, an- 
nually, in our favor. We have 670,000 tons of 
shipping employed in foreign trade, and it would 
not be unfair to calculate the profit of this freight 
at eight millions, founded not on war prices, but 
on the usual peace prices, and calculating but one 
voyage a year. Under this view it must appear 
that our commerce is of more importance than it 
seems to be in the opinion of those with. whom-I 
have the honor to vote on this occasion. But 
there is another question worthy of consideration. 
Is there no course which we can pursue, which, 
without injuring ourselves, shall induce Great 
Britain to give up-her pretensions, and her unjust 
violation: of the law of nations? Believing that 
that there is, I opposed the resolution: of my col- 
league (Mr. Grece;) I consider, on the other 
hand, the resolution of the gentleman from Mary+ 
land as well calculated to answer this purpose. I 
am, therefore, in favor of acting, but not now; on 
this subject; and Lam of opinion that by. the be- 
ginning of: next month it is probable we shall 
have information that will-enable us to act decis- 
ively. It being my intention. to remark more 
fully on this subject, as the usual hour of adjourn+ 
ment is at hand, I again move that: the Commit- 
tee rise. 

Mr. Early advocated the rising of the Come 
mittee. 

Mr. Finpuey declared himself in favor of the 
motion, not, however, that the. subject be post- 
poned, but merely because they had reached the 
ordinary time of adjournment. 

Mr. Lyon inquired whether the object. of the 
motion was postponement. If so, he should vote 
against it. 

Mr. J. Cray said his object:was to postpone: the 
subject till Monday. 

Mr. Lyon then spoke against the rising of the 
Committee, and toak occasion to assign his reasons 
for being decidedly in favor of the resolution under 
consideration. 

Mr. Mumroro opposed the rising of‘ the Com: 
mittee, and said he had received a very import- 
ant letter from the President of the Marine Insur- 
ance Company of New York, which he read. 
The letter expresses the deep apprehension enter- 
tained by the merchants of New York, that Con- 
gress will rise without adopting effectual measures 
‘or the protection of commerce against the depre- 
dations of the belligerent nations, and particular- 
ly those of Britain. 

Messrs. Srantron and Jackson likewise spoke 
against the rising of the Committee, and urged 
the strong necessity of prompt and vigorous 
measures. 4 

When the question was taken—yeas 65, nays 47, 
and the House adjourned, a short. time after 
3 o’clock, to Monday. i 
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Mownpay, March 17. 


A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed a bill, entitled “An 
act to authorize the State of Tennessee to issue 
grants and perfect titles to certain lands therein 
described, and to settle the claims to the vacant 
and unappropriated lands within the the same ;” 
to which they desire the concurrence of this 
House. 

Mr. Varnom, from the committee to whom was 
referred, on the thirteenth instant, the amend- 
ments proposed by the Senate to the bill, entitled 
*An act for establishing rules and articles for the 
government of the armies of the United States,” 
made a report thereon; which was read, and or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

The Speaxen laid before the House a letter from 
William Eaton, praying that an examination may 
be had of the several documents accompanying 
the said letter, in support of his claim against the 
United States, for expenses incurred in the exe- 
cution of his consular duties at Tunis; which 
was read, and referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 

The bill sent from the Senate, entitled “An act 
to authorize the State of Tennessee to issue grants, 
and perfect titles to certain lands therein describ- 
ed, and to settle the claims to the vacant and 
unappropriated lands within the same;” was read 
twice and referred to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands. 

On motion, it was 

Resolved, That the Postmaster General be di- 
rected to report to this House the state and con- 
dition of the post route from Athens, in Georgia, 
to New Orleans, with the difficulties and obstruct- 
ions which are encountered in transmitting the 
mail along said route; and, also, what will be the 
probable expense of opening a horse road between 
the above named points. 

The House proceeded to consider the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senate to the bill, entitled 
“An act for the relief of Peter Landais:” Where- 


upon, 

"Resolved, That this House doth disagree to the 
amendment proposed by the Senate to the said bill. 

Resolved, That this House doth insist on the 
said bill, as sent to the Senate, and doth desire a 
conference with the Senate, on the subject-matter 
of the said amendment; and that. Mr. Jonn ©. 
Smıra, Mr. Nicnoison, and Mr. Smixis, be ap- 
pointed managers at the said conference, on the 
part of this House. 

Resolved, That the order of the day to hear 
Arthur St. Clair at the bar of this House, in sup- 
port of his claim, be postponed indefinitely. ` 


EXTENSION OF PATENT RIGHTS. 


Mr. Crowninsureip, from the Committee on 
Commerce and Mannfactures, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of George Dodge and others, 
merchants of Salem, in the State of Massachu- 
setts, submitted the following report: 

The petitioners were the proprietors of the valuable 
nail factory at Amesbury, in the State of Massachu- 
setts. They have owned the works about three years, 


with the patent granted originally to Jacob Perkins, of 
Newburyport, for a new and useful improvement in 
the mode of manufacturing nails; and they also are 
the assignees of another patent, granted to Samuel 
Guppy and John Warren Armstrong, for a further im- 
provement in the manner of cutting nails, discovered 
by the said Jacob Perkins. They have expended large 
sums of money in repairs and additions to their build- 
ings; and the whole was in a capital state of improve- 
ment, when, on the 24th of December last, the build- 
ings accidentally took fire, and were entirely consumed, 
with all their tools, machinery, and a considerable 
quantity of stock on hand. The loss is estimated at a 
sum exceeding $30,000. This was a most useful es- 
tablishment; it supplied the neighboring country with 


large quantities of nails at a reasonable price, as they 


could be sold at a cheaper rate than the imported 
nails; and the works being on an extensive plan, the 
supply was abundant, The petitioners are disposed to 
rebuild their works if they could be encouraged to pro- 


ceed; and it would be a great inducement with them 


to commence the undertaking, if they could be per- 
mitted to renew their patent rights for a period of seven 
or fourteen years from the time they will expire by the 
present limitation. 


The first patent was granted on the 20th December, 
1794, and will expire on the 14th December, 1808; 
and the second is dated 14th February, 1799, and will’ 
expire on the 14th February, 1813, each being limited. 
to a period of fourteen years, agreeably to the act enti- 
tled “An act to promote the progress of useful arts, 
and to repeal the act heretofore made for that purpose, 
passed the 21st February, 1793.” 


In considering the merits of this application, the 
Committee on Commerce and Manufactures will not 
give an opinion ona case not properly before them; 
they may be permitted to observe, that, had the loss 
actually happened to the original patentee, they should 
probably have deemed themselves justified in propos- 
ing to the House to grant the extension of the patents 
for a short period of time, with a view to encourage 
the inventors of useful machines to prosecute and ex- 
tend their discoveries. But, although the committee 
acknowledge the present petitioners have sustained a 
severe loss, they do not seem justly entitled to a re- 
newal of their patents after the limitation may expire. 
No consideration could have been paid to the inventor 
at the time of the purchase of the patent right for the 
use of it beyond the stipulated period of fourteen years. 
It is understood that the right will then be in the pub- 
lic; every individual in the community ought then to 
be entitled to make use of the machine. Indeed, after 
being deprived of its advantages for fourteen years, 
unless under a title acquired by purchase from a pat- 
entee, it might be supposed that the citizens of the 
United States have a fair claim to participate in the 
enjoyment of a right, and in the free use of an inven- 
tton, the benefits of which may have been so long ex- 
clusively withheld from them. It might be objected, 
also, that other applications would be made to Con- 
gress should the rule once be established that the pur- 
chaser of a patent right might calculate on its exten- 
sion, although no compensation had been allowed. at 
the time of making the purchase, for the use of it be- 
yond the period fixed by law. Under this view of the 
subject, the committee are induced to recommend that 
the petitioners have leave to withdraw their petition 
and the documents which accompany it. 


The report was agreed to. 
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IMPORTATION OF BRITISH GOODS. 
The House again resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, on 
Mr. NicuoLson’s resolution, submitted on the 10th 
of February. 
Mr. SLoan addressed the Chair as follows: 
Mr. Chairman: As I wish always to do to oth- 
ers as I would be done unto, and as I do not love 
to be kept in suspense myself, I wiil not keep this 


Committee in suspense respecting my opinion of 


the present resolution: I am opposed to it, be- 
cause it does not mention what I consider the 
principal cause of our complaint against Great 
Britain—I mean the impressment of our seamen— 
at the same time declaring that I will eventually 
vote for any measure that I shall consider better 
than none. This isa line of conduct that I have 
thought it my duty to adopt in all cases sincé I 
have had a seat on this floor. From the course 
that other members have pursued in this debate, I 
expect I shall be permitted to give my reasons in 
favor of a non-intercourse with Great Britain, in 
preference to the prohibition of certain articles of 
their manufactures, contemplated by the present 
resolution. 

Mr. Chairman, notwithstanding I am conscious 
of my inability to do justice to a subject of greater 
magnitude, as it respects the character, the inter- 
est, and the peace and happiness of that beloved 
country that gave me birth, than any that has 
ever claimed the attention of the Congress of the 
United States since I have had the honor of a seat 
on this floor, I say I am happy, nevertheless, in 
having an opportunity to cast my mite into that 
ang which, having been instituted upon a 
principle of perfect equality, the widow’s mite is, 
or ought to be, as acceptable as the greatest gift 
from the superabundant treasures of the rich. In 
the observations that I shall make, it is not my in- 
tention, directly or indirectly, to charge those who 
differ with me in opinion, whether in a majority or 
‘minority, with ignorance or evil design, much less 
to stigmatize or reproach them with contemptible 
epithets. No,Mr. Chairman, I consider it my duty 
to consider many members on this floor as my 
superiors and none as my inferiors. I consider it 
my duty, after having given my reasons for or 
against any subject in discussion, to cheerfully 
submit to the decision of a. majority; and I also 
consider it my duty to treat every member of the 
Legislature of the Union with that respect due to 
fellow-citizens standing on an even floor. I con- 
sider it my duty instead of holding up the interest 
of the Northern States as opposed to the interest of 
the Southern, or the Eastern to the Western, to 
view. them all as members of the same body ; con- 
sequently, one cannot suffer without the whole 
being affected. I consider it my duty, instead of 
taking advantage of local situations, and different 
occupations, productive, at certain times, of ter- 
porary jarring interests, to array one part of our 
fellow-citizens in opposition to another part; con- 
trarywise, to endeavor to show that such tempo- 
tary inconveniences cannot long remain, but like 
water seeking its level, the inequality will soon 
be removed. This I conceive to be my duty, in 

9th Con. —26 


| order to promote that love and harmony amongst 


members of this House. and citizens of the Uni- 
ted States in general, which I consider as the only 
efficacious cement of our Union, by which our 
present happy form of Government can be con- 
tinued, and the rights and liberties we enjoy hand- 
ed down unimpaired to future generations. 
contrary line of conduct is, in my opinion, derog- 
atory to the character of any person honored with 
a seat in this House, and injurious to the peace, 
liberty, and happiness of the United States. 

Having briefly proposed the premises which I 
mean to observe as the rule of my conduct, I shall 
offer my reasons in favor of non-intercourse with 
Great Britain, in case she persists in these insults 
and injuries, which is the subject of the present 
discussion, and which. in my opinion, the United 
States has already suffered too long. 

In offering my reasons, I shall not bring into view 
the conduct of other nations to justify Great Brit- 
ain ; neither shall I assert that Bonaparte is an 
usurper and a tyrant; that he has annihilated 
Spain, and is now aiming at the conquest of the 
world; but is graciously pleased to leave the Uni- 
ted States for the last victim he means to deyour ! 
All I have to say to this (if it be true) is, to ac- 
knowledge my gratitude for his having determin- 
ed to give us the longest time to repent of our 
sins, of which there is great need; and to give it 
as my opinion, that we have no right to interfere 
with the form of governmentin France; the peo- 
ple there having as good a right tochoose an Em- 
peror as we a President. 

I shall not take up the time of the Committee 
in reading documents to prove the magnitude of 
the grievance, (that having been done in a former 
part of this discussion by my friend from Mas- 
sachusetts, Mr. Brpwe.t,) and those documents 
having been long in the possession of members, 
render it unnecessary ; but shall first endeavor to 
prove that it is our duty, as Representatives. of 
the people, to apply an effectual remedy to exist- 
ing grievances, and to prevent their repetition in 
future; that we are called upon not only by the 
sufferings of our constituents, but by the sacred 
obligation we owe to the character of our coun- 
try, and by our indispensable duty to preserve that 
character without spot or blemish, in our inter- 
course with foreign nations; which can only be 
done by a system of justice and equality, granting 
no peculiar favor to one that we do not to others; 
and, on the other hand, submitting to no insult or 
injury from one nation that we do not submit to 
from others. , 

And, secondly, that we can, at this time, obtain 
redress of grievances without any risk or proba- 
bility of war with Great Britain, becauseit would © 
be contrary to her interest, and because, in casé 
of war, she must eventually be the loser; and, also, 
that if she could act so contrary to her interest, 
as to suffer a non-intercourse law to. go into ope- 


ration, it would be a great benefit to the United 


States, by encouraging home manufactures. | 
And, thirdly, call the attention of the Commit- 

tee to the sufferings of our impressed seamen. 
And, fourthly, endeavor to show that the opin- 
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ion of some members, who are opposed to non- 
intercourse, because it would operate partially 
on different sections of the Union, are not weil 
founded. . 

And, lastly, that it is our duty to lay aside all 
local ideas, and consider the United States as one 
body politic, and that if but one limb be injured, 
the whole is bound, both in interest, in justice, and 
in policy, to unite in the means of obtaining re- 
dress. : A 

If, in delivering my sentiments on this subject, 
any member of this Committee should conceive 
that I discover too much warmth, I desire it may 
be attributed solely to the abhorrence and detesta- 
tion with which I have long viewed the insolent 
and injurious conduct of Great Britain towards 
the United States—not to her suffering subjects, 
them I love, and their sufferings I pity; but the 
deceptive, oppressive, and tyrannical administra- 
tion of her Government, I do most decidedly and 
conscientiously abhor and hate. 

Mr. Chairman, when [ laid 4 resolution on the 
table for the purpose of prohibiting intercourse 
with Great Britain, in case she should refuse to 
enter into any arrangement for the amicable set- 
tlement of existing differences, I queried what was 
become of the spirit of °76, because I considered 
a portion of that spirit that gained our liberty ne- 
cessary to retain it. I renew the query: What 
has become of that independent spirit that chose 
rather to part with life than inherent rights? 
Have we, with the merchandise of Great Britain 
imported the servile disposition of her oppressed 
and degraded subjects? Is it possible that her 
fascinating gewgaws and fripperies are so power- 
fulas to induce the Representatives of the Uni- 
ted States in Congress assembled, rather than 
suffer a temporary privation, to permit the rights 
and liberties of their constituents to be trampled 
on with impunity by that haughty, tyrannical na- 
tion? I say the Representatives are convinced, 
beyond a doubt, that a great majority of the citi- 
zens are not barely willing and ready to support 
any just and firm measures that Congress shall 
adopt for the purpose of obtaining redress of griev- 
ances and support of their just rights, but anx- 
iously looking out for the adoption of decisive 
measures, 

Shall we, then, chosen by them as temporary 
guardians of their rights and liberties, neglect, 
or treat with indifference, the numerous memo- 
rials that have been presented from various parts 
of the Union? I hope not. I hope we shall 
adopt such firm and decisive measures as will 
compel the British Government to make restitu- 
tion for past injuries, and enter into just arrange- 
ments for the prevention of similar injuries in 
future. 

But Mr. Chairman, we have been frequently 
told that such a plan would produce war with 
Great Britain. This is no new doctrine to me. 
I have been frequently charged with acting con- 
trary to my peaceable principles, because I have 
taken an active part in opposing oppression, in- 
justice, and every infringement of the inherent 
tights of the people ; this I have done with a view 


to prevent war. Injustice and oppression I con- 
sider as the principal predisposing causes of war, 
and that the best way to prevent the effect is to 
remove the cause. 

Those causes I have lately seen raise the politi- 
cal thermometer in the United States nearly to 
war heat; but, thank God! Ihave lived to see it 
cooled down to a temperate state, and the cause 
greatly diminished—not by those destructive wea- _ 
pons that spread destruction over a land, and mul- 
tiply the tears of widows and orphans, but by the . 
force of truth and reason, those* bloodless’ con- 
querors, more powerful than the sword! I wish 
the Government of the United States to use jus- 
tice, truth, and reason; these are the weapons that 
become the representatives of a free people, and 
the only ones Í conceive to be necessary to pre- 
serve that liberty and independence lately pur- 
chased at the price of blood. 

Separated, by the Atlantic, three. thousand 
miles trom the oppressive Governments of Europe, 
which originated in war, and can only be supported `- 
by carnage and bloodshed—possessed of an exten- 
sive and fertile country, embracing so many cli- 
mates as not only to produce all the necessaries, 
but also most of the luxuries of life—what haye 
we to fear from Great Britain? What can she 
deprive us of? What but gewgaws and frippe-— 
ries, that we are. much better without, which tend 
to promote pride and idleness, those prolific parents 
of a numerous train of attendant vices, contrary 
to the principle of a Republican Government, and: 
derogatory to the character of a free and indepen-. 
dent nation? l 

But it is alleged, that non-intercourse with 


Great Britain would injure our revenue; to this ~> 


I answer, that I have no apprehension that Gov- 
ernment would act so contrary to her interests, as 
to let such a law go into operation; but, admit- . 
ting they should, for every million of revenue 
immediately lost, the United States would event- 
ually gain five,and probably much more, by in- 
creasing home manufactures, which can only 
make us in fact a rich, free, and independent na- 
tion, For I contend our independence is incom- 
plete, while we are dependent for so great a part, 
of our clothing, on a nation possessed of so pow-. 
erful a marine, as to assume the exclusive juris- 
diction of the ocean, and that envies our liberty, 
and increasing wealth. aaa 
Iam sensible, Mr. Chairman, that I am running 
counter to a strong current of public opinion; that 
it is our interest to pursue agriculture and com- . 
merce ; leaving manufactures to old nations whose 
numerous population reduces the price of labor; 
but, I am happy in beholding this false theory 
daily falling before the irresistible power of fact. 
The cheapness of food in many parts of the Uni- 
ted States, overbalances the high price of labor. 
so much, as to enable various kinds of home man-_ 
ufactures to be sold lower than those of the same. 
quality imported from Great Britain. Witness. 
shoes, which have nearly excluded importation ; 
and I am credibly informed, that coarse home 
made linen, can at this time be purchased lower 
than imported, of the same quality, Asa further 
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proof of my position, I will detain the Committee 
with but one more fact. Some. time after the 
Revolutionary war, when large quantities: of cot- 
ton were imported for our own consumption, a 
manufacture of that article was begun at Wil- 
mington, and brought to such perfection, that a 
merchant in Philadelphia informed me, that he 


could purchase various kinds of cotton lower, and. 


of superior quality to those he imported from En- 
gland; and that a British agent, on viewing some 
‘of those goods, in his store, observed, that would 
never do; we, says he, (meaning the merchants 
of Great Britain) must put astop to this—and 


shortly after the factory was burned down! Here 


let me ask the members of this Committee, whe- 
ther if at that time, when a manufacturer. of cot- 
ton had to import it under a heavy duty, and 
could nevertheless: rival the British, he could not 
now, when many millions of pounds; the growth 
of our own soil, are exported annually, which 
might:be obtained free of duty ; and when labor- 
saving machines are. brought to so much greater 
perfection? And secondly, whether any free and 
independent citizen would not prefer a temporary 
sacrifice of interest to a servile dependence upon 
a haughty tyrannical nation, whose influence and 
gold have not only greatly injured the infant man- 
ufactures of the United States, but ruined many 
in various parts of the world? Ard thirdly, let 
me ask yuu, my Southern brethren—who, I am 
told, are rapidly making fortunes. by raising- and 
exporting cotton—would it not give you additional 
pleasure to sell this raw material (of which I am 
informed five thousand dollars’ worth, when man- 
ufactured, makes one hundred thousand) to your 
brethren of the Middle and Eastern States; and re- 
ceive it manufactured from them—whereby the 
industrious poor of our own. citizens would be 
Supported—rather than from a foreign nation? I 
have- no.-doubt but that you would. 

Before I dismiss this subject, let me ask what 
raised Great. Britain to affluence and. power? 
Was it not by giving such encouragement to man- 
ufactures as to. induce manufacturers, from vari- 
ous parts of Europe, to emigrate to that island, 
whereby their internal strength hasbeen greatly in- 
creased, and their fleets and armies principally 
supported by the product of :their-manufactures? 
These are facts that I trust no. member on this 
floor will deny. 

Iam told: that Great Britain charges an ex- 
port duty of four per cent. on all cotton goods im- 
ported into the United States, and but one and a 
half on those exported to other countries. This 
induces me to renew: the query, where is the spirit 
of "762 Has it fled from our land?. Are we dis- 
posed cheerfully to submit to every species of in- 


sult and injustice that nation chooses to impose- 


upon:us? What peculiar advantage: do -we-de- 
rive from their trade, to induce us to submit to 
higher duties than. any other nation 2- Is it be- 
cause the balance of that trade-is eleven or twelve 
millions of dollars per annum.against us? Or is 
it because the credit they give has induced many 
of -our farmers-and.mechanies.to leave their:use- 


ful-‘occupations:which they-understood, and flock: 


into populous cities, go largely into trade, and 
business which they did not understand; and, after 
living in pride and luxury a few years, prove in- 
solvent, and wrong their creditors out of many 
thousand. dollars? Mr. Chairman, the more I 
consider and investigate this subject, the more I 
am astonished at the conduct of the United States 
towards Great Britain—the more I am astonished 
at the conduct of the Representatives in Congress: 
assembled. In this. astonishment, bear with me 
while I address this Committee, in the language 
of one formerly to the Galatians. Oh! foolish 
Americans, who hath bewitched you, thus to sub- 
mit to injury and insult, from a-nation whose: 
trade subjects you toa loss of eleven or twelve 
millions of dollars per annum, and who charges 
four per cent. on the goods you import from her, 
and but one and a half:to all other nations ? 

My friend, the Speaker, attempted to explain 
this paradox, or rather rejected the premises as 
an impossibility, that the United States should in- 
crease in. wealth, when nearly one half'of their 
foreign trade, instead of producing profit, threw-a 
balance of eleven or twelve million of dollars: 
against them. But, he might have avoided the 
Herculean task, of producing to the Committee 
that: which was: impossible, because it never ex: 
isted, by recurring to. the fact adduced by ‘my 
friend from Massachusetts, (Mr. Bipwe t;) and 
the statement of the Secretary of the Treasury 
on our tables, viz: that this deficiency was over- 
balanced by our more profitable trade carried on: 
with other nations. Ido not rely barely upon: 
the information given upon this floor, or the doc- 
uments before -us, to. establish this fact. I rely 
also upon. preceding documents, and the informa- 
tion I have received: from merchants, and others: 
well acquainted with the nature of our trade with 
Great. Britain. All agreeing, that with some 
tare exceptions, the balance is so much against 
the United States, that were it-not for the more 
profitable trade carried on with other nations, in=- 
stead of growing rich; we should be reduced to a 
state of poverty, 

For. this reason, I am in favor of non-inter« 
course, rather than a prohibition of her manufac- 
tures ; because, if we cannot do without them, we 
could, in. my opinion, procure them from other 
nations second hand, upon more advantageous’ 
terms than under the present duties, we do now, 
immediately from. them; and because I consider- 
gratitude, justice; and the interest of our country, 
obligatory upon us, to-encourage trade with those’ 
nations who deal with us upon fair and honora=- 
ble terms, and to discourage it with those who do 
not. And lastly, because I am fully persuaded: 
it would. soon induce Great Britain: to opena- 
fair and permanent trade with her West India 
islands, much more advantageous to the United: 
States than the trade to the mother country. I 
shall conclude this subject with returning my 
sincere thanks to the Speaker, for the very able 
and decisive manner in which he has supported - 
my premises in- favor of American manufactures, 
by-informing ‘the-Committee that they’do not : 
now, as formerly, depend on a great ‘number of’ 
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hands, by reason of laborsaving machines being 
brought to so much greater per ection. This ap- 
pears to me a conclusive reason, founded upon fact. 
Mr. Chairman, during the present session I 
have heard, with surprise and regret, members 
of this House represent the condemnation of our 
property and the impressment of our seamen as 
things of trivial consequence; and that the alarm 
was principally raised by the merchants, for the 
purpose of speculation; that if they could induce 
Congress to prohibit intercourse with Great Brit- 
ain, they would raise their goods one hundred 
per cent, and country produce fallin proportion, by 
which means, instead of losing, they would be 
greatly benefitted. This language, I repeat, has 
exceedingly hurt my feelings, since this subject 
has become a common topic of conversation, for 
two reasons: First, it has a direct tendency to 
alienate the affections of one class of useful and 
respectable citizens from the other, and more 
numerous classes, and thereby lessen that confi- 
dence, unity, and harmony, that is as necessary 
to continue amongst the various members of our 
body politic, for the preservation of national 
strength and vigor, as that the various parts of an 
animal body should harmoniously act together. 
And, secondly, if we judge of things to come 
by things past, these insinuations will not be real- 
ized; the reverse, in my opinion, will be the 
case; the diminution of sales will overbalance 
the advanced price. I know of but one class of 
merchants that would be benefitted ; that is, those 
who wish to leave business, having on hand a 
large stock of goods, which, sold at an advanced 
price, they would consequently be gainers; but 
those of small capitals who wish to increase them 
by continuing in trade, would suffer at least in 
equal proportion with farmers. I have also heard 
it alleged, that it is only in carrying foreign ar- 
ticles from one belligerent port to another, and 
not in directly transporting our own commodi- 
ties to any belligerent port, that the British take, 
and condemn our vessels; and by that trade the 
merchants only are benefitted ; therefore it is im- 
proper for our Government to run any risk to sup- 
port them in that trade. This, Mr. Chairman, ap- 
pears to me a very extraordinary and absurd mode 
of reasoning. So far from being entitled tq no sup- 
port from Government, I consider it an extra ben- 
efit, and therefore entitled to an extra support. 
To explain my meaning on this subject, let me 
ask this question:—If our merchants provide 
vessels sufficient to transport all the produce we 
can spare to foreign markets; and the return car- 
oes brought into our portsis more than we want 
or home consumption; which surplus they re- 
export, and by these extra exertions gain one mil- 
lion of dollars annually, is not the property of 
the United States increased in that proportion? 
Shall we then by neglect, damp or check this en- 
terprising spirit in that class of citizens, who, by 
their extraordinary exertion, have greatly in- 
ereased our revenue and wealth? I hope not. 
I hope Congress will unite in applying an effica- 
cious ‘remedy for past losses, and a sufficient pre- 
ventive in future. 


I shall now call the attention of the Committee 
to the conduct of the commanders of British armed 
vessels, pressing our seamen, confining them on 
board ships of war, and obliging them to assist in 
fighting their battles with nations in amity and 
peace with the United States. These are crimes 
of so horrid-a nature, as can only be perpetrated 
by infernal spirits, actuating human bodies, sup- 
ported by a Government which, as [ have before 
observed, was founded in war, and is supported by 
tyranny, oppression, and the effusion of human 
blood! Let nonesay that Iam painting this scene 
in too deep colors, or attaching greater infamy to 
the actors than they deserve. It is impossible. 
If you doubt this, accompany me in a short visit 
to the lonely cottage, where sit weeping two aged 
parents for the loss of their only son, whose filial 
love induced him to take a voyage to sea, hoping 
to procure a more comfortable subsistence for his 
parents in the decline of life. Attend to their 
mournful tale:—We received a letter from our 
dear son, informing us that he had a prosperous 
voyage, was returning home, hoping shortly to see 
his native land; but alas! met by a British ship 
of war, he was inhumanly forced on board, and 
carried we know not where—our only hope is 
blasted and the remainder of our days consigned 
to poverty, grief and wo! 

One more visit to a still more affecting scene, 
I conceive will fully establish my position, that 
the actors in this infernal tragedy cannot be too 
much execrated. It is:to the small chamber of a 
disconsolate widow, bathed in tears, surrounded 
by helpless orphans—with faltering voice, inter- 
rupted by many a bitter sigh, she relates the cause 
of her woe: My dear husband, finding he could 
make more by following the sea than by staying 
on shore, had been absent more than twelve 
months, when I received a letter, informing that 
his voyage had been prosperous; that he expected 
soon to arrive with sufficient property to place me, 
and these dear children, in a comfortable situation ; 
but, oh! how shall I relate the dreadful reverse ? 
When in sight of his native land, met by a Bri- 
tish armed vessel, compelled by a gang of inhu- 
man monsters, in human shape, to go on board a 
ship of war, to assist in fighting their battles; 
where he received a mortal wound, of which he 
languished, of which he died, and with him died 
all my joy, all my comfort, and all my hope! 

Perhaps I shall be told that lam addressing the 
passions. Be it so. But let it be remembered, 
that Lam not addressing them with fiction, or the 
enthusiastic flights of imagination; but present- 
ing a feeble portrait of tho8e real and horrid trage- 
dies, ¿hat we have too long suffered to be acted 
with impunity upon our defenceless fellow-citi- 
zens. 

Mr. Chairman, near thirty years has passed 
away, since the citizens of these United States 
have suffered under this degrading oppression and 
cruelty, peculiar to the British Government. In 
proof I shall read a memorial of two of the vene- 
rable patriots of that day: : 

« For the sake of humanity it is to be wished, that 

men would endeavor to alleviate, as much as possible 
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the unavoidable miseries attending a state of war. It 
has been said that among the civilized nations of Europe 
the ancient horrors of that state are much diminished ; 
but the compelling men by chains, stripes, and famine, 
to fight against their friends and relations, is a new 
mode of barbarity, which your nation alone had the 
honor of inventing; and the sending American prison- 
ers of war to Africa and Asia, remote from all proba- 
bility of exchange, and where they can scarce hope ever 
to hear from their families, even if the unwholesome- 
ness of the climate does not put a speedy end to their 
lives, is a manner of treating captives that you can 
justify by no other precedent or custom, except that of 
the black savages of Guinea. We are your Lordship’s 
most obedient servants, B. FRANKLIN, 
S. DEANE.” 
“Lord Viscount STORMONT.” 


To the above letter the following reply was 
made: “The King’s Ambassador receives no let- 
f ters from rebels, except when they come to ask 
t mercey.” At that time the event of the war was 
undecided ; it was not in the power of Congress 
to prevent that cruel, inhuman, practice; not so at 
this time, it is now in our power. Shall we suf- 
fer that nation, after acknowledging our independ- 
ence, to continue the same arbitrary and tyranni- 
cal cruelty over our seamen, sailing under pro- 
tection of our own flag, that they did at that time, 
when they insolently styled us rebels? I hope we 
shall not. 

Here let me call the attention of the Commit- 
tee to the capture of the frigate Philadelphia, 
whereby upward of three hundred of our citizens 
became prisoners to the Bashaw of Tripoli. How 
was this account received by the members of Con- 
gress? What sensations did it produce, and what 
was the effect? Ineed not inform this Commit- 
tee. Every member, by turning to his Journal, 
may satisfy himself that prompt and decisive 
measures were adopted to procure their release 
from captivity. This case has been, by some 
members, contrasted with the impressment of our 
seamen. Let us analyze the two cases, and see 
what similarity there is between them. Our cap- 
tives at Tripoli had entered voluntarily on board 
a frigate of the United States, then at war with 
that Power; and in that war were taken prison- 
ers, and when so, were neither inhumanly beaten, 
nor compelled to bear arms against any nation, 
although the war was vigorously carried on by 
the United States, to reduce the town in which 

~they were prisoners. Did they suffer anything 
but what their voluntary will subjected them to— 
captivity, a frequent attendant, and always a pôs- 
sible consequence of war? Will their case bear 
any comparison with that of a passenger, who, to 
avoid the tyranny of a European despot, had left 
his native land, hoping to find a peaceful asylum 
in the United States the remainder of his days; 
supposing himself secure under the protection of 
their flag, escaped from the danger of the sea, in 
sight of land, with American seamen, endeared 
to him by their kindness on the passage ; together 
forced by a press-gang on board a ship of war, 
and there compelled to bear arms against their 
friends? It will not; it sinks into insignificance; 
itis like a drop to the ocean. Shall we then treat 


with indifference an account laid on our tables, 
that three thousand of our seamen are not only 
taken captive, but many of them ignominiously 
beaten with many stripes, and compelled to assist 
in fighting the battles of the British Government, 
with nations with whom we are at peace? Ifthe 
case of our captives at Tripoli was sufficient to 
excite such tender sensations in the minds of the 
members of Congress, as to induce them immedi- 
ately to adopt efficient measures to obtain their 
release, will not the insolence and barbarity of 
British armed vessels, pressing our seamen in the 
mouths of our harbors, after a perilous voyage, 
rejoicing in beholding again their native land— 
enjoying by anticipation the pleasing company of 
their long absent friends—expecting, in a few 
hours, the completion of their happiness, in the 
rapturous embraces of their bosom friends, and 
beloved offspring? But, alas! from their native 
land, and from all the most near and dear con- 
nexions in life, they are inhumanly rent asunder, 
perhaps never again to see their hearts’ delight, 
but forced on board one of those infernal ma- 
chines called a British ship of war, and there com- 
pelled to imbrue their hands in human blood—in 
the blood of those with whom they have no dif- 
ference—they receive mortal wounds—they lan- 
guish—they die—without any tender friend to 
sympathize with them in their affliction, or ten- 
derly close their dying eyes! Will not, I say, re- 
flecting on such scenes as these, not only excite a 
superior degree of sympathy and tender feelings 
of humanity, but raise an honest indignation 
and decided detestation for the actors of those 
horrid scenes, and for that Government who pre- 
tends to be the principal supporter of liberty, and 
that holy religion, which enjoins upon its adher- 
ents todo unto all men as they would be done 
unto; and yet persists in those base and barbarous 
acts of injustice, which are disavowed and reject- 
ed by all other Christian nations! I hope it will. 
I hope there yet remains in this Committee some 
of the sparks of the sacred fire of liberty, that, on 
the 4th of July, 1776, arose into an irresistible 
flame, burned and destroyed that servile depend- 
ence on the haughty, oppressive, and tyrannical 
Government of Great Britain, who wished to bind 
the colonies in all cases whatsoever. May the 
remaining sparks be rekindled, and burn up the 
residue of the dregs of British tyranny! May the 
first session of the ninth Congress of the United 
States evince to the world that they are worthy 
of, and mean to support that liberty and independ- 
ence, lately purchased at the price of blood; 
which we have now in our power to do, without 
the effusion of human blood; only by doing what 
I conceive to be our indispensable duty—to act 
justly and impartially toward all nations with 
whom we have intercourse, and to withhold in- 
tercourse from any nation that will not, in turn, 
deal justly, upon terms of perfect reciprocity. 
Mr. Chairman, our situation on the mapof the 
world places us in a commanding attitude—and 
our principal exports being the substantial neces- 
saries of life, renders them essentially ‘necessary 
to those European despots, many of whose wretch- 
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ed-subjects, instead of being peaceably permitted 
to cultivate the soil, are hired, or compelled to 
“leave this innocent oecupation, and imbody them- 
selves for the purpose of learning more completely 
the infernal.art of-inhumanly butchering the hu- 
-man species, and to destroy, in a short time, the 
productions of great and fertile countries, where- 
“by always want, and sometimes famine 1s. pro- 
duced! Thus situated, the United States can, 
without shedding of human blood, and without 
permanent injury to her revenue, or citizens, com- 
‘pel the haughty tyrant of the ocean to do us that 
“justice which several of the most powerful na- 
tions of Europe have long strove in vain to effect, 
by equipping large fleets, and raising mighty ar- 
mies. For the United States of America is re- 
served by the Allwise -Disposer of Events, that 
glorious work of effecting by peaceable means, a 
‘cessation from injustice and injuries, which war 
measures have only tended to increase. To prove 
this fact, we need only recur to the history of the 
last. century; there we find three of the most 
owerful maritime nations of Europe—Holland, 
‘rance, and Spain—contending with England, 
severally and jointly, for the sovereignty of the 
seas; and what has been the effect? Let the 
blood-stained ocean, and the numerous vessels of 
war, built and equipped by those nations that have 
heretofore, and do at this time, make component 
parts of the British navy, answer the question. 

Perhaps I shall be told that I have given up the 
argument, by acknowledging that the three great- 
est maritime Powers during the last century, by 
opposing the tyranny of Britain, only increased 
her power at their own expense and loss. “No, 
Mr. Chairman, I adduced this fact to show that 
they attacked her in the only point where she 
was invulnerable; they attacked her wooden 
walls, raised by her manufactures and supported 
in part by the plunder of foreign nations; they 
attacked the effect, let us attack the cause; re- 
‘move the cause, and the effect will cease. This 
is not a sentiment peculiar to my weak brain; I 
believe it to.be a sentiment adopted by a great 
majority of the most enlightened and best inform- 
ed citizens of the United States. I believe so 
from verbal communications, and from public 
o extract from one of these I shall now 
read: 

“Tt is expected, (says the Independent Chronicle,) 
that, on the meeting of Congress, the important busi- 
ness of national commerce will be adopted, to give pro- 
tection to our property and seamen ; that the British 
nation will feel the force of our trade, not only within 
their manufacturing towns, but the islands. We have 
‘a strength in this species of warfare, which would com- 
mand the attention and respect of that nation. Our 
imports of their fantastical articles of fashion, which 
only serve to vitiate our habits, and introduce idleness 
and dissipation among ourcitizens, are the mainsprings 
which enable them to enrich themselves at our cost. 
Let us only cease to barter our national honor for gew- 
gaws and articles of foppery, and we might bid defi- 
ance to that Power, which now wantonly sports with 
our sovereignty and independence. The suppression 
ofa cargo of British manufactures would be more 
powerful than ten sail-of-the-line; for the latter might 


be captured, and occasion a loss of millions, but the 


former would enforce its operation with an efficacy too 


powerful to be concealed, attended with the saving of 


millions of dollars, which are yearly remitted for super- 


fluities. Let us know our strength, as it relates to 
Britain, and.we should not hesitate long in putting -it. 
into operation. Ships of war.are the strength of Brit- 


ain, but a non-intercourse would soon dismount every 


cannon of their navy.” 


However:chimerical this may appear to'the eu- 
logists of Britain, who suppose ‘her ‘power ‘invin- 
cible, and her resources inexhaustible, they areas 
certain and inevitable consequences as that water 
will quench ‘fire, or, that taking away the fuel 
will cause it togoout. But, suppose Great Brit- 
ain should, contrary to her interest, refuse to 
enter into just and amicable arrangements with 
the United States; should let a non-intercourse 
law go into operation; should put forth ‘her 
strength, as we have been told she will do, and 
make us feel it. “What would be the conse- 


quence? In my opinion, a‘horn-book politician, 


that:has-only learned his A, B, C, (if he has ‘not 
learned them in the school of a British Minister,), 


may discover the certain and inevitable conse- 


quence, that as their oppression and injustice ‘to 
the Colonies produced ‘a partial independence, 
their continuanee therein would complete the sys- 
tem. I say a partial independence, and conceive 
myself fully authorized in adopting this language, 
as long as members of Congress hold up an idea 
that we cannot exist without importing British 
manufactures; that non-intercourse would injure 
the United States more than Great Britain, and 
that if we offend her Minister, he will put forth 
his strength,and make us feel it. Su 
But, Mr. Chairman, as I desire not to trespass 
on the patience of this Committee, I will, ina few 


words, state what appears to me to be the real 


grounds of opposition to a non-intercourse law, 
which I consider as the only effectual measure. 
One member has told us, his tobacco is not sold. 
Another, that it would sacrifice at least one year’s. 
crop; and a third, that it will operate harder upon 
his ‘constituents than in any other part of the 
Union. And here I must anticipate the situation 
of a fourth class, that has not sold their wheat. 
And another class of citizens, I should have added, 
to this list of anticipated sufferers, if we had not 
been informed, from high authority, that they 
were like slippery eels, that could slip round and 
evade any law: I mean the merchants, who, 
doubtless, have on hand large quantities of beef, 
pork, &c. But, as we are told, they are cool, cal- 
culating rogues, and, therefore, well able to help 
themselves, I shall leave them to manage their 
own business in their own way, and close the 
catalogue of sufferers with the case of my imme- 
diate constituents in New Jersey; they are, many 
of them, poor tenants, who depend upon paying 
high rents, and supporting their families by rais- 
ing produce for market, and can only, by steady 
industry and rigid economy, pay their rents, and 
support their families. If produce falls one hun- 
dred per cent. what must their situation be? Will 
not they merit at least an equal share of commis- 


813 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


814 


Manca, 1806. 


Non-Importation of Goods from Great Britain. 


H.or R. 


eration with rich landholders, who clear, by rais- 
ing tobacco, cotton, or rice, from five to ten, or 
fifteen thousand dollars per annum? I hope no 
‘member on this floor will conclude they do not. 


Yet, Mr. Chairman, I am bold to say, on their be- 


half, that, if it depended on their voice, they would 


say, pass the law. They would say, as some of 


their fathers said at the commencement of the 
Revolutionary war, we will put on our old 
clothes, and wear them over again ; we will reject 
her mahufactures, and forego the sweets of her 
islands, rather than submit to her insolence, and 
the cruelty of her commanders of armed vessels, 
pressing our fellow-citizens in the mouths of our 
harbors, and, by stripes and cruelty, compelling 
‘them to assist in fighting their battles against na- 
tions in amity and peace with us! This, I be- 
lieve would be their language, and not theirs only, 
but a great majority of the citizens of the United 
States. So far am I from believing with my 
‘friend from Georgia, (Mr. Earzy,) that if all the 
‘people of the United States were fully informed 


of the conduct of Great Britain, nine-tenths 


` would reject the present resolution; nineteen- 
‘twentieths would call upon us to pass a non-in- 
.tercourse law, to prohibit trade with that nation, 
until she restored our ‘seamen, and entered into 
arrangements to trade with us in future ‘upon 
‘terms of perfect reciprocity. 
_ A/peace neutrality, a non-intercourse law to en- 
force the resolutions sent by the Senate to our 
President, will be more efficacious than fifty ships- 
of-the-line, and one hundred frigates. The voice 
‘of a respectable class of citizens, (the merchants, ) 


‘who more immediately suffer loss of property; 


the voice of humanity; the sighs of aged pa- 
rents, lamenting the absence of their beloved off- 
spring; the heart-rending cries of tender females, 
“for the loss of their bosom friends—all supported 
‘by the eternal, immutable principles of equal jus- 
tice, united, call aloud to the Congress of the 
‘United States to apply an effectual remedy to this 
horrid scene of injustice, oppression, and tyranny ! 
God grant that we may no lénger turn a deaf ear 
“or treat with indifference these calls. 
. As I do not intend to impose upon the Com- 
„mittee by frequent communications, I must beg 
their attention a few minutes longer. 
_ Mr. Chairman, the confident declamation of a 
member (Mr, Ranpotru,) who has taken up the 
time of the Committee more than three times as 
long as any other, has brought to my remem- 
‘brance the language of one, who, in his day, was 
called the wisest of men, (Solomon:) “Wo to 
“thee, oh land, when thy King is a child.” Wo to 
‘these United States, if ever that day should arrive 
‘when a majority of her Legislature should be 
‘children, rocked an downy pillows, dandled in 
the lap of pleasure, and fed at the table of luxury; 
“whose knowledge is all theoretic, acquired by 
reading, seated in easy chairs. ‘These are the 
Tiushrooms, the fungusses, the premature hot- 
bed. productions, that we have been so often told 
‘of; poh eens ney have had the assurance 
‘(may I not more properly say insolence 2) on this 
oor, to treat the arguments of all who differ from 


them, as trifling, and unworthy of notice; and 
those resolutions, which other members have in- 
troduced, as spurious illegitimate productions, and 
their authors and supporters as horn-book politi- 
cians, not having learned their A, B, C,and, what 
is much worse, they never can; being so void of 
reason, that they ought to be put in straight- 
waistcoats, and kept in dark rooms. But, one ray 
of comfort, doubtless, strikes every honest mind,. 
in observing, that this number of arrogant dicta-. 
tors is small, ‘God grant that they may not barely 
remain small, but, (if they continue their late- 
‘insolent conduct,) at the next election, be removed.. 
Mr. Chairman, members of this House who fre- 
quently take a retrospective view of the Revolu- 
tionary war, whereby the colonies of North Ame- 
rica became free and independent States—who- 
remember the time when the American Army, 
reduced to a skeleton, a handful of men, dispirited: 
by defeats, and hard pressed by a powerful and 
victorious army crossed the Delaware at Trenton z 
and, in addition to the reduced state of the Army, 
a mortal disorder raged in various parts, which 
caused some to observe, that it appeared as if the 
hand of Providence was turned against us—but, 
in the sequel, had thankfully to acknowledge, that 
not by their own power, but through the mercy 
of the Allwise Disposer of Events, this powerful 
army was turned back again, and, finally, obliged 
to leave this land, with shame and disgrace! 
I say, those members will not rise on this floor 
and assert, that that Government, headed by the 
same Monarch, is now fighting the battles of lib- 
erty, and is the only barrier we have against Gal- 
lie tyranny; neither will they pour torrents of 
abuse upon the Government of that nation which 
was instrumental in procuring their freedom, and 
still manifests a friendly ‘disposition to treat our 
citizens with respect, and our commerce with 
justice. sds of Bie 
No, Mr. Chairman, I hope and trust there ‘yet 
remains in this House, and in this nation, a great 
majority who believe in the existence of a Su- 
preme Omnipotent Power, that not only reigns 
above, but doth whatsoever he sees meet among 
the children of men! These will not depend upon 
the fleets and armies of Great Britain to defend 
us from Gallic, or other tyranny; these will be 
concerhed to act justly and impartially toward 
all nations, depending upon the God of justice, 
truth, and mercy, to bless their honest endeavors, 
amd to preserve them and their constituents from 
all harm. With this class, however they may 
be despised by the wise and learned in their own 
conceit, it is my joy, my comfort, and my glory 
toact. These I salute as my beloved brethren, 
and for their encouragement, under the torrents 
of abuse that they have received, let them re- 
member that the just man’s path is a bright and 


shining light, that shines more and more unto the 


erfect day, and that all who walk in it walk safe- 
ly, and have nothing to fear! I shall conclude 
with recommending to the perusal and attention 
of those wise and learned members, before alluded 
to, one verse of that justly celebrated prayer, com- 
posed by Alexander Pope: ° 
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“Let not this weak, unknowing hand 
Presume thy bolts to throw, 

And deal damnation round a land, 
On each I judge thy foe.” 


Mr. J. Cray.—Several reasons induce me to ad- 
~vocate the resolution on your table, one of the 
‘principal of which is, that I believe it to be the 
best means of vindicating that right which is iñ- 
‘herent in us as an independent and neutral nation, 
the right of freely navigating the ocean in our 
own ships, and carrying our own property. A 
view of the subject, in its proper aspect, will en- 
able us to see what that right is, its real and legiti- 
mate extent, and, consequently, wherein it has 
been violated. In taking this view, I shall be Jed 
to consider the doctrine of neutral rights in a dif- 
ferent light from that in which some gentlemen 
have taken it. Itis much to be regretted that the 
original ground, of free ships making free goods, 
has ever been abandoned by us. Had this doc- 
trine been established, an end would have been 
put to the vexations, and spoliations on neutral 
commerce, which have been committed under the 
pretext of covered property. As the neutrality of 
the ship would have insured the safety of the car- 
0, no temptation could possibly exist for fraudu- 
ent practices—no ground for the accusation. I 
believe this doctrine is the best supported by rea- 
son, and by the considerations of justice due to 
neutral by belligerent Powers. Nothing is more 
certain than, that a nation at war has no right to 
take enemy’s property on neutral ground. No 
nation has ever claimed a right to violate the ter- 
ritory of a friend, in order to seize the property 
of an enemy ; and it appears to me, that a ship, 
sailing under a neutral flag, ought to be consid- 
ered in the same light as a part of the territory of 
the nation to which that flag belongs. The only 
inquiry which a belligerent is justified in making, 
is, whether the ship sails under false colors, or 
not? and this would be sufficiently shown by her 
papers. I believe this has been conceded by all 
nations, at least, as far as it respects ships of war. 
That it has been conceded by Great Britain, ap- 
ears from the celebrated case of Jonathan Rob- 
ins, otherwise called Thomas Nash. By the 
Treaty of 1794, a person committing murder in 
the territory of one of the contracting parties, and 
fleeing to the other, was to be given up to the na- 
tion in whose territory the murder was committed. 
Under that treaty, this person was claimed as one 
of the mutineers on board the “ Hermione,” gnd 
was surrendered to the British by this Govern- 
ment. He could not have been demanded ona 
charge of piracy, it must have been on a charge 
of murder; and nothing can be clearer than that 
he was surrendered under the idea, that the ship, 
on board of which the murder had been com- 
mitted, was British territory. If the act had 
been merely a piratical one, he could not have 
been demanded. This nation, as well as that, 
would have been competent to punish him ; all 
nations having a concurrent jurisdiction over acts 
of piracy committed on the higa seas. He must, 
therefore, have been demanded and surrendered. 
under the Treaty of 1794, on the charge of mur- 


der, and both nations must have considered the 
ship as British ground. This, then, I take to be 
the true and legitimate extent of the claim of a 
neutral nation: that her ships shall be considered 
as a part of her territory, and, that if no fraud is 
committed in carrying the flag, they have a per- 
fect right to pass unmolested. But, unfortunately, 
the right in this full extent, has been abandoned 
by our nation, and, however we may regret it, we 
are bound by the surrender. 

It has been justly observed by my friend from 
Virginia, (Mr. J. Ranpowpu,) that the nation who 
has the mastery of the sea, always finds it her in- 
terest to narrow down the rights of neutrals, and, 
indeed, attempts have been made by different na- 
tions totally to cut off all commerce with their 
enemies. So with Britain. We find, as early as 
the year 1688, that this was insisted upon by Great 
Britain. In her treaty with Holland of that year, 
she agreed to prohibit all trade with France, and 
it was attempted to be justified upon the same 
ground as is now set up as a pretext for her pres- 
ent aggressions—the ground of necessity and the 
inordinate. ambition of the French Monarch. 
This was not submitted to by the neutral Powers. 
Sweden and other northern nations remonstrated, 
and their remonstrances were, I believe, successful, 

In the year 1757, the man who has so often been 
alluded to by the epithet of “ back stairs,” the pres- 
ent Earl of Liverpool, wrote a book in vindica- 
tion of the conduct of Great Britain towards neu- 
tral nations, and from it we may gather his senti- 
ments on the treaty just mentioned. After quoting 
the second and third article of the convention, in 
which it was agreed that they, (Holland and 
England,) “ would take any ship or vessel, what- 
‘ever King or State it may belong to, that shall 
‘be found sailing into, or out of, the ports of 
‘ France, and condemn both vessel and merchan- 
‘ dise as legal prize; and, that this resolution should 
t be notified to all neutral States,” he proceeds: 

“ Such, therefore, at this time, was the avowed opin- 
ion of Holland, and England was induced to join with 
her in this convention, exceeding thereby those bounds 
of equity and moderation which she had almost always 
practised, in this point, before, and which she will, I 
hope, most faithfully observe for the future. The North- 
ern Crowns, who were particularly affected by this pro- 
hibition, contended very vehemently against it, In an- 


swer to their objections, were urged the circumstances. 


of affairs, the danger of Europe, and the mighty 
strength of that ambitious Power, which, if some ex- 
traordinary effort was not made, would bring mankind 
under its subjection. It is remarkable that Puffendorf, 
who owed his fortune and employment to one of those 
Northern Crowns, was of opinion, in this case, against 
them, and thought that the convention might be justi- 
fied. It is not meant here, at present, either to censure 
or commend it. Circumstances may sometimes make. 
a thing lawful, which, consideréd by itself, would be 
unjust. 
cessity must be pleaded in support of a right.” 

Such was the opinion of the Earl of Liverpool, 
in the year 1757. 

But, after having abandoned the doctrine of free 
ships making free goods, we must be content with 
endeavoring to examine what rights remain to 


But, such times are truly unhappy, when ne-: 
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neutrals. Writers upon national law, who have | be necessary to them for their defence. As clear as 


supported the opposite principle, have attempted 
to show the extent of neutral rights in their com- 
merce with the belligerent nations, and the prin- 
cipal restrictions are, that they cannot carry 
enemy’s property, or goods contraband of war. 
Various definitions of contraband articles have 
been given. As long as the production or fabri- 
cation of warlike stores and arms were in the 
hands of a few nations, the application of the 
principle to them might have been just; but 
when they have become common to almost all 
nations, they are placed in the same situation as 

rovisions and other articles of commerce, and it 
tas become extremely doubtful whether the rea- 
soning of modern politicians in regard to them is 


correct, particularly when nations on the eve of 


war, always provide themselves with sufficient 
magazines for carrying it on. But, even those 
who agree in the principle of confiscating contra- 
band articles, find it difficult to regulate its extent. 
At one time, it is so restricted as to exclude from 
the list even naval stores and saltpetre ; at anoth- 
er, it is carried to a ridiculous extent. Spain, at 
one time, undertook to define the list of contra- 
band, and declared that tobacco should be included. 
This became a ground of offence to England, and 
Byokershoek, who mentions the fact on the au- 
thority of Zouch, says, that the English, on this 
occasion, granted letters of reprisal against the 
Spaniards. The grave Dutchman then conde- 
scends to be jocose, and observes, “ whether this 
t controversy about tobacco ended in smoke or no, 
‘Tam ignorant. This, however, I know, that I 
‘do not agree with the Spaniard in opinion, as no 
‘use was ever made of tobacco to kill an enemy.”* 

Now, when the doctrine of contraband may be 
carried to such dangerous, and even ludicrous 
lengths, does it not appear propem to abandon it 
altogether ? 

But recurring to the same authority to which I 
have already referred, we shall find what Great 
Britain herself understood to be the right of neu- 
trals in the year 1757: 

“Tt cannot, I think, be doubted, that according to 
those principles of natural equity, which constitute 
the law of nations, the people of every country must 
always have a right to trade in general to the ports of 
any State, though it may happen to be engaged in war 
with another, provided: it be in their own merchan- 
dise, or on their own account, and that under this pre- 
tence they do not attempt to screen from one party 
the effects of the other, and on condition also that they 
carry not to either of them any implements of war, or 
whatever else, according to the nature of their respect- 
ive situations, or the circumstances of the case, may 


*“De tabaco magnis animis inter Hispanos et An- 
glos que si tum esse refert Zoucheus, (part 2, de jure 
See, Sec. 8, Q. 12,) et ab Hispanis, judicatum inter res 
veritas esse, adeo propterea indignantibus Anglis, ut 
etiam contra Hispanos repressalias, concesserint. Sed 
an ea controversia de tabaco tandem in fumam abierit, 
nescio; hoc scio me Hispanis non conscentire, quia 
verum est tabaci nullum. usum esse ad cedendum 
hostem.”—Bynkershoek, Quest. juris publice, Lib. I. 
Cap. X. 


this point may be, it has sufficiently appeared by the 
facts deduced above, that amid the irregularities of 
war, the rules of equity in this respect were not al- 
ways enough regarded; and that many Governments, 
in time of war, have often most licentiously disturbed, 
and sometimes prohibited totally, the commerce of 
neutral natiops with their enemies.”—~Discourse. on 
the conduct of Great Britain. 

Here is no mention of accustomed trade. En- 
emy’s property and contraband goods alone are 
mentioned as forbidden to be carried by the 
neutral. If a man had written a treatise in 
defence of American commerce he could not 
have been more explicit; he could not now have 
taken a different ground. We claim the right of 
carrying our own property—the products of our 
own industry and enterprise—to the ports of 
France, Spain, and Holland, in our own ships, 
and of importing goods from the belligerent Pow- 
ers into our own country. This is all for which 
we contend. We send money to the East Indies 
and provisions to the West Indies, and we re- 
ceive in return their coffee and sugar, which 
yields us a profit, and of which we obtain greater 
quantities than are required for our own con- 
sumption. Whatthen? Are the United States 
bound to keep on hand the whole surplus? If 
so, we must abandon the trade altogether, for the 
accumulation would destroy it. No. These goods 
once landed become part of the stock of the na- 
tion, and she acquires the same right to export 
them to foreign countries, that she has to export 
her native productions. She has the same right 
to send them to Hamburg, to Holland, to France, 
and to Spain. When this is done another profit 
is obtained by our merchants, who import from 
Spain, France,and Holland, certainarticles which, 
on their arrival in the United States, are found to 
be beyond our wants, or better suited to other 
markets, and are again exported. Are we to be 
deprived of this right too ? 

Here I might incidentally notice the impress- 
ment of our seamen, but as this subject has been 
dilated upon very fully, I shall make but a sin- 
gle remark. Although we ‘have given up the 
doctrine that the national flag shall protect bel- 
ligerent property on board of our ships, yet no 
man will contend that this relinquishment has 
gone so far as to admit the cruisers of a nation at 
war to take from our ships the goods, much less 
the persons of friends. And in a case where we 
find a British officer uniting in himself the char- 
acters of party, accuser, and judge, I do think the 
national feelings ought to be called forth. Having 
thus, as I think, succinctly stated the right to 
carry our own property in our own ships, I hope 
I shall be indulged in making a few remarks on 
the advantage to the nation of that species of 
trade most affected by the principle assumed by 
the British Government. 

A distinction has been attempted to be drawn 
between the agricultural and commercial inter- 
estsof the community. But it has been conce- 
ded, that if by this trade the national wealth has 
been increased, it is as much entitled to protec- 
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‘tion as the profit which springs from the produc- 
‘tions of the soil. If it were possible to confine 


-our commerce to the exportation of the surplus of 


our agricultural products, and to the introduction 
of those foreign articles of which weare in want, 
there is no man but would agree that it would be 

advantageous to carry on this trage by our own 
merchants, and in our own ships, as both the 
freight and the profit would be saved to the na- 
tional stock. For instance, cotton, on which the 
average profit may be stated on every pound ex- 
ported at not less than two anda half cents, and 
the freight at three cents. If, therefore, the car- 
riage of this article is made in our own ships, we 
save on every pound of cotton exported five and 
‘a half cents, which, if transported by foreign 
merchants in foreign vessels, would go into the 
pockets of foreigners. The same thing may be 
said with regard to the importation of foreign 
commodities from foreign countries. There can, 
therefore, be no difference of opinion respecting 
the advantages of this, which may be called the 
direct carrying trade. 

We now come to the second branch of the car- 
rying trade, which has been so much reprobated ; 
this consists in importing foreign products, and 
re-exporting the surplus of those products be- 
yond our own consumption. This may be called 
the circuitous branch of it. Independent of the 
profit of this trade to the merchant, there are 
other advantages arising from it to the consumer. 
Where there is a fair competition in the market, 
an importation of any article much beyond the 
wants of the people, naturally tends to reduce the 
price, even although it should be intended to ex- 
port the excess. Hor if the importer can geta 
reasonable profit, he will prefer selling at home to 
encountering the perils of the sea, and the uncer- 
tainties of a foreign market. A surplus of im- 
ported productions, therefore, is a circumstance 
which naturally brings them down to their min- 
imum value. This is the first advantage, and is 
sensibly felt by the planter. The second arises 
from the peculiarity of our own situation. Most 
of the manufactures which we want are imported 
from England; the proceeds of our exports to 
other countries of Europe are ordered to Great 
Britain, and there constitute a fund from which 
the importing merchant pays debts due there. 
In proportion to the accumulation of this fund, 
the price of exchange falls, and the merchant is 
enabled to import more with the same capital ; 
the quantity imported will exceed the demand 
here, and those manufactures will again be kept 
at their minimum value. These are the advan- 
tages to the consumer, and are but slightly con- 
nected with the mercantile profit on the trade. 
But there is an advantage independent of mere 
profit, which Ihave hinted at, but which has not 
‘been noticed in this debate—I mean the freight. 
From a-statement on your table it appears, that 
in the foreign trade, six hundred and seventy 
thousand tons of American shipping are annually 
employed. The price of freight in time of peace 
from Great Britain to America might be estima- 
ted at £2 sterling per ton. Taking this as an 


average rate, if we reckon it at as much out, and 
calculate upon two voyages a year, this would be 
£8 sterling per ton; but supposing only half the 
shipping to be employed, and reckoning at this 
old peace average, the amount of freight would 
be upwards of eleven millions of dollars ; sea- 
men’s wages may perhaps be not inaccurately es- 
timated at about three millions of dollars, de- 
ducting which, it will be found on this moderate 
calculation that there is an annual benefit drawn 
from this freight-trade of eight millions of dol- 
lars. I ask, then, if this trade is not worth pro- 
tecting? Imight further show the advantage of 
this trade to the agricultural interest, by stating 


‘that the increase of capital from the profits cf it 


enables the merchant to give a higher price for 
the productions of the planter and farmer. 

The next question is, whether, the course con- 
templated by the resolution will be adequate to 
procure a redress of the injuries of which we 
complain. In every discussion of this kind ‘the 
first consideration is whether the measure which 
weare about to adopt will be the most distressing 
to ourselves or to our adversary, and the second, 
whether it will be such as to induce the Power 
injuring us to desist from her aggressions. I gave 


my reasons on a former occasion for believing. ` 
‘that a total prohibition of British goods will not 


answer our purpose ; ‘I believe, however, the mea- 


sure now proposed will. By the report of the 


Secretary of the Treasury, it appears that in ‘the 
trade between this country and Great Britain 
there is a balance in her favor of twelve millions 
of dollars per annum. There ‘are some consid- 
erations which induce me to think this estimate 
overrated. All goods paying ad valorem duties 
imported from the Hast Indies are estimated at 
the custom-house by adding twenty per cent. to 
their original cost, and those imported from Eu- 
rope by adding 10 per cent. on the invoice price; 
deducting this advance from the amount of goods 
paying duties ad valorem, imported from British 
dominions, and the sum will be diminished two 
or three millions. The true balance of trade 
carried on in our own ships is best shown by the 
difference between the amount of goods imported 
at the cost at the places from which they are 
brought, and the amount of products exported at 
the places to which they are carried ; and the 
freight always constituting a part of the price, 2 
trade may be advantageous to a nation merely by 
saving the carriage. But the profit ought at 
least to be taken into view. I may be incorrect, 
but I believe not much, in supposing the profit on 
cotton exported to Great Britain to be two cents 
a pound, it would amount, upon an average of 
three years, to half a million of dollars per an- 
num. This‘ought also to be deducted from the 
balance as reported. by the Secretary. In this 
way the relative ‘difference between the amount 
of exports and imports to and from the British 
dominions is materially diminished; and after 
this calculation I believe it will be found that this 
difference does not exceed ten millions of, dollars. 
This excess of imports over exports must be made 
up from our trade to other countries——from our 
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trade to Holland, France, Spain, and so on. Nor 
is this source inadequate. Taking only two arti- 
cles of our export to those countries—I mean cot- 
ton and coffee—of the first of which France 
takes about one-fourth of all which we ship, and 
making the same deductions which I have before 
stated on goods imported and paying duties ad 
valorem, and without calculating the profit on 
other articles, I think I may be warranted in 
stating the whole amount of our exports to all 
parts of the world, estimated upon the Secreta- 
ry’s report, for three years, at an average of sev- 
enty-two millions of dollars per annum, and our 
imports at seventy millions, leaving a balance to 
the United States of about two millions of dol- 
lars. This sum-added to what I have said arises 
from our freight. namely, eight millions of dol- 
lars, produces a clearsum of ten millions of dol- 
lars as the annual average profit to the nation on 
our trade with the whole world. This is the fruit 
of thirteen years neutrality, and it is this sum 
which, accumulating in the hands of our mer- 
chants, has formed the capital which enables 
them to carry the commerce of the world, and 
effectually contradicts the charge of covering 
property. 

If I am right in stating the balance of trade 
between us and Great Britain ‘at ‘ten millions of 
dollars in ‘her favor, every step which we may 
‘take tending to reduce this ‘balance, will so far 
‘operate ‘to ‘her injury. This may be done by 

adopting the course recommended in the resolu- 
tion before us. 
single out such articles'as we can do without, or 
which we can procure from other countries. 
This will affect Great Britain without materially 
injuring ourselves. The prohibition in the reso- 
lution is confined to articles which may be got 
from ‘the continent of Europe, or manufactured 
athome. Jn this way we may diminish the bal- 
ance ‘against us in our British trade, and if we 
‘could so far reduce it, it would be an annual loss 
‘to-that hation-of ten millions of dollars, while it 
would injure us but little. It will, therefore, be 

. her interest to prevent the effects of this measure 
by desisting from her aggressions, and by adopt- 
ing a system founded in justice and mutual ad- 
vantage to the neutral and to the belligerent. 

But while I.am in favor of this resolution, I 
wish it had been accompanied by some measures 
connected with a permanent system of naviga- 
` tion laws, such as I had the honor of introducing. 
It is said, however, that your navigation is so far 
protected that foreign shipping is almost banished 
from your ports. This is true; but this effect 
does not flow from our commercial regulations. 
It arises from the circumstances of the times— 
from the war between the great maritime nations 
of Europe. Their ships must be armed; they 
must have more men; provisions with them are 
dearer than with us; they cannot sail as cheap as 
Wwe can, and to this inability must be added the 
difference in the rate of insurance. These are 
the causes of the decrease of foreign-tonnage in 
our trade. ‘Another consideration shows that this 
effect does not proceed from our commercial reg- 


In doing this, it behooves us ‘to. 


ulations. Great Britain lays higher discrimina- 
ting duties on goods imported into the United 
Kingdom, in American ships, than the difference 
paid in duties on goods brought to: the United 
States in foreign and American vessels. On some 
articles it amounts to one-third of the duty; add 
to this that our vessels are charged port duties, 
light-money, and other duties much beyond those 
which are paid by ‘her ships in our ports. Com- 
bining all these circumstances together, it will be 
found that American vessels, in the trade carried 
on to Great Britain, sail under great disadvanta- 


‘ges from commercial ‘arrangements, and are ex- 


posed to greater burdens in her ports than British 
vessels are in ours. The same observations ap- 
ply in a great degree to our intercourse with the 
other belligerent Powers. Besides, we are pro- 
hibited from trading to the British colonies:in our 
own ships. We are not permitted to go there 
unless by proclamations of their Governors, dic- 
tated sometimes by necessity, ‘and often by ca- 
price. By the English navigation act we cannot 


-carry anything but articles of the growth or ‘pro- 


duct of our own country, while ‘we permit every- 
thing to'be brought from Great Britain. Ishould 


‘suppose it would be right to meet her regulations 


by adopting reciprocal ones, and to prohibit any 
articles being ‘brought by her vessels into the 
United States, which ‘are not the growth, pro- 
duce, or manufacture of the British dominions. 
ĮI hope a provision of this nature will at some 
future day make a part of our permanent navi- 
gation system. I have declared myself in favor 
of the resolution on your table; yet, however in- 
consistent it may appear to some gentlemen, I 
must be indulged in expressing a hope that the 
final question ‘will be delayed for afew days. ‘It 


-has been already said that'a great length of tinye 


(nearly four months) has elapsed ‘since we have 
heard from our Minister at the Court of Great 


Britain, and from the importance of the events 


which are passing on ‘the great theatre of Europe, 
it is probable ‘they will have no inconsiderable 
effect on her measures towards us. Our Minister 
is now engaged in a negotiation, the result of 
which I should wish to know before we act on 
this resolution. I therefore hope, that. after we 
have made a little further progress in this discus- 
sion, the Committee will rise, and take some fu- 
ture time to deliberate on the subject. 

Mr. Erpes hoped the Committee would not 
rise. The subject had been long before the Com- 
mittee, and they were perfectly ripe fora decis- 
ion; the subject- pressed for a decision. Aftera 
vote on the resolution, a bill must be brought in, 
on every item ‘of which a discussion may take 
place, and then it will still remain ‘to be discussed 
in the other branch. As to any change of affairs 
in Europe, they ought to have no influence upon 
our affairs in this decision. I wish that Great 
Britain knew at this moment the step which the 
nation is about to take, that she might learn that 
when our rights are invaded, we will not hesitate 
to take measures for obtaining redress. 

Mr. Smuts likewise opposed the motion. He 
asked whether it became them to wait for a state 
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of affairs more favorable to Britain than the pres- 
ent, and whether the United States would then 
be enabled to meet her on better ground. Sup- 
posing.even there was a probability of a favora- 
ble treaty being formed, it ought to have no in- 
fluence on their decision, for it was known that 
as soon as a treaty was ratified, it became the 
law of the land, and repealed all interfering laws. 
One thing, however, was important, that even 
supposing a treaty to be formed, Great Britain 
should see we were determined not to be tram- 
pled on, but to resist her aggressions. ; 

The motion for the Committee to rise having 
been rejected, the question was taken on the res- 
olution originally proposed by Mr. Nicno.son, 
when the Committee rose, and the House con- 
curred in its adoption—yeas 87, nays 35, as fol- 
lows: 

Yeas—Evan Alexander, Wilis Alston, jr, Isaac 
Anderson, David Bard, Joseph Barker, Burwell Bas- 
sett, George M. Bedinger, Barnabas Bidwell, William 
Blackledge, John Blake, jr., Thomas Blount, Robert 
Brown, John Boyle, William Butler, George W. 
Campbell, John Chandler, John Claiborne, Christo- 
pher Clark, Joseph Clay, Matthew Clay, George Clin- 
ton, jr., Frederick Conrad, Jacob Crowninshield, Rich- 
ard Cutts, Ezra Darby, William Dickson, Peter Early, 
James Elliot, Ebenezer Elmer, John W. Eppes, Wil- 
liam Findley, James Fisk, John Fowler, Peterson 
Goodwyn, Edwin Gray, Andrew Gregg, Isaiah L. 
Green, Silas Halsey, John Hamilton, William Helms, 
David Holmes, John G. Jackson, Thomas Kenan, Ne- 
hemiah Knight, Michael Leib, Matthew Lyon, Duncan 
McFarland, Patrick Magruder, Robert Marion, Josiah 
Masters, Nicholas R. Moore, Thomas Moore, Jere- 
miah Morrow, John Morrow, Gurdon S. Mumford, 
Thomas Newton, jr., Joseph H. Nicholson, Gideon 
Olin, John Pugh, Thomas M. Randolph, John Rea of 
Pennsylvania, John Rhea of Tennessee, Jacob Rich- 
ards, John Russell, Peter Sailly, Thomas Sammons, 
Martin G. Schuneman, James Sloan, John Smilie, 
John Smith, Samuel Smith, Henry Southard, Joseph 
Stanton, David Thomas, Uri Tracy, Joseph B. Var- 
num, Matthew Walton, John Whitehill, Robert White- 
hill, Eliphalet Wickes, David R. Williams, Marma- 
duke Williams, Nathan Williams, Alexander Wilson, 
Richard Winn, Joseph Winston, and Thomas Wynns. 

Nays—Silas Betton, Phanuel Bishop, James M. 
Broom, John Campbell, Levi Casey, Martin Chit- 
tenden, Leonard Covington, Samuel W. Dana, John 
Davenport, jr, Elias Earle, Caleb Ellis, William Ely, 
James M. Garnett, Charles Goldsborough, Seth Hast- 
ings, David Hough, James Kelly, Joseph Lewis, jr., 
Jonathan O. Mosely, Jeremiah Nelson, Roger Nelson, 
Timothy Pitkin, jr., Josiah Quincy, Thomas Sandford, 
John Cotton Smith, Thomas Spalding, Richard Stan- 
ford, William Stedman, Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel 
Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Samuel Tenney, Philip 
R. Thompson, Daniel C. Verplanck, and Peleg Wads- 
worth. 

Mr. Harty moved that the resolution be referred 
or Committee of Ways and Means to bring in 
a Dii : 

Messrs. ALSTON, MILIE, Ler, and SoutHarp, 
opposed this reference, and advocated a reference 
to a select committee. 

The motion of reference to the Committee of 
Ways and Means was disagreed to without a di- 


* 


vision; when the reference to a select committee 
of five members, composed of Messrs. Mumrorp 
BIDWELL, SMILIE, Eppes, and ALSTON, obtained, 

Mr. Earty laid a resolution on the table 
declaring it expedient, in the opinion of the House, 
to adjourn on the first Monday in April. 

Mr. Greca observed that as it appeared to be 
the sense of the House, not to go further this ses- 
sion than to carry into effect the resolution just 
agreed to, and as it was the wish of some gentle- 
men to discharge the Committee of the Whole 
from the resolution which he had had the honor 
to submit, he would move that the Committee of 
the Whole should be discharged from that reso- 
lution. 

Mr. Stoan having acquiesced in the same 
course with regard to his resolution, the Commit- 
tee were discharged, without a division, from the 
further consideration of both those propositions. 

These resolutions having been, by this vote, 
again brought before the House, Mr. Harty moved 
to postpone them indefinitely, but withdrew his 
motion, on Mr. Grece and Mr. Stoan agreeing 
to withdraw their respective resolutions. 


Tuespay, March 18. 


Mr. Jackson, from the committee appointed, on 
the twenty-third of December last, on a Message 
from the President of the United States, trans- 
mitting a report from the Governor and Presiding 
Judge of the Territory of Michigan, relative to 
the state of that Territory, made a report thereon; 
which was read, and ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. Jackson, from the same committee, present- 
ed a bill to provide for the adjustment of titles of 
land in the Territory of Michigan, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice and committed 
toa Committee of the Whole on Monday next. 

A message from the Senate, informed the 
House that the Senate agree to the conference 
desired by this House on the subject-matter of the 
amendment proposed by the Senate tos the bill, 
entitled “An act for the relief of Peter Landais,” 
and disagreed to by this House; and have ap- 
pointed managers at the said conference on their 
part. 


POTOMAC BRIDGE. 


The House proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments reported from the Committee of the whole 
House, on the fourth instant, to the bill authori- 
zing the erection of a bridge over the river Poto- 
mac, in the District of Columbia: Whereupon, 
the amendments to the first, third, fourth, fifth, 
seventh, eighth, ninth, and tenth sections of the 
said bill being again read, were, upon the ques- 
tion severally put thereupon; agreed to by the 
House. 

The amendment to the last proviso in the elev- 
enth section of the said bill being under consider- 
ation, the said proviso was read, in the words fol- 
lowing, to wit: 

« And provided further, That, if the net annual 
revenue arising from the said tolls shall, at any time, 
exceed the average rate of per centum per annum 
upon the capital stock actually subscribed for, after de- 
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ducting the annual expense of keeping and maintain- 
ing the said bridge, properly repaired, and furnished 
with all necessary attendance and implements, of com- 
pensating the officers, agents, and servants, of the said 
company, and other incidental annual expenses in car- 
rying on the business of the said company; then, and 
jn that case, the rates of toll may be thereafter altered 
and regulated as Congress may judge proper; and the 
President and Directors of said company shall lay before 
Congress the annual accounts of their reccipts and ex- 
penditures, as also of the capital employed in the erce- 
tion of the said bridge :” 

The question being taken that the House do 
agree with the Committee of the whole House in 
their amendment to fill up the blank in the said 

roviso, for the rate per centum therein to be al- 
Towed. with the words “twenty-four:” it passed 
in the negative—yeas 49, nays 53, as follows: 

Yzas—George M. Bedinger, Silas Betton, James M. 
Broom, William Butler, Martin Chittenden, Christo- 
pher Clark, Joseph Clay, Matthew Clay, Elias Earle, 
Caleb Ellis, Ebenezer Elmer, James M. Garnett, Pe- 
terson Goodwyn, Silas Halsey, Seth Hastings, David 
Holmes, David Hough, James Kelly, Thomas Kenan, 
Joseph Lewis, jun., Matthew Lyon, Thomas Moore, 
Jonathan O. Mosely, Joseph H. Nicholson, Josiah 


‘Quincy, John Rea of Pennsylvania, Jacob Richards, 


John Russell, Peter Sailly, Thomas Sammons, Martin 
G. Schuneman, John Cotton Smith, Thomas Spald- 
ing, Richard Stanford, William Stedman, Samuel Tag- 
gart, Philip-R. Thompson Thomas W. Thompson, 
Uri Tracy, Abram Trigg, Philip Van Cortlandt, Killian 
K. Van Rensselaer, Peleg Wadsworth, John Whitehill, 
Eliphalet Wickes, David R. Williams, Alexander Wil- 
son, Richard Winn, and Joseph Winston. 

Nays—Evan Alexander, Willis Alston, junior, Da- 
vid Bard, Joseph Barker, Barnabas Bidwell, John 
Blake, jun., Thomas Blount, Robert Brown, George 
W. Campbell, John Campbell, John Chandler, Fred- 
erick Conrad, Orchard Cook, Jacob Crowninshield, 
Samuel W. Dana, Ezra Darby, John Davenport, junior, 
William Dickson, Peter Early, James Elliot, William 
Ely, William Findley, James Fisk, Charles Golds- 
borough, Edwin Gray, Isaiah L. Green, John Hamil- 
ton, Michael Leib, Duncan MacFarland, Patrick Ma- 
gruder, Josiah Masters, Nicholas R. Moore, John Mor- 
row, Gurdon S. Mumford, Roger Nelson, Gideon Olin, 
Timothy Pitkin, junior, John Pugh, Thomas M. Ran- 
dolph, John Rhea of Tennessee, Thomas Sandford, 
Ebenezer Seaver, James Sloan, John Smith, Samuel 
Smith, Henry Southard, Benjamin Tallmadge, Samuel 
Tenney, Joseph B. Varnum, Matthew Walton, Robert 
ey Marmaduke Williams, and Nathan Wil- 

ams. ; 

A motion was then made, and the question be- 
ing put, to fill up the blank in the said proviso 
with the word “twenty,” it was resolved in the 
affirmative. 

The other amendments to the said eleventh 
section being under consideration, were, upon the 
question severally put thereupon, agreed to by the 
House. ? 

` A motion was then made, and the question be- 


ing put, further to amend the said bill, by adding, 


atthe end thereof,a new section, in the words 
following, to wit: 

“© And beit further enacted, That, in case said bridge 
should, at any time hereafter, be destroyed, and the 


corporate property of the said company should thereby 
prove insufficient to pay the debts owing by said com- 
pany, each creditor of said company, after having ob- 
tained judgment against said company for the debt ow- 
ing to him, may levy his execution on the persons or 
private property of the individuals composing said come 
pany at the time of the destruction of said bridge, and 
have satisfaction from each of said individuals for a sum 
that shall have the same proportion to the amount of- 
said judgment as the share, or number of shares, in the 
said bridge, owned by the individual upon whom the 
execution be levied, bears to the whole number of ac- 
tive shares in the same:” 

It passed in the negative—yeas 44, nays 65, as 
follows: 

Yzas—Willis Alston, jr., Isaac Anderson, David 
Bard, John Blake, jr., Thomas Blount, Robert Brown, 
George W. Campbell, John Campbell, John Chandler, 
Jacob Crowninshield, Samuel W. Dana, Ezra Darby, 
Peter Early, James Elliot, Caleb Ellis, William Findley, 
John Fowler, Charles Goldsborough, Isaiah L, Green, 
David Holmes, David Hough, Michael Leib, Duncan v 
MacFarland, Patrick Magruder, Josiah Masters, Jere- - 
miah Nelson, Roger Nelson, Gideon Olin, Timothy 
Pitkin, jr., John Rhea of Tennessee, Thomas Sandford, 
James Sloan, John C. Smith, Samuel Smith, Joseph 
Stanton, Samuel Tenney, Thomas W. Thompson, Jo- 
seph B. Varnum, Peleg Wadsworth, Matthew Walton, 
John Whitehill, Robert Whitehill, David R.. Williams, 
and Marmaduke Williams. 

Naxys—Evan Alexander, Joseph Barker, Burwell 
Bassett, George M. Bedinger, Silas Betton, William 
Blackledge, James M. Broom, William Butler, Martin 
Chittenden, John Claiborne, Christopher Clark, Joseph 
Clay, Matthew Clay, George Clinton, jun., Frederick 
Conrad Richard Cutts, John Davenport, jr, William 
Dickson, Elias Earle, Ebenezer Elmer, William Ely, 
John W. Eppes, James Fisk, James M. Garnett, Peter- 
son Goodwyn, Andrew Gregg, Silas Halsey, Seth Hast- 
ings, William Helms, John G. Jackson, Walter Jones, 
James Kelly, Thomas Kenan, Joseph Lewis, jun., 
Matthew Lyon, Robert Marion, Nicholas R. Moore, 
Thomas Moore, Jonathan O. Moseley, Gurdon S. Mum- 
ford, Thomas Newton, jr., Joseph H. Nicholson, John > 
Pugh, Josiah Quincy, Thomas M. Randolph, John Rea 
of Pennsylvania, Jacob Richards, John Russell, Peter 
Sailly, Martin G. Schuneman, Thomas Spalding, Rich- 
ard Stanford, William Stedman, Lewis B. Sturges, 
Samuel Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Philip. R.- 
Thompson, Uri Tracy, Philip Van Cortlandt, Killian 
K. Van Rensselaer, Eliphalet Wickes, Nathan Wil- 
liams, Alexander Wilson, Richard Winn, and Joseph 
Winston. 

The House proceeded further to amend the said 
bill: when, an adjournment being called for, the 
House adjourned. 


Wepnespay, March 19. 

A petition of sundry inhabitants of the county 
of Prince William, in the State of Virginia, was 
presented to the House and read, expressive of 
their wishes, and praying that the bill authorizing 
the erection of a bridge over the river Potomac, 
in‘the District of Columbia, may be passed into a 
law. 

Ordered, That the said petition do lie on the 
table. 

Mr. STANTON, one of the members from the 
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State of Rhode Island, presented to the House 
several resolutions of the General Assembly of 
the said, State, disagreeing to certain. resolutions 
of the Legislatures of the States of Kentucky. and 
Pennsylvania, proposing. an. amendment. to the 
Constitution of the United States, so as to confine 
the, judicfary power. of. the. courts of: the United 
States. to.certain cases.in.the said: resolution spe- 
cified; which were read, and ordered to lie on the 
table. 

-Mr. Greag, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands; to whom was referred, on the fourth ulti- 
mo, the memorial of the regents of the Univer- 
sity of Orleans, made a report thereon; which 
was read, and ordered to be referred to a Com- 
mittee of: the whole House on Saturday next. 

On motion, it was- 

Resolved, That the committee to whom was 
referred so much of the Message of the President 
of'the United States “as relates to the organiza- 
tion and classification of the militia, and to. the. 
augmentation of our land forces, be directed to 
inquire into the expediency. of passing a declara- 
tory act relating to the exemption of mariners ac- 
tually employed in the sea service of any citizen 
or merchant within the United States from mili- 
tia duty; and.that the committee have. leave to 
Poort by bill, or otherwise. 

The House resumed the consideration of the 
bill authorizing .the. erection. of a bridge over the 
riyer. Potomac, in the. District of Columbia. 

Ordered,. That the. said: bill be engrossed, and. 
read the third time to-morrow. ` 

A message from.the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate, having been informed that the 
honorable James Jackson, Esq., one of the Sen- 
ators from the State of Georgia, died yesterday, 
have appointed a committee to take order for 
superintending his funeral. 

The House then proceeded to consider. the said 
message: Whereupon, 

Resolved, unanimously, That this House will 
attend, the funeral of James. Jackson, Esq., late 
a member of the Senate of the United States. 

Resolved, unanimously, That. the members. of 


this, House:do wear mourning on the left arm for. 


the space of one month, in testimony-of their. re- 
spect for the memory.of that distinguished Rev- 
olationary. patriot. 


CANAL AT THE RAPIDS OF THE OHIO. 


Mr. Boye, from the committee appointed, on 
the; tenth ultimo, on the memorial of the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Kentucky, made a report 
thereon; which was read, and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole, to whom was commit- 
ted, on the fifth instant, the report of.a. select 
cgmmittee.on.the petition of the President and 
Directors of the Chesapeake and Delaware Canal 
Company. The report is as follows: 

That, of the. practicability of opening the proposed 
canal, and of its preference to one contemplated on 
the opposite side of the river, as well on account of the 
greater facility of its accomplishment, as of the supe- 
rior advantages that would result to the navigation of 
the: river, when accomplished, may, in. the opinion of 


the committee, be correctly estimated by reference to a 
draught of part of the river, and’notes explanatory 
thereof, which accompany the memorial. Of the im- 
mense utility of the proposed canal no one can doubt 
who reflects for a moment.upon the vast extent of fer- 
tile country which is watered by the Ohio and its trib- 
utary streams,.and upon the incalculable amount of 
produce which must, of course, necessarily find its way 
to market by descending that river and encountering 
the danger.and difficulties of passing its rapids. But, 
besides the general advantages. which would result 
from the completion of the proposed canal, it is, in the 
opinion of the committee, particularly interesting to the 
United States, inasmuch as it would greatly enhance 
the value of the public lands northwest of the Ohio. 
There can be but little doubt that, by the additional value 
it would give to the public lands, the United States 
would be more than remunerated for the aid which the 
Legislature of Kentucky have. solicited. 

From these. considerations the committee would. not 
hesitate to recommend a: donation. or subscription of 
shares to the amount: contemplated by the law of the 
Legislature of Kentucky. incorporating the. Ohio Canal - 
Company, .if they believed. the. state of the public. 
finances.was such as to justify it.. But, from. the ap- 
plications already made for.aid in opening. canals, it is 
probable that, if the United States enter upon expenses. 
of this kind, those expenses cannot be inconsiderable; 
and, as. the revenue..of: the United States is already. 
pledged, almost to the full amount, for purposes, though, 
not more useful, yet more urgent, the committee are: 
induced to submit the following. resolution: . 

Resolved, That itis inexpedient to. grant, at present,. 
the aid solicited by the Legislature. of: Kentucky, in- 
opening a canal to avoid the rapids. of the Ohio... 


Tuurspay, March 20. 


A.Message was. received. from the President-of 
the United States, communicating information in 
relation to innovations of Spanish. troops.on the 
Sabine. The Message .was. read,..and,. together 
with the documents transmitted. therewith, or-: 
dered to lie on the table.: 

The Sreaxer laid before the House a letter and 
report from the Postmaster General, transmitting 
a list of the names of persons who have made.: 
contracts for carrying. the mail of the United’ 
States, since the last day of December, one thou- 
sand eight hundred and four, showing the terms. 
and duration of each contract, respectively ; made. 
in pursuance of a resolution of the. House of the 
thirteenth instant; which were read, and ordered: 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. CLARK, from the committee to. whom was 
referred, on the fifth instant, a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, communicating the nature 
and extent of the services rendered to the.captive 
crew of the late frigate Philadelphia, by his Dan- 
ish Majesty’s Consul at Tripoli, made a. report 
thereon; which was read and considered: Where- 
upon, the resolution contained in the said report, 
in the form of a joint resolution of the two Houses 
being twice read at the Clerk’s table, in the words 
following, to wit: 

Resolved, by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress as- 
sembled, That-the President.of the United States be. 
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requested to cause to be made known to Nicholas C. 
~ Nissen, Esq., his Danish Majesty’s Consul, residing at 
Tripoli, the high sense entertained by Congress of his 
disinterested and benevolent attentions manifested to 
Captain Bainbridge, his officers, and crew, during the 
of their captivity in Tripoli. 

Ordered, That the said resolution be engrossed 
and read the third time to-morrow. 


Fripay, March 21. 


Seyeral. petitions of the inhabitants of the city 
New. York, signed by sundry of the said in- 
ants, in behalf of the several wards of the 
ity, were presented to the House and read, 
ing that permanent defence for the city and 
port of New York, may be speedily commenced, 
‘Scale that will insure protection against na- 
al hostility, or predatory incursions; and that 
harbor of New York.may be made the station 
uch ships of war as are not otherwise em- 
—Referred to a Committee of the whole 
Guse on the state of the Union. 
Mr. Moumrorp, from the. committee appointed 
the seventeenth instant, presented a bill to pro- 
it the importation of certain goods, wares, and 
chandise; which was read twice, and com- 
ed to a Committee of the whole House on 
Onday next. . 
‘Mr. Tuomas, from the. Committee on the Post 
fice and Post Roads, presented a bill further to 
and establish certain post roads; which was 
| twice and committed to a Committee of the 
le House on Monday next. 
The Srgeaxer laid before the House a letter 
m the Postmaster General, showing the ob- 
petons to the transmission of the. mail from 
thens, in the State of Georgia, to New Orleans; 
d iving an estimate of the probable expense of 
pening a horse road between the same points, 
dein pursuance of a resolution of the House, 
the seventeenth instant; which were read, and 
ferred to the Committee of the whole House, to 
om was committed, on the twentieth ultimo, 
il. making appropriations for the support of 
‘nment, for the year one thousand eight hun- 
land six. 
r. CROWNINSHIELD, from the Committee of 
merce and Manufactures, presented a bill for 
ng certain light-houses in the State of Massa- 
tts, and for building a beacon or pier at 
geport, in the State of Connecticut; which 
read twice and committed to a Committee of 
‘Whole House. on Monday next. 
e engrossed resolution, in the form of a joint 
ution of the two Houses, expressive of the 
of Congress of the disinterested and benevo- 
ttentions of his Danish Majesty’s Consul at 
Oli, to Captain Bainbridge, his officers, and 
j, during their captivity at Tripoli, was read 
third time. 
esolved, unanimously, That the said resolu- 
do pass, and that the Clerk of this House do 
the same to the Senate, and desire thir con- 
ce. 
Barty offered the following resolution; 


Resolved, That the standing and select: committees 
be directed to report on all the business heretofore re- 
ferred to them, and now depending, before the last 
Wednesday of the present month. 

Mr. J. C. Smiru opposed this motion, and. sug- 
gested the propriety of acting on. the resolution 
relative to an adjournment. 

Mr. Harty withdrew his motion, and said that. 
he would pursue this course.. 

Mr. E. then withdrew the resolution offered by 
him a few days since, relative to an adjournment, 
and substituted in lieu thereof a resolution direct- 
ing the President of the Senate and the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives to adjourn the 
two Houses on the first Monday of April. 

Mr. Smitiz moved a postponement of the con- 
sideration of this resolution until. Monday week, 
to allow, in the interim, time for the adoption of, 
the national business before the House. 

Mr. Earty disclaimed any intention to defeat 
the measure alluded to by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

After some further debate the motion of post- 
ponement prevailed. 


RULES OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. Tuomas said he wished to submit a motion. 
to amend the rules of the House and he would, in 
a few words, state the reason which influenced 
him. 

The bill, said Mr. T., for a partial non-importa- 
tion of the products and manufactures of Great 
Britain, is now before us, and we shall soon. be 
again engaged on the subject of our differences. 
with that nation: a subject which has been, and 
probably will be again, embraced as a theme, on. 
which much of the precious time of this House 
has been spent, and I thinkits dignity prostrated ; 
in talking about, and animadverting on all the lit- 
tle local party divisions, which have been artfully 
attempted to be raised in different sections of this 
Union by designing individuals and newspaper 
writers, but which, as to principle, do not in re- 
ality exist: in attempting, by low epithets and per- 
sonal allusions, to criminate the present Chief Ma- 
gistrate of this country, who not only possesses the 
entire confidence, and is the pride and boast of al-. 
most unanimous America, but has been eulogized. 
throughout Burope,and the whole civilized world, 
for the salutary measures which he has recom- 
mended and adopted, to lessen his own patronage, 
to lighten the burdens of the people, to. preserve 
peace, and to render their independence, freedom, 
and happiness, permanent and secure, and whose 
political life will be transmitted tu posterity, in the 
fairest pages of history, asa model of pubiic virtue, 
and true patriotism: In canvassing for the elec- 
tion of another President; in attempting to excite 
jealousies, and disturb the harmony and unanmity 
of the nation, at this momentous crisis—besides 
the low personal abuse, which, while that subject 
was before under consideration, has beea levelled 
at a great number of the most respectable members . 
of this House—all of which, I deem a gross vio- 

} lation of its dignity, and the honor of the nation, 
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and which I will set my face against, while I am 
honored with a seat on this floor. 

Our rules, on this subject, are either misconstrued 
or they are defective—I shall, therefore, propose 
an alteration. 

But by this, said Mr. T., I wish not to be under- 
stood, ashaving any reference tothe low invectives 
directed at myself, the other day, by a member, 
whom I, exercising a Constitutional right, called 
to order, when, in my opinion, he was outraging 
decency and decorum—for I viewed that only as 
a stroke in the desperate struggle of one, who, from 
disappointment and chagrin, was politically stran- 
gled by his own hands, and just expiring. I feel 
far above being affected by anything of this kind, 
individually, but I feel for the dignity of this House 
and for the reputation of the American Govern- 
ment—and in order, if possible, to prevent this 
kind of transgression in future, by bringing ques- 
tions of order fairly before the Chair and -the 
House, I will submit the following resolution: 


Resolved, That when a member is called to order by 
another, he shall immediately sit down, and the mem- 
ber calling the other to order shall then be allowed to 
state the points which he objects to, as being out of 
order, so that the decision of the Chair and the House 
may be taken thereon. 


The resolution was ordered to lie on the table. 


POSTMASTER GENERAL. 


Mr. Crarx said: Mr. Speaker, I rise to lay a 
resolution on the table, which I have for some time 
past kept in my drawer. I willdo this witha view 
of affording this House an opportunity of exerci- 
sing one of its Constitutional powers. I consider 
the House of Representatives as the immediate 
guardians of the rights of those whom they repre- 
sent. They are more dispersed throughout the 
United States than any other class of public men, 
and from them on their return home the people 
may rationally expect a more complete informa- 
tion of what is passing here than from any other 
persons. In so exfensive a country there is a bet- 
ter chance of their affairs being known through 
this organ than through licentious presses. With 
regard to the publie character, who is the object 
of this resolution, I have long had suspicions, and 
I have since found, from what I consider good au- 
thority, these suspicions confirmed. Ihave good 
reason to believe that a man high in office, no 
other man than the Postmaster General of the 
United States, has been combining and machina- 
ting against the representatives of the people, and 
that he has used his efforts to seduce a press (Mr. 
Cuarx is understood to have alluded to the Au- 
rora) to aid him in a claim depending before this 
House. I know of one authority which could re- 
lieve this House from the necessity of discharging 
what may be considered an unpleasant duty, by 
getting rid of what may be called a public nui- 
sance—I mean the President of the United States, 
It is because I believe that great and good man, 
whose greatest fault, if he has a fault, consists in 
his goodness, has not been fully informed on this 
subject, that this course is rendered necessary. I 


have such confidence in the President, that I be- 
lieve, if he had received this information, he would 
not have suffered his officer to remain a moment 
in place. But good, just, and honest himself, he 
listens to earwigs who surround him, who extol 
this officer, and whisper sweet things in his favor, 
I think it isa duty I owe to the Government to 
take this step. As to the representative part of it 


I have little apprehension, as I know that in case `~ 


of misconduct the election screw, that admirable 
feature of the system, will apply an abundant rem- 
edy. But when an officer in the Executive De- 
partment is found to be undeserving of confidence 
it is right that the people should know it; and, 
with the convictions I entertain, I should not do 
my duty if I did not make this motion, before the 
end of my political life, which may in a few days 
expire—I therefore submit the following resolution: 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire 
into the conduct of Gideon Granger, Postmaster Gen- 
eral of the United States, and report their opinion whe- 
ther the said Gideon Granger hath so acted in his ca- 
pacity of Postmaster General, as to require the inter- 
position of the Constitutional power of this House. 

The House having agreed to consider this res- 
olution, ; 

Mr. Dana suggested the expediency of letting ` 
it lie for a day, as an important principle was in- 
volved in its adoption. * wee 

Mr. Cuarx replied, that though he felt the 
strongest disposition to be obliging, he could not 
agree to the postponement. The session was pres- 
sing towards a close, and there was no time to be 
lost. The inquiry ought to be made, that the of- 
ficer implicated might, if innocent, be acquitted; 
and if guilty, be dismissed from office. 

Mr. Jacxson hoped the resolution would not 
be permitted to lie unacted on. It is certainly a 
duty due by gentlemen on this floor, as well to their 
constituents, as to the gentleman inculpated, to 
call for an investigation. _Thisduty my colleague 
has now undertaken, and I rejoice atit; for when 
this same officer was accused at a former session, 
and asked an inquiry into his conduct, we were 
told he should not be indulged in that high honor. : 
I trust bis conduct will now be inquired into ; that ~ 
if guilty, he will be removed from office, or if in- 
nocent, he may be honorably acquitted. 

Mr. Lyon was likewise in favor of an immedi- 
ate agreement to the resolution, and remarked that 
it was exactly the thing solicited the last session 
by the Postmaster General. f 

Mr. Smıium said it was proper that an inquiry 
should be made whenever there were any allega- 
tions of criminality ; without such allegations he 
was not ready to vote for this inquiry—should they 
be made he should be ready to vote for it. 

Mr. Cuarx said he had stated, what he thought 
would have been distinctly heard throughout the < 
House, that he had been well informed, and which 
he believed could be established by unexceptionable 
testimony, that the Postmaster General had con- 
spired against the representatives cf the people by 
attempting to seduce a press in favor of aclaim he 
had before the House. i 

Mr. Smu observed that he had not before 
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heard this allegation stated; having heard it, he 
was ready to vote in favor of the inquiry. 
Mr. Suoan said the resolution ought to unite all 
‘descriptions of members in itsfavor—those friendly 
«to its object, those inimical to it, and if there were 
‘any, those neuter to it; especially after the request 
made by the Postmaster General-at the last. session 
“to the same effect. 
`. The resolution was then agreed to without a 
division, and a committee of inquiry appointed, 
-eonsisting of Messrs. CLarx, Roger NELSON, 
Brwewt, J. Cray, Prrein, D. R. WiLurams, and 
CLINTON. 
: POTOMAC BRIDGE. 


An engrossed bill to authorize the erection of a 
“bridge over the river Potomac, iv. the District of 
‘Columbia, was read the third time; and on the 
question that the said bill do pass, it was resolved 
in the affirmative—yeas 61, nays 52, as follows: 

<  Yxuase-Evan Alexander, Joseph Barker, Burwell 
“Bassett, George M. Bedinger, Silas Betton, William 
“Blackledge, John Boyle, William Butler, Levi Casey, 
» v Martin Chittenden, John Claiborne, Chris. Clark, Mat- 
~ "thew Clay, Orchard Cook, Elias Earle, Ebenezer El- 
“tier, William Ely, James Fisk, James M. Garnett, 
“Peterson Goodwyn, Silas Halsey, Seth Hastings, Wil- 
diam Helms, David Hough, Walter Jones, J ames:Kelly, 
Nehemiah Knight, Joseph Lewis, junior, Matthew 
“yon, William McCreery, Nicholas R. Moore, Thomas 
Moore, Jonathan O. Mosely, Thomas Newton, jun., 
Joseph H. Nicholson, Josiah Quincy, John Randolph, 
‘Thomas M. Randolph, Jacob Richards, John Russell, 
Peter Sailly, Thomas Sammons, Martin G. Schuneman, 
Henry Southard, Thomas Spalding, Richard Stanford, 
Joseph Stanton, William Stedman, Lewis B. Sturges, 
Samuel Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Philip R. 
Thompson, Uri Tracy, Abram Trigg, Killian K. Van 
` Rėénsselaer, Peleg Wadsworth, Eliphalet Wickes, Na- 
‘than Williams, Alexander Wilson, Richard Winn, and 
«Joseph Winston. 
~ “NaxsIsaac Anderson, David Bard, Barnabas Bid- 
“well, John Blake, jun., Thoinas Blount, Robert Brown, 
“George W. Campbell, John Campbell, John Chandler, 
Jacob Crowninshield, Samuel W. Dana, John Daven- 
‘port, jun., John Dawson, William Dickson, Peter Early, 
antes: Elliot, Caleb Ellis, John W. Eppes, William 
+“Pindiey, John Fowler, Charles Goldsborough, Edwin 
iGray, Andrew Gregg, Isaiah L. Green, John Hamil- 
“don, David: Holmes, Durican.MacF arland, Patrick Ma- 
gruer, Robert Marion, Josiah Masters, Jeremiah Mor- 
‘tow, John Morrow, Jeremiah Nelson, Roger Nelson, 
Gideon Olin, Timothy. Pitkin; junior, John Rea of 
„Pennsylvania, John Rhea of Tennessee, Thomas Sand- 
rd, Ebenezer Seaver, James Sloan, John Smilie, 
John Cotton Smith, John Smith, Samuel Smith, Thom- 
W. Thompson, Joseph B. Varnum, Matthew Wal- 
on, John Whitehill, David R. Williams, and Marmaduke 
‘Williams. 
About 2 o'clock Mr. D. R. WruLiams said he 
hada motion to make, which required the gal- 
ries tò be cleared. They were accordingly 
eared. 


Savrurpay, March 22. 

: A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the: Senate -have passed the bill, entitled “An: 
act to: regulate and fix the compensations of the. 
9th Con.—27 


| tives,” with several amendments; to 


‘officers of the Senate and House of Representa- 
which they 
desire the concurrence of this House. 

A petition of sundry inhabitants of the Territo- 
ry of Louisiana was presented to the House and 
read, praying that an amendment may be made 
to the act, entitled “An act for ascertaining. and 
adjusting the titles and claims to land within the 
Territory of Orleans, and the District of Louisi- 
ana,” confirming all bona fide concessions of land 
to the inhabitants of the said Territory, prior to 
the cession thereof to the United States; that the 
benefits contained in the second section of the said 
act may be extended to all heads of families who 
were employed in the cultivation of the earth for 
themselves and others, anterior to the aforesaid 
cession ; that a grant of two hundred acres of land 
may be made to each person resident within the 
said District for sixteen years and upwards; and 
that the time for entering and recording the claims 
and titles to land within the Territory of Louisi- 
ana may be extended to the first day of March, 
one thousand eight hundred and seven —Referr- 
ed to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

The Speaker laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a list of bills drawn by the Minister Plenipoten- 
tiary of the United States at Paris, on the Treas- 
ury of the United States, for claims embraced by 
the convention with the French Republic, of 
April thirtieth, one thousand eight hundred and 
three, which have been presented at the Treasury, 
previous to the fourteenth of March, one thou- 
sand eight hundred and six; in pursuance of a 
resolution of the House of the thirteenth instant; 
which were read, and ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TALLMADGE, from the committee to whom 
was referred, on the sixth instant, the amend- 
ments proposed by the Senate to the bill, entitled 
“An act relating to bonds given by marshals,” re- 
ported to the House their agreement to the same, 
with several amendments. E 

The House proceeded to consider the said 
amendments: Whereupon, 

Resolved, That this House do agree to the same. 

Mr, Joan Ranvoupn, from the Committee of 

Ways and Means, to whom were referred, on the 
‘twenty-fourth, thirtieth, and thirty-first of De- 
cember, and on the second and ‘sixteenth of Jan- 
uary last, sundry petitions of purchasers of public 
lands in the State of Ohio, and in the Indiana 
Territory, made a report thereon; which was 
read, and ordered to be referred to a Committee 
of the whole House on Monday next. : 

The House proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments proposed by the Senate to the bill, entitled 
“An act to regulate and fix the compensations-of 
the officers of the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives:” Whereupon, the said amendments, 
together with the bill, were committed to Mr. 
Leis, Mr. Trice, and Mr. Seaver. 

Mr. Jackson moved the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
‘and he is hereby, directed to lay before the House a 
statement of the quantity of lands:sold-in the State. of 
Ohio, in each year, from the thirtieth day of June,-one 


ae 


. of the bill, and observed that he hoped the mea- 


. dle road, and afterwards appropriating a like sum 


-fund from which the making of roads to Ohio is 


835 ` HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 836 


DES a eta renee Paro a a 
H. or R. Rules of the House— Coast of N. Carolina—Cumberland Road. Maron, 1806. 
——————— 
thousand eight hundred and two, up to the period of 
the last returns made to the Treasury. Department, 
with the amount for which they were sold: 

Ordered, That the said motion do lie on the 
table. 


a violation of it to lay out a single road. Mr. J. 
regretted that the subject had been so long de- 
layed, and observed that when it was previously 
before the House, he had meant to offer a resolu- 
tion calling on the Secretary of the Treasury for 
the amount of the lands sold since June 30, 1802; 
in which purpose he had been frustrated by an 
adjournment. Fearing that the subject would 
not this session be deliberately examined, from 
its competition with other important objects, and 
believing that the bill contained an exceptionable 
principle, he should concur in the motion of post- 
ponement. Bay 

Mr. Bepincer opposed the postponement, and 
advocated the bill. He observed that he was 
well acquainted with the route contemplated in 
the bill, and he considered it the shortest and best 
r the general interests of the Union. p4 
Mr. R. Neuson likewise opposed the postpone- 
ment, and advocated the bill, whose object was, 
he thought, as important as that of any business 
before the House. He viewed the idea of the 
compact being violated by, in the first instance, 
laying out one road instead of three as strange 
and unfounded—inasmucb as the laying out onc 
road did not supersede the right of afterwards 
laying out another. Mr. N. further advocated 
the bill as fixing a route most convenient to the 
three States of Pennsylvania, Maryland, and 
Virginia.“/ “eo 

Mr. Jackson said he was not adverse himself 
to acting on this business this session, if he could 
be convinced that.the House would pay to it a 
full and dispassionate attention. He was, how- 
ever, persuaded this would not be the case. Mr. 
J. spoke also at some length against the route | 
contemplated by the bill, and the inadequacy of — | 
ae fund to forming so vast and difficult a turn- 

ike. 
$ Mr. Lyon opposed the postponement, and ad- 
vocated the bill, under the impression that the 
route proposed would be of great benefit to the 
Western people. Po 

Mr. Conran supported the postponment, on 
the idea that the proper course of proceeding was 
for the States first to lay out roads, and for Con- 
gress then to aid them by appropriating this fund. 
He thought it was desirable that there should be 
three roads, one from each of the States of Penn- 
sylvania, Maryland, and Virginia. {a 

Mr. Lere was against the bill, because he con- 
sidered the measure contemplated by it prema- 
ture. What authority have Congress to lay out 
this road before they have obtained the consent of 
the States? Considering the expense of laying 
out this route, he looked upon the bill as merely 
making an appropriation for the benefit of com- 
missioners and chain-carriers. 

Mr. Morrow, of Ohio, believing this road 
would be conducive to the interests of the West- 
ern people, that it was the best and most direct 
route, and that the fund would be adequate to the 
object, was adverse to the postponement, and in 
favor of the bill. Pa 

Mr. Finney believed the best way was to ap- 
point disinterested. Commissioners, and after re- 


RULES OF THE HOUSE. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the report of the committee to 
whom was referred, on the seventh ultimo, a 
resolution to inquire into the expediency of 
amending the standing rules and orders of the 
House, so far as to prescribe the mode of keeping 
the Journals; and, after some time spent therein, 
the Committee rose and reported to the House 
their agreement to the same, in the words follow- 
ing, to wit: 

«That the name of the member who presents a pe- 
tition, or memorial, or who offers a resolution to th 
consideration of the House, be inserted on the Jour- 
nals.’ 

“That every written motion made to the House be 
inserted on the Journals, with the name of the mem- 
‘her making it, unless it be withdrawn on the same 
day on which it was submitted :” Whereupon, 

Resolved, That this House do agree to the said 
report, to be established as amendments to the 
standing rules and orders of the House. 


COAST OF NORTH CAROLINA. 


The House went into a Committee of the 
Whole on the bill directing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to cause to be surveyed the coast of 
ae Carolina, between Cape Hatteras and Cape 

ear. 

Mr. CROWNINSHIELD advocated the principle 


sure contemplated by it would be the commence- 
ment of a system for surveying the whole coast, 
by which, he had no doubt, many lives and much 
property would be saved. 

The bill appropriates five thousand dollars for 
the survey. 

No opposition having been made, the Commit- 
tee rose, and the House ordered the bill to a third 
reading on Monday. 


CUMBERLAND ROAD. 


The House having agreed to consider the bill 
from the Senate for laying out a road from Cum- 
berland, in the State of Maryland, to the State of 
Ohio, Mr. Lem moved to postpone the bill in- 
definitely. ` : r 

Mr. Cuarx supported this motion. He thought 
there was not sufficient time to act on the bill 
during this session. He declared his wish to be 
to lay out three roads, one from some point in 
Pennsylvania, one from some point in Maryland, 
and one from some point in Virginia, expending, 
in the first instance, an adequate sum on the mid- 


to each of the other roads. 
Mr. Jackson gave a concise history of the 


to be effected; and stated his opinion that, inas- 
much as the compact with Ohio provided for the 
laying out “turnpike or-other roads,” it would be 
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ceiving their report, to designate the route. He 
said he had travelled this road, and believed thata 
better one could be designated. He should, there- 
fore, vote for the postponement, and then in favor 
of appointing Commissioners, should that mea- 
sure be proposed. : 
Mr. SmiLie was opposed to a postponement. * * 
Mr. Lewis took nearly the same ground with 
Mr. FINDLEY. à 
When the question on an indefinite postpone- 
ment was taken by yeas and nays, and lost—yeas 
51, nays 59, as follows: : 
Yuas—Isaac Anderson, David Bard, Burwell Bas- 
_ set, Barnabas Bidwell, John Blake, jun., Robert Brown, 
William Butler, John Chandler, John Claiborne, Chris- 
topher Clark, Joseph Clay, Frederick Conrad, Elias 
Earle, Ebenezer Elmer, John W. Eppes, William 
Findley, James M. Garnett, Peterson Goodwyn, Isaiah 
L. Green, William Helms, David Holmes, John G. 
` Jackson, Walter Jones, Thomas Kenan, Michael Leib, 
Joseph Lewis, jun., Josiah Masters, Thomas Moore, 
Gurdon S. Mumford, Thomas Newton, jun., Gideon 
Olin, John Pugh, John Randolph, John Rea of Penn- 
-sylvania, John Rhea of Tennessee, Jacob Richards, 
+ -Peter Sailly, Thomas Sammons, Ebenezer Seaver, John 
~ Smith, Samuel Smith, Richard Stanford, Joseph Stan- 
ton, David Thomas, Philip R. Thompson, Abram 
` Trigg, Robert Whitehill, Marmaduke Williams, Alex- 
» ander Wilson, Richard Winn, and Joseph Winston. 
Nays—-Evan Alexander, Willis Alston, jun., Jo- 
-seph Barker, George M. Bedinger, Silas Betton, Wil- 
liam Blackledge, Thomas Blount, James M. Broom, 
John Boyle, John Campbell, Orchard Cook, Leonard 
. Covington, Jacob Crowninshield, Samuel W. Dana, 
© Ezra Darby, John Davenport, jun., John Dawson, Peter 
Early, James: Elliot, Caleb Ellis, William Ely, James 
Fisk, John Fowler, Charles Goldsborough, Silas Hal- 
` sey, John Hamilton, Seth Hastings, David Hough, 
. James Kelly, Matthew Lyon, Duncan McFarland, 
~ Patrick Magruder, Robert Marion, William McCreery, 


-+ Nicholas R. Moore, Jeremiah Morrow, Roger Nelson, 


Joseph H. Nicholson, Timothy Pitkin, jun., Josiah 
“Quincy, Thomas M. Randolph, John Russell, Thomas 
Sandford, John Smilie, John Cotton Smith, Henry 


“a Southard, Thomas Spalding, Samuel Taggart, Ben- 


= jamin Tallmadge, Samuel Tenney, Philip Van Cort- 
landt, Killian K. Van Rensselaer, Joseph B. Var- 


num, Daniel C. Verplanck, Peleg Wadsworth, Mat- 


` thew Walton, John Whitehill, Eliphalet Wickes, and 
> David R. Williams. 

Mr. Jackson moved a postponement to Mon- 
day, with the view of obtaining information from 
the Secretary of the Treasury of the quantity of 

. land sold since the 30th of June, 1802. 
Mr. Morrow, of Ohio, hoped the postponement 
would not prevail. He stated that the informa- 
> tion desired was before the House, considered it 
as sufficient to act on, and remarked that there 
would exist a fund of near forty thousand dollars 
on the Ist of next October. 
> On postponing the bill till Monday, the House 
divided—yeas 51, nays 56. 
Mr. CLAIBORNE moved a recommitment of the 
bill. to a select committee, considering the infor- 
mation before the House as not satisfactory. 
— “Mr. CLARK supported the motion, on which the 
House divided—yeas 50, nays 58. 


The House then took up the amendments 
agreed to in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. Jackson spoke at considerable length 
against the route designated in the bill, and con- 
cluded by offering a proposition amendatory of 
an amendment of the Senate—allowing a discre- 
tion to lay out the road at any point between 
Steubenville and Grave river, on the Ohio—so as 
to allow a like discretion with that contemplated 
on the Potomac, between the points of Cumber- 
land and Western Port. 

The House concurred in the amendment of the 
Committee of the Whole, and non-concurred in 
that of Mr. Jackson. 

Mr. Crark offered a motion which went to 
modify the bill, so as to direct the laying out three 
roads instead of one. 

The Speaxer declared this motion out of order, 
as it affected an amendment already agreed to. 

Whereupon a question to reconsider the amend- 
ment, in order to try the sense of the House on 
Mr. Cuarx’s motion, was taken, and lost—yeas 
44, nays 47. 

Mr. Jackson moved to recommit the bill; which 
motion having been negatived, the bill was or- 
dered to a third reading on Monday. 


Monpay, March 24. 


A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate adhere to their ‘amendment, disa- 
greed to by this House, to the bill, entitled “An 
act for the relief of Peter Landais.” 

Mr. J. C. Smitu, from the managers appoiiited 
on the seventeenth instant, on the part of this 
House, to attend a conference with the Senate on 
the subject-matter of the amendment depending 
between the two Houses to the last-mentioned bill, 
made a report; on which, the House proceeded to 
reconsider the amendment of the Senate.disagreed 
to by this House to the said bill: Whereupon, 

Resolved, That this House doth recede from 
their disagreement to the said amendment. 

The House proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments proposed by the Senate to the bill, entitled 
“An act for establishing rules and articles for the 
government of the Armies of the United States: 
Whereupon, 

Resolved, That this House doth disagree to the 
amendment of the eighty-ninth article of the said 
bill, which proposes to strike out the word “ fifty,” 
and to insert, in lieu thereof, the words “one hun- 
dred ;” and, also, to so much of the last amend- 
ment of the said bill as is contained in the words 
following, to wit: “including the manner of wear- 
ing the hair: but this power shall not be exercised 
over the militia.” ; 

Resolved, That this House doth agree to all the 
other amendments proposed. by the Senate to the 
said bill. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 


that the Senate agree to the two first amendments 


of this House to the amendments proposed by the 


| Senate to the bill, entitled “An act relating to 


bonds given by Marshals,” and disagree to the 
third of the said amendments. 
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Boyle, John Campbell, George Clinton, jr., Leonard 
Covington, Jacob Crowninshield, Samuel W. Dana, 
Ezra Darby, John Davenport, jr, John Dawson, Peter. 
Early, James Elliot, Caleb Elis, William Ely, James 
Fisk, John Fowler, Charles Goldsborough, Silas Hal-: 
sey, John Hamilton, Seth Hastings, David Hough,’ 
James Kelly, Matthew Lyon, Duncan McFarland, Pat»: 
rick Magruder, Robert Marion, William McCreery, 
Nicholas R. Moore, Jeremiah Morrow, Jonathan Q.: 
Mosely, Gurdon 8. Mumford, Jeremiah Nelson, Roger. 
Nelson, Joseph H. Nicholson, Timothy Pitkin, jr, Jo- 
siah Quincy, Thomas M. Randolph, Thomas Sandford, 
John Smilie, John Cotton Smith, Henry Southard, Tho- 
mas Spalding, William Stedman, Lewis B. Sturges, 
Samuel Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Samuel Ten- 
ney, Thomas W. Thompson, Uri Tracy, Philip Van 
Cortlandt, Killian K. Van Rensselaer, Joseph B. Var- 
num, Daniel C. Verplanck, Peleg Wadsworth, Matthew 
Walton, David R. Williams, and Nathan Williams. 

And then the main question being taken that 
the said bill do. pass, it was resolved in the affirm- 
ative—yeas 66, nays 50, as follows: 

Yras—Evan Alexander, Joseph Barker, George M: 
Bedinger, Silas Betton, Barnabas Bidwell, William 
Blackledge, Thomas Blount, James M. Broom, John 
Boyle, John Campbell, Martin Chittenden, George 
Clinton, jr, Leonard Covington, Jacob Crowninshieéld, ` 
Ezra Darby, John Davenport, jr, John Dawson, Wil- 
liam Dickson, Peter Early, James Elliot, Caleb Ellis, : 
morrow. Ebenezer Elmer, William Ely, James Fisk, John Fow- 
_ Anengrossed bill directing the Secretary of the ler, Charles Goldsborough, Andrew Gregg, Silas Hal- 
‘Treasury to cause the coast of North Carolina, | sey, John Hamilton, Seth Hastings, James Kelly, Mat- 
‘between Cape Hatteras and Cape Fear, to be sur- | thew Lyon, Duncan McFarland, Patrick Magruder, . 


“veyed, was read the third time and passed—ayes74. Robert Marion, William McCreery, Nicholas R. Moore, 
: Jeremiah Morrow, Jonathan O. Mosely, Gurdon:S. 
CUMBERLAND ROAD. 


Monte Jeremiah Nelson, Roger Nelson, Tot : 
A bill for laying out and making a road from icholson, Timothy Pitkin, jr., Josiah Quincy, Thomas 
Cumberland, in Maryland, to the State of Ohio, M. Randolph, Thomas Sandford, John Smilie John Oot- 
«was read the third time ton Smith, Henry Southard, T'homas Spalding, Joseph 
ps : KERE Stanton, William Stedman, Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel: 
„Mr. Homes moved to postpone the bill indefi- Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Samuel Tenney, Tho- 
_nitely, and observed, that, if this motion prevailed, | mas W. Thompson, Philip Van Cortlandt, Killian X, 
he ‘should offer a motion for the appointment of | Van Rensselaer, Joseph B. Varnum, Daniel C. Ver 
_ commissioners, by the President, to explore a route. planck, Peleg Wadsworth, Matthew ‘Walton, David R. 
Messrs. SLOAN, BARD, CLARK, OLIN, FINDLEY, y l 

and Jackson, supported; and Messrs. McCREERY, 


‘Williams, and Nathan Williams 
` Benwaer, Lyon, and R. Ne.son, opposed this 


Nays—lIsaac Anderson, David Bard, Burwell Basset, 

ED! ! } Robert Brown, William Butler, John Chandler, John 
“motion; which was disagreed to—yeas 52, nays 64, new 
as follows: 


Claiborne, Christopher Clark, Joseph Clay, Matthew 
Yras—Isaac Anderson, David Bard, Burwell Bas- 
gett, Robert Brown, William Butler, John Chandler, 


Clay, Frederick Conrad, Orchard Cook, Elias Bart 
William Findley, James M. Garnett, Peterson Good- 
wyn, Edwin Gray, Isaiah L. Green, William “Helms, 
John Claiborne, Christopher Clark, Joseph Clay, Mat- | David Holmes, John G. Jackson, Thomas Kenan, Ne- 
‘thew Clay, Frederick Conrad, Orchard Cook, Elias 
Earle, Ebenezer Elmer, William Findley, James M. 
“Garnett, Peterson Goodwyn, Edwin Gray, Isaiah L. 


hemiah Knight, Michael Leib, Joseph Lewis, jr, Josiah 
‘Green, William Helms; David Holmes, John G. Jack- 


Masters, Thomas Moore, John Morrow, Thomas New- 
ton, jr., Gideon Olin, John Pugh, John Rea of Penns 
sylvana, John Rhea of Tennessee, Jacob Richards, John 

‘gon, Thomas Kenan, Nehemiah Knight, Michael Leib, 

‘Joseph Lewis, jr., Josiah Masters, Thomas Moore, John 

. Morrow, Thomas Newton, jt., Gideon Olin, John Pugh, 


Russell, Peter Sailly, Ebenezer Seaver, James Sloan; 
John Smith, Samuel Smith, Richard Stanford, Philip. 
John Rea of Pennsylvania, John Rhea of Tennessee, 
+. Jacob Richards, John Russell, Peter Sailly, Ebenezer 


Thompson, Uri Tracy, Abram Trigg, John Whitehi 

Robert Whitehill, Marmaduke Williams, Alexander ` 
“Beaver, James Sloan, John Smith, Samuel Smith, Rich- 
ard Stanford, Joseph Stanton, Philip R. Thompson, 


Wilson, Richard Winn, and Joseph Winston. 
Abram Trigg, John Whitehill, Robert Whitehill, Eliph- 
„alet Wickes, Marmaduke Williams, Alexander Wilson, 
Richard Winn, and Joseph Winston. 
_ Naxs—Evan Alexander, Joseph Barker, George M. 
Bedinger, Silas Betton, Barnabas Bidwell, Wiliam 
Blackledge, Thomas Blount, James M. Broom, John 


Mr. Ler, from the committee to whom was 
Yeferred, on the twenty-second instant, the amend- 
_menis of the Senate to the bill, entitled “An act 
to regulate and fix the compensation of the offi- 
cers of the Senate and House of Representatives,” 
reported to the House their agreement to the same, 
without amendment. 

The House proceeded to consider the amend- 
‘ments proposed by the Senate to the said bill: 
“Whereupon, 
` Resolved, That this House doth disagree to the 
amendment proposed to be inserted as the second 
section of the said bill. 

Resolved, That this House doth agree to the 
other amendments of the Senate to the said bill. 

Mr. Nexson, from the committee appointed on 
the twenty-seventh of December last, presented a 
pill making a further appropriation towards com- | 
pleting the south wing of*the Capitol, at the City 

of Washington ; which was read twice, and com- 
‘mitted. to a Committee of the whole House to- 
“morrow. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole, on the bill prescribing the effect in each 
“State of the records of judgments and decrees of 

the courts of record of every other State. The 
bill was reported without amendment, and the 
further consideration thereof postponed until to- 


Turspay, March 25. 2 

Mr. Rocsr Neuson presented to the House a. 

petition of sundry officers of the Army, serving 

in the district of Louisiana, which was received ` 

and read, praying an augmentation of the pay: 
allowed them by law. : 
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Ordered, That the said petition be referred to 
the Secretary of War, with instruction to exam- 
ine the same, and report his opinion thereupon to 
the House. 

Mr. CROWNINSHIELD, from the Committee of 
Commerce and Manufactures, presented a bill to 
amend, in the cases therein mentioned, the “ Act 
to regulate the collection of duties on imports and 
tonnage ;” which was read twice. and committed 
to a Committee of the whole House on Thursday 
next, 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed a bill, entitled “ An 
act to explain the fifth section of an act, entitled 
‘An act to divide the Indiana Territory into two 
separate governments ;” to which they desire the 
concurrence of this House. 

On a motion made by Mr. Davin R. Witturams, 
that the House do come to the following resolu- 
tion : 

. Resolved, by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tides of the United States in Congress aed. That 
the Postmaster General be directed to cause the Post 
Office, for the City of Washington, to be kept, after 
the ——— day of » next, at or near the Capitol. 


ere That the said motion do lie on the 
table. 

The House. proceeded to consider their amend- 
ment, disagreed to by the Senate, to the last 
amendment of the Senate to the bill, entitled “An 
act relating to bonds given by marshals:” Where- 


upon, ; 
Resolved, That this House doth. insist on their 
said amendment to the amendment. 


IMPORTATION OF BRITISH GOODS. 


On motion of Mr. Mumrorp, the House re- 
solved itself into a Committee of the Whole, on 
the bill prohibiting the. importation of certain 
British goods, wares, and merchandise. 

The articles enumerated in this bill are the 
same. as those contained-in the resolution on 

which it was framed. [See ante, page 451.] 


Mr. Mumrorp moved to fill the blank, left for 
the time when the bill is to take effect, with the 
`. L5th of November next. 

Mr, J. Cuay moved the first of January, and 
Mr. CrowninsHigxp the first of July. 
`- . Mr. Momrorp said, while they were charging 

a foreign. Government with surprising their com- 

“merce, he hoped they would not do the same 
thing themselves. He was, therefore, opposed to 
the first of July, and in favor of the 15th of No- 
vember, 

‘Mr. Bipwe t spoke in favor of filling the blank 

with the 15th of November, and 

Mr. Buackinpas in favor of the ist of July. 
_ On agreeing to the first of January, the House 

divided—ayes 37, noes 67; the Federal members 

~ ¢ voting in the affirmative. 
., Oa agreeing to the 15th of November, 64 mem- 
bers rose on the affirmative side—carried. On 
this: question, the Federal members likewise voted 
mm the affirmative. 

Qa motion of Mr. Mumrorp, a blank was fill- 


ed, so as to make the section, amended, read as 
follows: f i 


“Woollen cloth, whose invoice price shall exceed. , 
five shillings sterling per square yard.” 


‘Mr. J. Chay moved to add to the enumerated 
articles “blank books ;” which motion was disa- 
greed to—ayes 39, noes 51. 

A motion, made by Mr. BARKER, to add “ iron 
hollow ware,” shared the same fate—ayes 38... 
noes 56, 

After some further amendments, not touching 
the principle of the bill, the Committee rose and 
reported their agreement to the bill. 

The House immediately considered, and agreed: 
to the amendments, and ordered the bill to be en- 
grossed for a third reading to-morrow, without a- 
division. 


DEFENCE OF PORTS AND HARBORS. 


On motion of Mr. Dawson, the House resolved. 
itself into a Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, on the resolutions for the better 
protection of our ports and harbors, referred to. 
them by order of the House, of the twenty-third of 
December last, in the words following, to wit: 

“Ist. Resolved, That a sum of money, not exceed- 
ing one hundred and fifty thousand dollars, be. appro- 
priated to enable the President of the United States to , 
cause our ports and harbors to be better fortified and., 
protected against any insult or injury. : 

“2d, Resolved, That a further sum of money, not, 
exceeding two hundred and fifty thousand dollars, be. 
appropriated to enable the President of the United. 
States to cause to be built a number of gunboats, not 
exceeding fifty, for the better protection of the harbors, ` 
coasts, and commerce of the United States. 

“3d. Resolved, That a further sum/of money, not 
exceeding six hundred and sixty thousand dollars, be 
appropriated to enable the President of the United 
States to cause to be built six line-of-battle ships, to be 
added to the Naval Establishment of the United: 
States.” ; 

The first resolution for appropriating $150,000: 
for the better protection of ports and harbors, was 
agreed to without debate—ayes 63, noes 60. 

The second resolution was read, for the appre-’ 
priation of $250,000 for the building of gunboats.’ 

Mr. Dawson moved to’strike out this sum, and: 
leave a blank, with the view of filling it with a 
larger sum in case the third resolution should be 
disagreed to. 

This motion was disagreed to—ayes 36. 

* When the resolution was agreed to—ayes 72. 

The third resolution was read, appropriating’ 
$660,000 toward the building of six line-of-battle 
ships. 

Mr. Newton moved to strike out $660,000, and: 
line-of-battle ships, so as to confine the resolution: 
to an appropriation, generally, for naval pur- 
poses. : 

This motion was lost—ayes 10. ; 

Mr. Masrers.— When the resolution brought 
before this House by the honorable gentleman 
from Pennsylvania was under consideration, F 


opposed that resolution, because I thought it was’ 


a system we could not abide by, and because it! 
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would injure this nation more than Great Britain, 
against whom it was intended to operate, and had 
‘a natural tendency to retaliation, revenge, and 
hostilities between the two nations. When the 
resolution was under consideration brought for- 
“ward by the honorable gentleman from Maryland, 
I voted for it, as a system by which we could 
-abide; and it might alarm the British nation, that 
the course of trade would be turned into other 
«channels; though I thought the measure taken, 

abstractly too weak to have the desired effect, I 
voted for it with a hope that the measure would 
be strengthened, by fortifying our ports and harbors, 
increasing our navy, and making such prepara- 
tions as to command more respect among foreign 
nations, and thereby aid and assist our negotia- 
tions, and have a tendency to preserve peace. 
Such is the course I wish to pursue for the inter- 
est of this nation, in order to maintain our inde- 
pendence which we have acquired, and preserve 
national security and existence, and prevent our 
industry and capitals employed in commerce, 
which is the resource of all our revenue, from be- 
ing swallowed up by foreign depredations: but 
opposition appears from various quarters of the 
House. Ihave heard it said “if you build seventy- 
four-gun ships, you must build enough to meet 
the European navies.” It cannot be intended for 
our infant navy to meet them in fleets, but it will 
serve as an-additional defence to our ports, and 
pom single ships ora number of ships from 

lockading our harbors, impressing our seamen, 
and hovering on our coasts, searching and plun- 
dering our vessels and thereby hinder such injur- 
ies and insults; which they cannot commit unless 
they send out fleets for that purpose, which will 
not be for their interest to do, because it will not 
quit their cost. 

I have also heard it said, “if you build seventy- 
four-gun ships they dare not go out of port, be- 
cause they will be taken.” This argument re- 
minds me of a boy who was put to school to get 
an education, and grow up in learning, and be- 
come a useful citizen incommunity. After being 
at school a space of time, he ran home. He then 
was asked what he came home for; he said, he 
did not like to goto school: was asked the reason; 
he replied he did not like to be whipped. He was 
asked if he had been whipped; he answered, oh! 
no, but he was afraid he should be. Though our 
navy has not yet been whipped, the gentleman is 
afraid it will be; therefore, does not want to build 
seventy-four-gun ships, nor increase our navy to 
grow up and protect commerce. 

At the commencement of this session, from the 
spirit of the Message of the Executive, which I 
believe the most popular Message that ever came 
from the President of the United States, and from 
the spirit and zeal both out of doors and in the 
House, it seemed as though there was an anxiety 
to press forward to the charge, and fight England, 
France, and Spain, all at once. When we come 
to bring energetic measures to the test, how are 
they likely to turn out? I am afraid we shall 
whittle down those measures into contempt and 
humiliation. We have appropriated only the sum 


of one hundred and fifty thousand dollars to for- 
tify our ports and harbors on an extensive sea- 
coast, of near two thousand miles, and passed a 
resolution for building a few gunboats. This is 
the main, unless you adopt the resolution imme- 
diately under consideration. 

Our farmers will begin to complain presently 
as well as the merchants, for agriculture will ne- 
cessarily fall with the ruin of commerce and trade; 
and it appears to me that neither commeree nor 
agriculture can flourish without protection; and 
the increase of commerce is the increase of our 
revenue, which is the increase of national wealth, 
and agricultural industry naturally goes with it, 
and cannot possibly increase without it; that in- 
terest improves in proportion to the encourage- 
ment it receives, and that encouragement is de- 
rived from the liberal price of produce which is 
derived from an extensive commerce, which bet- 
ters the condition and gives a spring to agricul- 
tural industry and mutual encouragement to both. 

The progress of agricultural industry in com- 
mercial nations is generally proportionate, which 
makes our large cities and towns. The capital 
employed in our market towns must be in propor- 
tion to the country; otherwise it operates to the 
disadvantage of agriculture. To widen the mar- 
ket is generally for the benefit of the public, but 
narrowing the competition must always be against 
it. The produce of the farmer is limited to the 
extent of the market; ifthe market is small the 
price is low; extend your commerce and you ex- 
tend the market. The growing improvement and 
cultivation of the soil advances with the com- 
merce and wealth of the country. Arts and in- 
dustry of every kind, with commerce, combine and 
advance together, and a nation grows rich by it; 
and the price of agricultural industry is more lib- 
eral and better rewarded in a society advancing 
io opulence than in one which is standing still or 
decaying. 

A nation which neglects protection fo commerce 
and despises it, cannot transact the same quantity 
of business which might otherwise be done; and 
the Government ought to protect and encourage 
the merchant to pursue his own lawful interest, 
according to his own judgment; that he may en- 
joy in perfect security the full recompense of his 
industry. It never can be for the benefit of the 
farming interest to discourage or distress the in- 
dustry of the mercantile States, because it serves 
to sink the real value of the surplus produce, and 
consequently the improvement and cultivation of 
the soil. If you neglect protection, you indirectly 
invite aggressions and discourage that very inter- 
est which you mean to promote. How are our 
citizens to procure money? It is foreign coin 
which circulates in this country, for the most part, 
and not our own; it is that which regulates more 
or less the whole business of common life; and 
the quantity of money naturally increases in every 
country with the increase of the wealth. The sur- 
plus of the country will not sell without a capital 
to purchase; on this depends in an essential and 
great degree the wealth of the nation. Though the 
superabundant produce of the country isan object 
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of foreign commerce, it is not so great an object 
as to induce other nations into our ports for it, 
because they can obtain the same produce else- 
where. 

It has been observed by an honorable member 
on this floor “that he conceived the increase of 
our navy as the beginning of the business;” by 
which I understand the beginning of the business 
under this Administration; and I never knew 
that this Administration, or any other Adminis- 
tration, or any political party, were opposed to 
protecting commerce, and increasing our navy 
for that purpose, when it became necessary for the 
good and welfare of the nation. Is it not now ne- 
cessary—is it not now time to awaken from this 
golden dream in which we have so long slept, 
when foreign nations have become so jealous and 
envious as to depredate and attempt to annihilate 
our commerce; when privateers and pirates infest 
our coasts; when national armed vessels blockade 
our harbors, and drag our seamen from their fami 
lies and country? Must we look calmly on and 
say protect yourselves? Is this the answer to be 
given to our citizens? Commerce protect itself! 
Is this legislating for the interest of the people of 
this nation? God forbid! It is unsuitable to the 
nature of Government; it is contrary to the laws 
of society, and the very principles upon which 
society is formed; and I hope may not be con- 
tinued in any longer. 

- The great end and intention of revenue, drawn 
from the community, is not only to support the 
necessary expenses of the Government, but to de- 
‘fend and protect every part of that community; 
and I have always understood, that it was the 
first and great duty of every wise and good Gov- 
ernment to take measures for the publie defence, 
and protect its citizens in their lawful pursuits. 
Qur navy ought not to be enfeebled and weak be- 
low the proportion of our natural strength and 
resources. Every individual has a general inter- 
est in the prosperity of the agriculture and com- 
merce of the country, and in the good manage- 
ment of its resources for the public defence and 
protection; to withhold that defence and protec- 
tion under the idea of economy, if it is not a sub- 
version of the term, it is to me a fallacious, mis- 
taken, and forced economy. The great pbject of 
political economy in every country is, and ought 
to be, to increase the riches and power of that 
country, 

Could I perceive, by increasing our navy, in 
building seventy-four-gun ships, and protecting 
commerce, it militated against the agricultural in- 
terest, I should be ambng the last to advocate it; 
but I think it is highly proper to protect it, toa 
certain extent, and that extent I would regulate 
by the surplus revenue arising from commerce, 
which I believe ought to be appropriated to protect 
that commerce. According to the Message of the 
President, there is one million of dollars, surplus, 
in the Treasury; and the Mediterranean fund of 
eight hundred thousand dollars, may be liberated 
from that object; and I hope that at least some 

art of this revenue will be appropriated to the 
building of seventy-four-gun ships. By mixing 


of such ships with the frigates, our navy will be- 
come much more powerful and respectable; and 
legislating on such principles is giving no prefer- 
ence to the commercial interest over the agri- 
cultural; and I wish to be expressly understood, 
not to increase our navy beyond the means arising 
from the surplus revenue: neither would I be un- 
derstood as advocating unjust monopolies, prohib- 
itions, improper bounties, exclusive charters and 
companies; these are abuses of the commercial 
system. 

In the course of some of the former debates, 
China was introduced as a model and pattern. It 
is to be remarked that China has articles of mer- 
chandise which no other nation has, which en- 
tices all nations to carry on commerce with her. 
Though China has long been one of the richest, 
best cultivated, and populous countries, yet it is 
to be remembered, the middling and lower classes 
of people are the most beggarly—thousands of 
families have no other habitations than in fishing 
boats, and the greater part of the community are 
poor and miserable; Such is the China sample. 

It is said commerce increases and promotes pro- 
digality. Suppose it does, Mr. Chairman, and 
add to it if you please equipage, luxury, curiosity, 
vanity, and ostentation; and what does it prove? It 
only argues that the principles of common pru- 
dence do not always govern individuals; never- 
theless it promotes industry and creates a fund 
for the support of society. Besides, it seldom 
happens that a nation is much affected by the pro- 
fusion of a few individuals; the principles of fru- 
gality seem to predominate among the greater 
part of mankind, taking the whole course of their 
lives together ; indeed, nations are never impover- 
ished by private, it is by public misconduct. 

Modern Europe furnishes an example that com- 
merce cannot flourish without some naval pro- 
tection, and I sincerely hope the resolution will 
be adopted. 

Messrs, Lyon and Coox. spoke at considerable 
length in favor of the resolution. 

The question was then taken on the resolution; 
which was rejected—only 30 members rose in 
favor of it. 

The House considered the report, when the first 
resolution was agreed to—yeas 78, nays 33, as fol- 
lows: 

Yeas—Evan Alexander, Silas Betton, Barnabas 
Bidwell, William Blackledge, John Blake, junior, 
Thomas Blount, James M. Broom, John Campbell, 
John Chandler, Martin Chittenden, John Claiborne, 
George Clinton, junior, Frederick Conrad, Orchard 
Cook, Jacob Crowninshield, Richard Cutts, Ezra 
Darby, John Davenport, junior, John Dawson, James 
Elliot, Caleb Ellis, Ebenezer Elmer, William Ely, John 
W.Eppes, William Findley, James Fisk, John Fow- 
ler, Charles Goldsborough, Andrew Gregg, Silas Hal- 
sey, Seth Hastings, William Helms, David Holmes, 
David Hough, Walter Jones, James Kelly, Thomas 
Kenan, Joseph Lewis, jr., Matthew Lyon, Duncan Me- 
Farland, Robert Marion, Josiah Masters, William Mc- 
Creery, Nicholas R. Moore, John Morrow, Jonathan 
O. Mosely, Gurdon S. Mumford, Jeremiah Nelson, 
Thomas Newton, jt- Timothy Pitkin, jr., Thomas M. 
Randolph, John Rhea of Tennessee, John Russell, 
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Peter Sailly, Thomas Sammons, Martin G. Schune- 
man, John Cotton Smith, Henry Southard, Joseph 
Stanton, William Stedman, Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel 
Taggart; Benjamin Tallmadge, Samuel Tenney, David 
Thomas, Thomas W. Thompson, Uri Tracy, Abram 
Trigg, Philip Van Cortlandt, Killian K. Van Rensse- 
laer, Joseph B. Varnum, Daniel C. Verplanck, Peleg 
‘Wadsworth, Marmaduke Williams, Nathan Williams, 
Richard Winn, and Joseph Winston. 

Nays—Willis Alston, jun., Isaac Anderson, David 
Bard, Joseph Barker, Burwell Bassett, George M. Bed- 
inger, Robert Brown, William Butler, Christopher 
Clark, Joseph Clay, William Dickson, Elias Earle, 
Peter Early, Peterson Goodwyn, Edwin Gray, Isaiah 
L. Green, John Hamilton, Michael Leib, Thos. Moore, 
Roger Nelson, Joseph H. Nicholson, John Pugh, John 
Rea of Pennsylvania, Jacob Richards, ‘Thomas Sand- 
ford, Ebenezer: Seaver, John Smilie, Samuel Smith, 
Thomas Spalding, Richard Stanford, John Whitehill, 
Robert: Whitehill, and David R. Williams. 


On the question that the House do. agree with 
the Committee of the whole House in their agree- 
ment to the second of the said. resolutions, it was 
resolved iu the: affirmative—yeas: 91, nays 21, as 
follows : 


Yuas—Evan Alexander, Willis Alston, jun., Joseph 
Barker, George M. Bedinger, Barnabas Bidwell, Wil- 
liam Blackledge, John Blake,. jun., Thomas Blount, 
James M. Broom, Robert. Brown, William Butler, 
John Campbell, John Chandler, John Claiborne, Chris- 
topher Clark, Joseph Clay, George Clinton, junior, 
Frederick Conrad, Orchard Cook, Leonard Covington, 
Jacob Crowninshield, Richard Cutts, Ezra Darby, John 
Dawson, William Dickson, Elias Earle, Peter Early, 
James Elliot, Ebenezer Elmer, William Ely, John W. 
Eppes, William Findley, James Fisk, John Fowler, 
Charles Goldsborough, Peterson Goodwyn, Andrew 
Gregg, Isaiah L. Green, Silas Halsey, John Hamilton, 
Seth Hastings, William Helms, David Holmes, David 
Hough, John G. Jackson, Walter Jones, Thomas Ke- 
nan, Michael Leib, Joseph Lewis, jun, Duncan Mac- 
Farland, Robert Marion, Josiah Masters, William Mc- 
Creery, Nicholas R. Moore, ‘Thomas Moore, John Mor- 
row, G. S. Mumford, J. Nelson, R. Nelson, T. Newton, 
jun., Joseph H. Nicholson, Gideon Olin, John Pugh, 
John Rea of Pennsylvania, John Rhea of Tennessee, 
John Russell, Peter Sailly, Thomas. Sammons, Mar- 
tin G. Schuneman, Ebenezer Seaver, John Smilie, John 
Cotton, Smith, John Smith, Samuel Smith, Henry 
Southard, Thomas: Spalding, Richard Stanford, Joseph 
Stanton, Samuel Taggart, Samuel Tenney, David 
Thomas, Thomas. W. Thompson, Uri Tracy, Abram 
Trigg, Philip. Van Cortlandt, Daniel ©. Verplanck, 
Peleg. Wadsworth, Marmaduke. Williams, Nathan 
‘Williams, Richard Winn,.and: Joseph Winston. 

Nays—Isaac Anderson, David Bard, Burwell. Bas- 
sett, Silas Betton, Martin Chittenden, Samuel. W. Da- 


na, John Davenport, jr., Caleb Ellis, Edwin: Gray, Jon-. 


athan: O. Mosely, Timethy Pitkin, jr., Jacob Richards, 
Thomas Sandford, William. Stedman, Lewis. B. Stur- 
ges, Benjamin Tallmadge, Killian K. Van Rensselaer, 
Joseph. B. Varnum, John Whitehill, Robert Whitehill, 
and; David R. Williams. 

-On the question that the -House do agree with 
the Committee of the whole House in their disa- 
greement to the third and last of the said resolu- 
tions, it was resolved. in the affirmative—yeas 72, 
nays 34, as follows: 


Yeas—Evan Alexander, Willis Alston, jun., Isaac: 
Anderson, David Bard, Joseph Barker, Burwell Bas- 
sett, George M. Bedinger, Barnabas Bidwell, William 
Blackledge, John Blake, junior, Thomas Blount, Wil- 
liam Butler, John Chandler, John Claiborne, Christo- 
pher Clark, Joseph Clay, Frederick Conrad, Leonard 
Covington, Jacob Crowninshield, Ezra Darby, John 
Dawson, William Dickson, Elias Earle, James, Elliot, 
Ebenezer Elmer, John W. Eppes, William Findley, 
James. Fisk, John Fowler, Peterson Goodwyn, Edwin 
Gray, Andrew Gregg, Isaiah L. Green, Silas Halsey, 
John Hamilton, David Holmes, Walter Jones, Thomas 
Kenan, Michael Leib, Duncan MacFarland, Robert. 
Marion, Nicholas R. Moore, Thomas Moore, Jeremiah 
Morrow, John Morrow, Roger Nelson, Joseph H. Nich- 
olson, Gideon Olin, John Pugh, John Rea of Pennsyl- 
vania, John Rhea of Tennessee, Jacob Richards, John. 
Russell, Thomas Sandford, Martin G. Schuneman, Eb-.. 
enezer Scaver, James Sloan, John Smilie, John Smith,. 
Samucl Smith, Henry Southard, Thomas Spalding, 
Richard Stanford, Joseph Stanton, Abram Trigg, Jo- 
seph B. Varnum, John Whitehill, Robert Whitehill,, 
David R. Williams, Marmaduke. Williams, and Joseph. 
Winston. 

Nays—James M. Broom, John Campbell, George 
Clinton, junior, Orchard Cook, Samuel W, Dana, John 
Davenport, junior, Caleb Ellis, William Ely, Charles 
Goldsborough, Seth Hastings, David Hough, Joseph 
Lewis, junior, Matthew Lyon, J osiah Masters, William - 
McCreery, Jonathan O. Mosely, Gurdon S. Mumford,. 
Jeremiah. Nelson, Thomas Newton, junior, Timothy 
Pitkin, jun., Peter Sailly, Thomas Sammons, John. Cot- 
ton Smith, William Stedman, Lewis B. Sturges, Sam- 
uel Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Samuel Tenney, 
Thomas W. Thompson, Uri Tracy, Philip Van, Cort- 
landt, Killian K. Van Rensselaer, Daniel C., Vere 
planck, Peleg Wadsworth, and Nathan. Wiliams., 

Ordered, That a bill, or bills, be brought in, 
pursuant to the first and second: of the said, reso- 
lutions; and that Mr. Dawson, Mr. Nataan Wu: 
Liams, Mr. Ey, Mr. Biount, Mr. Josspx Cray, 
Mr. Darey, and Mr. Fisk, do prepare. and bring. 
in the.same. 


Wennespay, Mareh 26. 


The bill sent from the Senate, entitled. “An act 
to explain the fifth section. of an act, entitled ‘An. 
act to divide the Indiana Territory into two sep- 
arate governments,” was.committed to.a Commit- 
tee of the’ whole House to-morrow. 

On motion of Mr. Roger NELSON, 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to. 
bring in a bill supplementary to an act, entitled 
“An act more effectually to provide for the or- 

anization of the militia of the District of Co- 
umbia.” : 

Ordered, That Mr. Roger Neuson, Mr. Jonn, 
Smiru, and Mr. ELY, be appointed a committee 
pursuant to said resolution. 

“Mr. Jonn RanpoLps presented to the House 
two petitions of sundry inhabitants of Randolph 
and Saint Clair counties, in the Indiana Territo-: 
ry, which were read, praying that the said Terri- 
tory may-be divided into two. separate govern- 
ments; and that slavesmay. be permitted, by. law, 
to be, brought into. the said Territory.--Referred 
to. the Committee of the whole. House; to whom. 


849 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


850 


Marca, 1806. 


Credit on Public Lands. 


H. or R. 


was committed, on the fourteenth ultimo, the re- 
port of the committee on the letter of William 
Henry Harrison; a memorial of the Legislative 
Council and House of Representatives of the 
Indiana Territory; and several petitions of sundry 
inhabitants of the said Territory. 

Mr. Greca, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, to whom was committed, on the seven- 
teenth instant, the bill sent from the Senate, enti- 
tled “An act to authorize the State of Tennessee 
to issue grants, and, perfect titles to certain lands 
therein described, and to settle the claims to va- 
cant and unappropriated lands within the same,” 
reported to the House their agreement to the 
same, with several amendments: Whereupon, 

Ordered, That the said amendments, together 
with the bill, be committed to a Committee of 
the whole House on Saturday next. 

Mr. Tuomas M. Rannotpu, from the commit- 
tee appointed on the fourth of December last, on 
a memorial of the Legislative Council and House 
of Representatives of the Mississippi Territory, 
and on a petition of sundry inhabitants of the 
said Territory, made a further report thereon ; 
which was read, and ordered to be committed to 
a Committee of the whole. House on Monday 
next. 

Mr. PARKE. presented to the House a petition 
of John Cleghorn, of the Indiana Territory, 
which was read, praying that the benefits of the 
act, passed on the third day of March, one thou- 
sand seven hundred and ninety one, entitled “An 
act for granting lands to the inhabitants and set- 
tlers at pA and the Illinois country, in the 
Territory Northwest of the Ohio, and for con- 
firming them in their possessions,’ may be ex- 
aes to the petitioner, for the reasons therein set 
orth. 

A message: from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate insist on their amendment disa- 
greed to by. this House to the bill; entitled “An 
act to. regulate and fix the compensations of the 
officers of the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives,” and desire a conference with this House on 
the. subject-matter of. the said amendment; to 
which conference the Senate have appointed man- 
agers on. their part. The Senate recede from 
their first amendment, disagreed to by this House, 
to the bill, entitled “An act for establishing rules 
and articles for. the.government. of the armies of 
the United States,” and insist upon their second 
amendment, disagreed to by. this House to the 
said bill, and desire a conference with this House 
on the subject-matter of the said amendment; to 
which conference the Senate have appointed 
managers on their part. 


CREDIT ON PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. Buacxsxpeu.—From the best informatien 
I have been able to collect, by an examination: of 
the documents laid on our table, as well as by con- 
versation with gentlemen better acquainted with 
the subject than myself; I find that, from the sales 
of the pablie lands already made,. there will: be 
to be collected-in the course of about four years, 


sources of information I likewise learn, that, in 
the course of the present year, in the State of 
Ohio only, upward of two hundred thousand dol- 
lars are to be paid, or the lands must be sold to 
raise the balances from the persons owing this 
enormous sum, and that sales for a part of it are 
to commence in this or the next month. The 
petitions presented to Congress at. this session, 
praying for an extension of credit for the balances 
due from the petitioners, and depicting the dis- 
tresses to which many must be reduced if our 
laws are rigidly enforced, ought to draw our at- 
tention to what is to be the probable consequences 
of a system, which, in practice, is found likely to 
bring largely in debt to the Government so. con- 
siderable a proportion of the citizens of any: sec- 
tion of the Union. To my mind, thereis nothing 
more obvious than that if the present system of 
selling our lands is persevered in, the peace of the 
Union may and probably will not be preserved. 
Men who have paid three-fourths, or, perhaps,. 
more, of the purchase money for their lands, and- 
spent several years hard labor in improving them, 
cannot feel very strongly attached—nay, must 
feel an aversion—to a Government, whose rigid 
policy, in consequence of their-.having failed to 
pay the balance which may be due, takes from. 
them not only their lands and improvements, but 
even refuses to refund that portion-of the purchase: 
money which may- have been paid. Let the num- 
ber of persons of this description increase to that 
extent to which our present system naturally: 
leads, and I fear, sir, it will be impossible to. en- 
force your laws, No man will dare to bidat your 
sales; his life may be in danger if he does; and 
though the lands, in such cases, would revert to 
the Government, what good would it do them ? 
The first purchaser is in possession, and the spirit 
of the community in which he livesis.in favor of- 
his holding it. To evict aim, you must resort to 
force, the consequences of which are too obvious 
to need description.. A committee of this House 
has already decided the- principle, that it would. 
be improper to grant a longer indulgence to those 
whose time of credit has expired. To have de- 
cided otherwise would have been to adopt toward 
poor debtors for the purchase of your lands, a 
practice directly contrary from that which, under 
similar cireumstances of hardship, has been uni- 
formly observed toward your debtors at the cus- 
tom-houses; a distinction which cannot, as I 
conceive, be justified by any principle of policy 
or justice. I know of no way by which the evils 
to be apprehended can be so effectually averted:as 
to-put a stop to the practice of selling the public 
lands on credit; and with the view of bringing the. 
subject before Congress, and ascertaining their 
opinion upon it, I: beg leave to submit the follow- 
ing resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Lands 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of repeal- 
ing all such parts of the several acts for the sale of the 
lands of the United States as authorizes. a: credit on. 
any part-of the purchase money, and that they report, 


‘their opinion thereupon. 
upward of two million of dollars; from the same | 


Mr. Newron moved an amendment, going to 
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refer this resolution to the Committee of Ways 
and Means; which did not prevail—ayes 13; 
when the resolution was agreed to without a 
division. 

IMPORTATION OF BRITISH GOODS. 

The bill to prohibit the importation of certain 
British goods, wares, and merchandise, was read 
the third time. 

The yeas and nays were called for on its 
passage. 

Mr. J. Ranpotpu.—lI was about myself to ask 
for the yeas and nays; but before they are taken on 
the bill, I wish some of its framers, if indeed it 
has any within these walls, would step forward 
and inform what evidence is to be offered toa 
jury to decide whether a given yard of broad- 
cloth has been manufactured in Britain or Ireland. 
We have heard a great deal about efficiency and 
dignity ; but never in the course of my life have 
I witnessed such a scene of indignity and ineffi- 
ciency as this measure holds. forth to the world. 
What is it? A milk-and-water bill, a dose of 
chicken broth to be taken nine months hence. 
Good God ! is it possible that gentlemen believe 
it will be incompetent for Congress at the next 
session to cook up such a dish as this? for I hope 
Congress will meet before or about the 15th of 
November, and that an adjournment will not be 
made to the beginning of December. Is there such 
a difference of time between those periods as to 
justify a resort to these measures now ? It is the 
merest brutum fulmen I ever heard. It is too 
contemptible to be the object of consideration, or 
to excite the feelings of the pettiest State in Eu- 
rope. If we wish to throw the disgrace off our 
shoulders, let us throw this bill off our tables. 
This is the strong measure! this is the imposing 
attitude we have taken! You cannot do with- 
out the next Spring and Fall importations; and 
you tell your adversary so. You multiply custom- 

ouse oaths, and give a bounty to perjury. Ex- 
cept in respect to custom-house oaths, there is not 
a provision in the bill worth a farthing. Is it 
possible for a deliberative body thus to trifle with 
the nation ?—with powers with which they have 
been invested for wisest purposes; and to hold 
out a temptation to the violation of laws? for it 
is impossible to pass a law more teeming with 
mischief—a law. which, while it opens a door to 
perjury, cannot be executed, and than the execu- 
tion of which nothing is farther from the minds 
of its framers. It is indeed inefficiency itself; it 
can never be executed. I have heard much said 
in the lobby, since I came into the House, of giv- 
ing up our own opinions in deference to those of 
others. Let those who make this declaration give 
up their opinions. But in my opinion the times 
call for a far different thing from unanimity. 
They may indeed call for union, but the mea- 
sures proposed ought to be wise and efficient— 
they call for principle—for independence—for 
gentlemen in this House voting in correspondence 
to the opinions they avow out-of doors, and not 
for their being whiptin by the underlings of Gov- 
ernment—for assuming a manly attitude—for a 


far different procedure from the bill on your table. 
Will gentlemen allow nothing to a change of cir- 
cumstances in Europe ? We have received a res 
cent communication from that quarter. Will 
they pay no attention toits contents? Will they, 
instead of this, go on in their political go-cart, in 
one incessant round, without attending to time or 
circumstance? And now I am speaking on this 
subject, I must request those communications be 
read. 

Mr. Speaker said they were confidential. 

Mr. J. Ranpotpu.—l!I hope they will be read, 
whether they be confidential or not. 

Mr. Speaxer.—They are not in possession of 
the House. 

Mr. J. Ranporen.—I hope they will be sent for, 
and that they will be read. 

The Speaker repeated that they were not be- 
fore the House. 

Mr. Cuorron.—Mr. Speaker, I rise with a view 
of submitting a few, and but a few remarks to the 
House on the passage of this bill. I am afraid, 
however, that my voice, naturally feeble, and ren- 
dered much more so by a painful, excruciating 
indisposition, which has detained me from. this 
House many weeks, will not admit of a degree of 
utterance sufficient to be heard throughout the 
whole even of those few remarks. Until yesterday 
Ihave not been able to come to the House for more - 
than seven weeks; and, on that day,the debilitated.. 
state of my frameadmitted not of my continuance. 
at the House but fora very short time. For these 
reasons I shall feel the more thankful to the 
House for a patient attention. During part of the 
time which has elapsed in my absence from the 


discussed and passed by without a vote. The 
bill now before you is one brought in, as I under- 
stand, pursuant to another resolution which has 
been agreed to by the House. 

Sir, 1 shall vote for this bill, not because I be- 
lieve it is calculated to be as effectual towards 
obtaining the objects sought for, as a measure 
might be, grounded on the resolution which has 
been discussed: I mean the resolution submitted 
by a gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. Garde) 
Nor shall I vote for it under a belief that it wil 
be less likely to give offence to the nation on whom 
it isto operate. Every argument against that res- 
olution predicated on apprehensions of its offen- 
sive tendency towards that nation, would, in my 
opinion, be equally as proper against this bill as 
against that resolution. But all argument of this 
sort I utterly disclaim, whether applied to the one 
case or to the other. However, there seems to 
have arisen, from apprehensions of that kind, a 
degree of reluctance in some gentlemen as to 
resorting to any measure of the nature of that 
proposed in this bill. And why so? What, I 
would ask, is the situation of the United States? 
Are they still in a state of colonization to Great 
Britain? Are they under subjection to the arbi- 
trary rule and dominion of that country ? Are 
they bound to receive law from the British Par- 
liament, from the British Ministry, or froma Brit- 
ish Court of Admiralty? Ordo they hold a rank 


House, a resolution of very great importance was 


853 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


854 


Marca, 1806. 


Non-Importation of Goods from Great Britain. 


H. or R. 


in the seale of independent nations? If they do 
hold any such rank, have they, or have they not, 
a right to make rules and regulations in respect 
to their commerce with other countries? In mak- 
ing their commercial arrangements, have they 
nota right to withhold their trade either in whole 
or in part, from any covhtry whatever, if they 
have reason so to do? If they really have a claim 
to be considered as a nation; if they do exist as a 
people having their own Government indepen- 
dent of all other Governments, such a right can- 
not be disputed; it is clear, it is incontestable. 
What cause of offence, then, can be given by the 
exercise of such a right? What cause of offence 
will be given by the United States, should they 
withhold their trade from any nation upon earth 2 
None, sir. The right being clear and unquestion- 
tionable, such an exercise of it cannot be any just 
cause of offence. 

It seems, however, to have been apprehended 
by some gentlemen that, whether it be just cause 
of offence or not, Great Britain will take offence 
should any such measure be adopted. And, sir, 
has it not been suggested that the United States 
would do well to refrain from taking such a meas- 
ure rather than incur the displeasure of that na- 
tion? If such suggestions have transpired, I must, 
with all the powers of my soul, disclaim the senti- 
ment. What! forbear to do what we have a 
lawful right to do, and what does not, by any 
manner of means, interfere with the rights of oth- 
ers, through fear of offending Great Britain there- 
by! Sir, is the blood which flowed in our veins 
thirty years ago entirely dissipated? If it is not, 
if there be one drop remaining, surely that drop 
is, sufficient to excite an indignant renunciation, 
an utter abhorrence of such a sentiment. What 
is fear? Is it a quality or a property of the hu- 
man soul? If it be such a quality or property, 
O let it be eternally discarded from the American 
breast! Let it be driven to those dark and gloomy 
regions where the iron hand of despotism strikes 
to the ground everything which would attempt to 
raise itself above that level! There alone is its 
proper element; there it is a principle of Govern- 
ment pervading the melancholy groups, who drag 
on through life under a load of wretchedness, 
marking their dismal course by the clanking of 
their chains. Wherever it prevails it pollutes; 
it poisons the fountain whence flows everything 
noble and excellent in man. Infected with it, his 
native dignity vanishes from him, and all his 
greatness topples downward and sinks into the 
dust. 

. But wherefore, sir, for what purpose, should 
this fear of offending Great Britain be indulged 2 
It should be indulged, it seems, lest Great Britain, 
taking offence at the adoption of such a measure, 
should wage war against the United States. Sir, 
that nation (it is acknowledged on all sides) has 
committed manifold outrageous violations on the 
rights of this country, and of many of its citizens, 
and continues to pursue that wrongful course. If, 
in vindication of those rights, the United States 
should adopt a measure perfectly lawful, and such 
as appears to them the most eligible; and if, in 


consequence of that measure, Great Britain, to 
complete her system of iniquity, should choose to 
go further and make war against this country, be 
itso. The United States will have done nothing 
more than what it was their duty to do; and, in 
the instance of this bill, perhaps they will not 
have doneas much. The measure is perfectly 
lawful, perfectly just, and contains in itself noth- 
ing incompatible with principles strictly pacific. 
Should such be the consequence, I do not believe 
that in the war (which would be merely a naval 
one) the advantage on the side of that country 
would be so great as seems to have been appre- 
hended by some gentlemen. I rather believe that 
our commerce would not be annoyed in a greater 
degree than might be retaliated on her commerce. 
Here, sir, let me not be misunderstood ; let it not 
be thought that I feel a wish for war. Far, very 
far from it. I deprecate that great evil, that 
scourge of the human kind. I entertain a pecu- 
liar aversion to every species of warfare, as I 
always have entertained an aversion to it. But 
I mean here to make a distinction between a dis- 
position to seek after, or to provoke war, and that 
disposition, which, although it wishes to avoid 
war, is not afraid to meet it, should it be wantonly 
and unjustly waged against our country. I mean 
here to declare it to be my opinion, that the Uni- 
ted States ought not to shrink from a lawful exer- 
cise of their own rights of independence, through 
fear of incurring the displeasure of any nation ` 
upon earth, lest that nation, under the influence 
of such displeasure, should make war against this 
country ; and I mean here to express my wish 
and my hope that they will exercise those rights 
of independence. 

But, sir, do I think that such a measure (Mr. 
G.’s resolution) would induce Great Britain to 
wage war against the United States? No, sir, I 
am as far from thinking so as I am from wishing 
that it should be so; and I can truly say, that no 
man upon earth can be farther from desiring such 
anevent. This country affords a great market 
for a vast portion of British manufactures. Ex- 
clude those manufactures from this market, and 
the effect would be immediately felt throughout 
the kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland. Such, 
in my opinion, would be the effect that their Gov- 
ernment would feel much stronger inducements 
to relinquish their aggressions than to pursue them 
or to make war against the United States. Ex- 
clude those manufactures from this market, and 
thousands and tens of thousands of their manufac- 
turing subjects would soon be seen trembling with 
awful apprehensions of famine. Volumes of re- 
monstrances, almost with the rapidity of the 
winds, would be poured in and laid at the foot of 
the Throne; the language of such remonstrances 
would be such as to strike the souls of their Min- 
istry with terror and dismay. To stop the pro- 


gress of discontent, disaffection, and consequent 


insurrection, I do believe that they would hasten 
to relinquish their pernicious and iniquitous sys- 


‘tem. Thus the commotions of their own subjects 


would drive them from the pursuit of a course of 
aggression, from which, scarcely any other event 
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could divert them; and their own fears would 
produce that justice to us, whieh might perhaps 
in vain be expected to be brought about by any 
other. means. Thus far we should be secured 
against war, from causes. arising among them- 
selves. 

Among other objections to such a measure, it 
has been suggested that the measure would aid 
the ambitious views of France, by throwing the 
weight. of the United States in her scale. How, 
sir, would thisbe done? Nobody, I believe, enter- 
tains a thought of entering into an alliance, either 
offensive or defensive, with the reigning Emperor 
of France. How, then would such an event be 
brought about? On a supposition, it seems, that 


the United States would certainly be engaged in | 


a war with Great Britain. Equally foreign is it, 
I believe, from the intention of any one to make 
war against that nation, and thereby increase the 
weight of Bonaparte in the scale of war against 
his great antagonist. In what manner, then, 
would this accumulation of weight in his scale be 
effected, by which he would be enabled more easi- 
ly to crush his adversary? Why, truly, in one 
and one only way (it has been said) it would be 
effected. ‘That very adversary would effect it; 
that very adversary, it seems, would throw our 
weight into his scale against herself, by waging 
war against us; would herself be the immediate 
cause of facilitating her own downfall. If, Mr. 
Chairman, such would be the consequence, are the 
rulers of that nation so stupid and blind that they: 
could have no idea of that consequence? And, 
while it is plainly foreseen on this side of the At- 
lantic, they could form no conception of it? Is 
their situation better known here than it can be 
to themselves? Or are they ready, thus violently 
and ignorantly, to precipitate their own fate by 
taking a step tending to produce to them that ca- 
tastrophe, but which tendency they cannot per- 
ceive, while it is clearly comprehended at this 
place? Here, sir, permit me to make use of a 
phrase, which has been before made use of— 
Quem Deus vult perdere prius dementat. Is it 
ascertained that they have already arrived to that 
state of dementation? Is it ascertained that they 
are completely prepared for destruction, by hav- 
ing been previously rendered completely mad ? 
But, so far from being overwhelmed and sunk 
into a state of mental derangement, has not their 
wisdom been a theme of high eulogium? I be- 
lieve it has. Without saying, however, how far 
Tam willing to concur in that eulogium, I might 
safely admit, then, that a war between the United 
States and Great Britain would afford to her ad- 
versary a considerable advantage in their contest; 
and. that very circumstance secures the United 
States from war with Great Britain, even if she 
should be otherwise disposed to wage it against 
them. 

_ Inthe discussion of this important subject, two 
interests have been taken into view—the agricul- 
tural interest and commercial interest. I, sir, am 
no stickler for commerce, nor am I an enemy to 
it. My own. individual. interest is agricultural ; 
I- derive my subsistence from the soil. But this 
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is a commercial, a great commercial country, as 
it isa great agricultural one. The agricultural 
part of the community does, indeed, outnumber 
that of the commercial ; yet I feel no disposition 
to shrink froma vindication of those rights of the 
nation which appertain to commerce. Asa na- 
tion, it is our duty to viftdicate all its rights, and: 
the rights of all its citizens. So long as com- 
merce is carried on by the citizens of the United 
States, it is their duty not to abandon the lawful 
| rights attached to that commerce ; nor to aban- 
don, without an effort, their injured, impressed 
seamen, to the fangs and lash of the tyrants who 
| have outrageously seized upon them! The east- 
| ern parts of the Atlantic States are addicted to 
commercial habits; long have they been inured 
to them; we cannot break them off from those 
habits; we cannot change the genius of the peo- 
ple. In the West, we perceive the dawning of a 
great day, when the subjects of an immense trade 
will be wafted along the stream of the Mississip- 
pi—be launched into the ocean—and almost vie, 
in magnitude and in value, with those of the At- 
lantic States. Sir, we should legislate for this 
great nation, as itis; we should assert the various 
rights appertaining to it as an independent nation ; 
and, as far as we can. foresee, we should provide 
for its future interests in the different stages of its 
rising and progressive state. 

I had intended, Mr. Speaker, to make some. 
further remarks on arguments which have been 
advanced in support of the position, that war would 
ensue from such a measure; that the consequence 
would be fatal to the commerce and navy of 
the United States, and have a tendency to se- 
cure to France a superiority on the ocean. [had 
wished, also, to make a few observations relative 
to the rights attached to the vessels of a neutral 
nation on the high seas, and to notice some of the 
pretexts resorted to (as it is said) by Great Brit- 
ain, by way of justification for the aggressions.on 
aur commerce, and the impressment of American 
seamen. But my present bodily. infirmities: do 
not admit my proceeding as far as I wished, I 
must, therefore, conclude. As I said before, sir, 
although I do not believe that this bill is as well- 
calculated for insuring attainment of the objects 
sought for as might have been, and, therefore, my 
hopes of success are not very sanguine; yet, be» 
ing not entirely without hope that it may an- 
swer the purpose, I shall vote for it. 

[The following has been communicated by Mr. Cuor- 
Tox, as the substance of what he had intended to.ad- 
dress to the House, in addition to the foregoing remarks, 
if his health had been such as to have enabled him to 
proceed.— Errors. ] 


_ The resolution which has been discussed, hav- 
ing been declared to have a warlike tendency, the 
terrors of a war with Great Britain have been, 
therefore, set forth in frightful colors; and we 
have been warned, solemnly warned, to be cau- 
tious in taking a step so much affecting the inter- 
ests of a nation, the thunder of whose navy, even 
in contemplation, is awful and tremendous. Has 
it not been brought forward, as an alarming con- 
sideration, that if the fleets of that nation should 
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once be directed against this country, not a port 
` from one end of the continent to theother would be 
left open? That our coasts would be lined with 
their ships, and nota single American vessel in port 
would be able to steal out, while all on the ocean 
would be captured or destroyed? The language 
of the opposition seems to have breathed senti- 
ments of this sort; and much of the warning 
which has been. given, appears to have been di- 
` rected entirely to these points. They tell us that 
war, inevitable war, would bethe result; and that 
to the United States, the consequence would be 
annihilation of their commerce, and speedy de- 
struction to their little marine. In the warm and 
solemn appeals to the vast naval force of Eng- 
“land, which has long secured to her the dominion 


of the seas, it has been denounced as a species of 


madness to attempt such a measure. Such is the 
„~ picture which bas been drawn on one side of the 
canvass. To the correctness of a part of the por- 
trait I am ready to subscribe. I readily admit 


that Great Britain does maintain the dominion of 


the seas. I say, further, she is not shy nor back- 
ward in manifesting that circumstance to the 
world. Proud, haughty, domineering, she makes 
the inferior Powers feel her weight. She gives 
law to the whole maritime world, and she tyran- 
nizes greatly indeed. Yes, indeed! she plays the 
tyrant, and she plays the tyrant on the commerce 
of this country ; and‘these are the outrages which 
` we complain of. 

Let us now turn over and look at the other side 
of the canvass. Let us see what is there portray- 
ed, We there see it sketched out that this same 
little navy of ours, although it is to be destroyed 
at an early stage of the supposed contest, will, 
nevertheless, enable France to disconcert ali the 
mighty naval machinery of England, to harass it 
on all sides, and eventally acquire the predomi- 
“nance ; that the great ocean will be obliged to re- 
ceive into its bosom the Gallic tyrant in place of 
its old master, England; that this great leviathan 

. of the deep will be obliged to yield up his long- 
-established dominion to the shark of France ; and 


.that.new monarch, issuing forth in the vigor of 


~-youthful strength thus recently acquired, will 
Snap in twain everything he meets with, and reign 
the terror of the whole watery element. 
But no more of figures and allegorical allusions, 
which have lately become very fashionable. In 
.plain English, the scene which has been present- 
ed to us, [ take to be this: The opposition com- 
.-menced on the assumed position that the meas- 
sure was a war measure ; thata war, a naval war, 
‘would inevitably follow its adoption. On this 
ground all the arguments, mostly relied upon 
‘seem to be predicated ;.and are precisely adapted 
torthe opposition, if the resolution had contained 
_ a direct declaration of war. In this apprehended 
war we are told that Great Britain, by her im- 
mense navy, must maintain an incalculable ad- 
vantage over this country; that the commerce 
nd the navy of the United States must, almost 
Ammediately, be broken up ; that indeed we should 
be “swept at a blow from the ocean 3? andat the 
same-time we are warned against taking such a 


States would be annihilated, small 


step on the ground that, in such a war, that is to 
say, a naval war, the United States being thrown 
into the scale of France, might insure its prepon- 
derance, and give to France the dominion of the 
seas, This is to me a paradox totally incompre- 
hensible. That the United States should, at the 
very outset of the contest, be rendered totally in- 
capable of making any head. a single effort at sea, 
and yet be the efficient means of increasing the 
naval power of France (how comparatively tri- 
fling) so far as to overbalance that of Great Brit- 
ain, are positions which appear too Opposite and 
contradictory to be reconciled. What! Totally 
incapable of doing anything, and yet capable of 
performing the wonderful act of bringing about 
the subjection of eight hundred ships to the do- 
minion of a few dozen! 

But whether there be war or. no war with the 
United States, if there be any persons who are 
anxious that the great overgrown naval power of 
Great Britain should not be reduced, I think it is 
very probable that they will have their wish; at 
least, according to the ordinary course of human 
affairs, no ground is now presented whereon to 
calculate when such an event might be expected. 
Yet, ifsuch a war should take place, I have no 
idea that the commerce or the navy of the United 
as that navy 
is, and improbable as it is that the weight of it in 
the scale of that war would be such an accession 
as to enable France to obtain a naval predomi- 
nancy. I believe that the enterprising spirit of 
individual adventurers on the part of the United 
States would, as I suggested before, countervail 
all opposing difficulties, and maintain a heavy 
weight in the commercial scale. Other channels 
would-be found, through which commercial: pur- 
suits would be conducted. Small would be ‘the 
sacrifice if any; but it would be a sacrifice not 
wilfally made at the shrine of vain ambition, nor 
proceeding from unlawful pursuits. It would be 
a sacrifice incidentally resulting, but not right 
fully, from.a cause which, to maintain, is among 
the noblest acts of a nation; a manly assertion. of 
its legitimate rights, in a spirit untinctured with 
hostile views. 

As to the naval armament of the United States, 
although it cannot be, and has not been, pretend- 
ed by any of the friends of the measure, that it 
could contend with the navy of Great Britain, 
yet, that it might afford to our merchant vessels 
considerable protection in the vicinity of our 
coasts, and the West Indies, there can be scarcely 
a doubt. 

Whoever he is, on the other hand, who wishes 
to see something like a balance of power on the 
ocean—an event which might, very probably, 
subserve the general interests of mankind and of 
the United States, much better— cannot perceive 
any reason to apprehend that he will soon be grat- 
ified. If Bonaparte ever destroys the naval power 
of Great Britain, or weakens it so faras to acquire 


the superiority.and succeed to the dominion ofthe 


seas, he. must first destroy the British nation, or 
conquer, or subject it to his own terms. Does 


it-therefore follow, from these sentiments, that 
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I wish for such an event. No, indeed; by no 
means. I neither wish that the one should be 
destroyed, nor that the other should acquire the 
superiority at sea, as he now holds it on the land. 
Iam as unwilling that the United States, in the 
prosecution of their lawful pursuits, should be ia- 
sulted by one tyrant of the seas, as that they 
should be insulted by another tyrant of the seas. 
No matter who rules the ocean, a disposition to 
play the tyrant there will be found. Whoever 
holds dominion on that element, capricious, inter- 
ested projects will mark his conduct towards 
others. The best, and most eligible course for 
the United States to pursue, when they meet with 
such conduct, is, in my opinion, to adopt such 
measures as are calculated most to affect the in- 
terest of the aggressors. If this be a sound rule, 
it strongly recommends the resolution which has 
been discussed, as the measure proposed by it 
would deeply and vitally affect the interest of 
Great Britain; while, as I have said before, the 
sacrifice on the part of the United States, I really 
think, would not be such as to affect their inter- 
est in any very considerable degree. 

If I were disposed to do so, it would be unneces- 
sary at this time to say anything as to the aggres- 
sions complained of, whether they are unwarrant- 
able, and contrary to what is called the law of 
nations. That they are so, isa point, I believe 
almost universally insisted upon by the people of 
this country. But here, I will go a little further. 
The doctrine which admits of search for enemy’s 
goods, on board the vessels of a neutral on the 

igh seas, and a right to seize and confiscate such 
goods whenever there found, ever was, to my 
view, a doctrine founded in power, and not in 
right—a doctrine which all the musty, volumin- 
ous compilations of the civilians, put together, 
can never reconcile to the principles of justice. 
Within whose jurisdiction is the vessel of a neu- 
tral, when sailing on the high seas? Is it within 
the jurisdiction, not of the nation to whom it be- 
longs, but, of the belligerent who happens to meet 
with it on those seas? Are, orare not, those seas 
a common highway, free for the use of all nations’ 
who may choose to navigate them? ftis univer- 
sally admitted that they are, for it would, indeed, 
be utterly absurd to deny it. Equally absurd would 
it be, to deny that a vessel sailing on those seas 
is within the exclusive jurisdiction of the nation 
to whom it belongs. What right, then, has a bel- 
ligerent, because he happens to be in a state of 
war, forcibly to invade the jurisdictional limits of 
a peaceable nation, with whom he has no differ- 
ence? The state of war in which he is, what- 
ever rights it may give him in relation to his 
enemy, cannot enlarge his rights in respect to a 
neutral, cannot diminish the right of that neutral. 
Upon no principle of reason or justice can the 
rights of the neutral be affected by the war. His 
situation cannot be rightfully altered by either of 
the belligerent parties, and neither-of them can 
have any more rightful authority to enter the 
jurisdictional limits of a neutral in time of war 
than in a state of profound peace, for he is ina 
state of peace, and all the rights of peace remain 


attached to him in that state. The belligerent has 
as much right to enter the warehouses, or other 
places within the territories of the neutral, seize 
and make prize of the goods of his enemy found ` 
there, as he has to enter the vessels of the neutral 
on the high seas, and to seize and make prize of 
the goods of his enemy there found; because, 
the neutral nation has the same exclusive juris- 
diction on board its vessels on the high seas, as it 
has within its territories. That jurisdiction, in 
both places, should be equally sacred from inva- 
sion by the belligerent, and should equally protect 
the goods within it. If such was not the case, it 
would be nonsense to talk about a mare liberum. 
The idea of a free sea would bea mere bubble. 
The vast expanse of waters forming the immense 
ocean, different parts of which are designated by 
different names, and all, taken together, so long 
and so broad as to encompass two-thirds of this 
globe would become a mere mare clausum—a sea 
shut up within the jurisdiction of that nation, 
which ever it might be, who has the strongest 
naval force. Of all the groundless doctrines 
which ever were attempted to be defended, from 
the days of Adam to the present time, this is one 
of those, which, I do believe, can be supported 
with the least reason. 

Bat, groundless and indefensible as this doctrine 
is, it has been recognised by the unfortunate treaty 
between the United States and Great Britain, 
commonly called Jay’s Treaty, and, therefore, 
while that treaty exists, the United States are 
engaged to admit the practice founded on that 
principle. But this does not bind the United States 
to yield to the new principle assumed by Great 
Britain, on which her cruisers capture, and her 
courts condemn, American vessels and cargoes, 
when those cargoes consist of the product of her 
enemy’s country, although they have become 
American property, and are re-shipped for a mar- 
ket, either in the mother country or ina colony of 
that enemy. 

I have noticed the principle which denies protec- 
tion to the property of an enemy on board the vės- 
sel of a neutral, as a principle, which, I do believe, 
the United States ought to reprobate and resist, if 
they had not bound themselves, by treaty, to admit 
it. Much more ought they to reprobate and resist 
a principle on which a right is claimed by Great 
Britain, as a belligerent, to seize and condemn 
bona fide American property, because that prop- 
erty, so far as relates to the cargo, was of the 
growth or manufacture of her enemy’s country— 
was brought into the United States from one part, 
and reshipped for another part of the dominions 
of that enemy. 

But the aggressions complained of, are commit- 
ted, it seems, on thé ground of necessity. It is 
said, that Great Britain pleads that necessity as 
her justification—that, fighting for her existence, 
she is under the necessity of doing what she does— 
of violating (we say) our neutral rights. This plea 
appears to have been, ina manner, admitted, if 
not as a full and complete justification, at least 
as a degree of palliation, and therefore, that the 
principle which has been assumed by Great Brit- 
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ain, should not be so strongly resisted by this coun- 
try. Here the admission of the plea is more dan- 
gerous than the admission of the principle itself. 
The ground of necessity is a ground so broad 
and extensive, that, upon any occasion whatever, 
some foothold may be found on it. It isa plea 
which eludes all investigation. It is submitted 
to no tribunal to decide whether it shall be over- 
ruled, or not. It is of that singular nature which 
cannot be judged of but by him who makes it. 
He only is competent to know what his situa- 
tion renders necessary for him to do. An admis- 
sion of the plea, then, isan admission that he has 
a right to do whatever he chooses to do, since his 
choice is grounded on what he deems to be neces- 
sary for him to do. It is the plea of every tyrant 
upon earth. The despot who wantonly impales 
thousands of his miserable subjects, says—it must 
be so; otherwise, the throne would totter under 
“me. Ishall fall a victim to the fury of an aggra- 
vated populace, unless they are constantly awed 
by extreme severity. A system of tyranny is es- 
tablished then, to support that system ; and to pre- 
serve the tyrant, thousands must be sacrificed, 
because the existing. state of things makes such 
sacrifices necessary. If Caligula’s wish had been 
practicable, and every Roman neck had been ham- 
mered into one, that neck would have been too 
strong to be bent under him, and, of course, it 
would have been necessary to strike it off. Once 
admit the plea asa ground of justification, and 
no outrage whatever will want support. The plea 
will never be wanting. It will always be neces- 
sary to do something or other—right or wrong— 
and the necessity of the case warrants it. This 
doctrine leads to evils, the extent of which, baffles 
all human calculation, 

The plea of necessity is made to justify the 
impressment, ad libitum, of any seamen who 
speak the English language. It-is alleged as ne- 
cessary to keep up the complement of seamen for 
their navy, and they cannot distinguish between 
British and American sailors. Having extended 
their naval armament so far as to become the 
scourge of the maritime world, they must keep 
it up, and to keep it up they make such indis- 
criminate impressments, otherwise some of their 
ships must be hauled into dock for want of men. 
This is a necessity which with them justifies 
every possible means made use of to procure 
men, and on this plea they seize American sea- 
men. But is it possible that this doctrine can 
find an advocate, except among themselves? Or 
is it possible that the enormity of the outrage can 
be palliated in the smallest degree on the ground 
of such a plea? It cannot afford the slightest 
shade of justification. In the prosecution of this 
outrage, they arrogate to themselves a right to 
dispense with the known established rules of de- 
cision, to ascertain the truth of facts. The im- 


pressing officer seizes any seaman who speaks the. 


English language, and of himself, merely upon 
that ground, determines that he is a British sub- 
ject. If he could acquire a right to make the 
impressment in any case, he should produce proof 
of the fact. The circumstance of the seaman 


being found on board an American vessel, is pri- 
ma facie evidence that he is an American citi- 
zen. The facility afforded, by similarity of lan- 
guage and manners, to the British sailor of enter- 
ing on board American vessels, and the difficulty 
of producing on the spot evidence of his subjec- 
tion to Great Britain, cannot be rightfully pleaded 
in justification of the violence. These are cir- 
cumstances existing independently of the control 
of either of the nations; and if some British sea- 
men do avail themselves of them, the inconveni- 
ence to that nation, whatever it may be, results 
from those circumstances. To remove that in- 
convenience, there cannot exist any rightful au- 
thority to trample on the rights of American cit- 
izens, by a wanton, indiscriminate impressment 
of every seaman speaking the English language, 
whom the impressing officer shall choose to seize. 
Even on their own principle of non-expatriation, 
without positive and unquestionable proof that the 
seaman impressed is a British subject, there can 
be no shadow of just pretext for the violence, 
even if committed within their own jurisdiction- 
al limits, but when committed on the high seas 
the outrage is aggravated by a violation of the 
rights of the American flag, an invasion of the 
jurisdiction of the United States. 

Mr. T. Newron, jr.—Itis seldom, Mr. Speaker, 
that I trespass on the time of the House. Iam 
content, in most instances, in giving that vote, 
which appears to my understanding to be right 
and proper. Residing in a part of the United 
States which is rapidly progressing to the first 
commercial station, and representing, as I have 
the honor to do, citizens, respectable in their dif- 
ferent vocations of farmers, merchants, and me- 
chanics, I consider it a duty incumbent on me to 
accompany my vote with the reasons for it. It 
becomes my duty, peculiarly, so to act, as I have 
heard opinions, to which I cannot render my as- 
sent, and which have touched my sensibility. 
On a great and interesting crisis in our national 
affairs, it becomes the representative of a free 
people to speak what he thinks; firmness and in- 
dependence should characterize all his actions. 
The magnitude, sir, of the subject demands a 
dispassionate consideration. I will endeavor to 
give it a deliberate attention. I differ on this sub- 
ject from gentlemen with whom I have the satis- 
faction to agree on most political points, and with 
whom I am in habits of intimacy and friendship. 
This honest diversity of opinion shall never les- 
sen my respect for their virtues. It is my desire 
to discharge with fidelity my duty to my country, 
and with approbation to my conscience. I shall 
never pause, or remain inactive, when her pros- 
perity is to be promoted, or aggressions on her 
rights are to be repelled, 

I will now, sir, offer my reasons for being in 
favor of the bill on the table. I confess it does 
not altogether come up to my wishes. Butas 
unanimity is more likely to be the result of the 
adoption of this measure than any other at this 
time, Iam willing to pare away something from 
my opinion to obtain it. I look forward+to strong- 
er toned measures, should the present prove inef- 
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ficient. What concurrence of circumstances and 
events have constrained us to take this measure? 
Let facts speak our justification. Let us recur 
to the history of America, and inquire whether 
we have-received from Great Britain that justice 
and decorous demeanor to which as an independ: 
ent nation we are entitled. I will omit insisting 
on the refusal to deliver to us the Western posts, 
in conformity to the stipulations of the treaty of 
1783. The expensive Indian wars which grew 
out of that act of violated faith I will likewise 
omit, insisting on her repeated refusals to enter 
into commercial arrangements with us. I will 
also pass over the Treaty of 1794—that hydra of 
all our calamities—without a comment. It is to 
the events, since the year 1793, at which time 
hostilities commenced between Great Britain and 
France, that I shall direct my attention. I ask 
gentlemen to recollect the orders issued at differ- 
ent periods of time from her cabinet, and the 
clandestine manner of their execution. While 
the ships of our citizens were navigating the 
ocean, pursuing under the protection of the laws 
of nations and the neutral flag, a just and rightful 
commerce, they were captured and condemned. 
The. first notice our merchants and navigators 
had of the existence of such orders, were from 
the cruisers that captured their vessels. Have 
not our citizens been subjected to the most degra- 
ding and humiliating insults and injuries? Have 
ot our coasts been constantly lined with cruisers 
of every description? Have we not had spies 
in our seaports to give information of the desti- 
nation of vessels, and the value of their cargoes ? 
‘Has not our jurisdiction been invaded, and acts 
therein performed, ia violation of the sovereignty 
of the nation? I refer to the case of seamen im: 
pressed in the harbor of New York,-and the in- 
sult not long since offered to the State of Rhode 
Island by the commander of a ship of war. 
‘Have not the laws of national intercourse been 
wantonly, and without provocation, trampled 
under foot, and unrestrained plunder made the 
order of the day? Has not our flag, which 
gives to us jurisdiction ovgr whatever portion 
-of the ceean it covers, and ought likewise to 
give security to our citizens and their property, 
received every indignity and outrage? Has not 
the right of search and examination in the most 
shameless manner been abused, and our mer- 
chants subjected to immense losses, and their 
vessels to. vexatious detentions? Are not our 
brave and generous seamen impressed and forced 
into her service? And-have not the late decisions 
of the Admiralty Courts narrowed and pared 
„away our commerce to a skeleton? Such, Mr. 
Speaker, is the treatment we have received,.and 
are daily receiving, from Great Britain; we have 
berne such for years. Under these oppressions, 
what has been the conduct of America? a con- 
duct-of the most pacific composition. We have 
permitted her vessels to enter our ports on the 
same footing with those of the most favored na- 
tions—nations that had entered into commercial 
stipulations with us on a liberal scale. 
‘We have preserved good faith in all our trans- 


actions. Ample justice has been rendered. The 


property of her subjects has been under the safe- 


guard of the law, and restitution has been made 
when illegally seized. I speak of vessels and 
their cargoes, which were made prizes within our 
such as had been equipped in our ports. The 
contrast is striking; the problem to be solved.is 
this: whether we are to submit to depredations, 
or to assert our rights. The time, in my opinion, 
has arrived, which imperiously demands their 
vindication. The nation expects it, and we should 
not- disappoint the patriotic wish. Let us, then, 
resort, as it is the opinion of gentlemen, to com- 
mercial prohibitions, and let us persevere in the 
course we have taken, till ample satisfaction is 
rendered for past injuries. 

This measure is said; among its other deformi- 
ties, to have a squinting towards war. I cannot 
consider it as having that tendency. Iam averse 
to war; my constituents concur in opinion with 
me, that no greater evil can befall or scourge man- 
kind. It is the prolific parent of every vice, of 
debts and taxes; it poisons in the germ the vir- 
tues that-are vitally essential to the sanity of the 
Republic. Shall the assumption of a warlike 
-attitude be ascribed to us, because we assert the 
rights of neutral navigation, and adopt a meas- 
ure calculated to sustain them? The ocean is a 
common highway to all nations; our citizens are 
entitled to use it as such, in the same manner as 
they use the common highways or roads through 
our country. Robbery and piracy are equally 
base and criminal. i 
community ; the liberum mare has been acknowl- 
edged and advocated by the best informed civil- 


ians, and all the writers on the law of nations. 
Every effort that shall be made or exerted to - 


abridge our rights should be repelled. 


It is immaterial to me who is the aggressor ;., 
whether Britain or France, Spain or Algiers... 


Pusillanimity invites aggression. A nation that 
is prepared for defence or offence is seldom mo- 
lested. Let the secret proceedings of Congress 
be published, whenever the wisdom of this House 
shall deem the act prudent; I for one shall never 
blush at the votes I then gave. Were I permitted 
to retrace my steps, I should not change the course 


I then took. The peace, prosperity, and security | 
of the country, are objects of primary importance;- 
superior with me to every other consideration.. 


From the course which the debate has taken, and 
from opinions advanced, it appears that com- 
merce isnot deserving of holding a: high rank in 
the public estimation. The merchant—the Amer- 
ican merchant—is a citizen, and allegiance and 
protection are reciprocal. Let us.recur to the 


history of America for’a solution of the question,. 
Whether public attention has ever been directed . 


to the security and prosperity of commerce? Re- 
strictions and prohibitions on. trade were griev- 
ances loudly declaimed against, anterior to the 
American war. They were classed among’ the 
principal causes that led toit. If we turn to the 
Declaration of Independence, we shall find enu- 
merated among the misdeeds of that nation: 


jurisdiction by the French cruisers, and prizes to- 


The ocean is property in 


` seizes'upon and ravishes my affections. 
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“The cutting off our trade with all parts of the 
world.” “For plundering our seas and ravaging 
our coasts.” Our freedom to trade wherever we 
please is asserted in that instrument, which an- 
nounced to the world our independence. Since 
that ever memorable and glorious achievement, 
our public acts and institutions have been framed 
with a view to the extension and protection of 
commerce. If we turn to our Constitution we 
shall find powers given to the National Govern- 
ment for these purposes. If we will carry our 
minds back to the period preceding the formation 
of that Constitution, and its ratification by the 
States, we shall be convinced that the languid 
and deranged state of our commerce was not the 
least powerful of those reasons and inducements 
which produced a revolution in our National 
Government. If we have a reference to our 
code of laws, the attention and solicitude of Con- 
gress are manifest liberally and beneficially to 
carry into effect the powers that have any rela- 
tion to this subject. The protectien given to it 
in the Mediterranean sea is another evidence of 
the sentiment of the nation. These facts speak 
a language of easy comprehension. It is free 
from ambiguity. 

Again, sir: If we cast our eyes over this in- 
teresting portion of the globe, and survey its hap- 
py position and natural advantages; if we con- 
template the fertility of the soil, the diversity of 
climates, and the infinite variety of productions ; 
if we take into view the large bays, which abound 
everywhere, and the navigable rivers that pene- 
trate thousands of miles into the interior, we shall 
intuitively feel and confess the powerful excite- 
ments and instigations to commerce. The benefi- 
cence of nature is wonderfully displayed, in ren- 
deriog the union of agriculture and commerce 
indissoluble. It is time, sir, I must repeat it, to 
protect ourcommerce. I trust we shall manfully- 
arrest the hand of violence. In 1776, the Amer- 
can spirit sustained and defended our rights and 
liberties. Shali we in 1806, in the bloom of man- 
-hood, surrender our commerce without an effort 
to protect it? I trust we shall not. [also trust 
that we shall tell Great Britain in plain language, 
that we will not purchase certain fabrics of her ; 

< that'we will not be clad in her broadcloths, nor 
wear her hats. We demand of her fair play; 
plain honesty ; and that nothing short of it will 
satisfy us. 
“Let it not be understood, Mr. Speaker, that I 
am the advocate of commerce to the injury of 
agriculture. I profess myself to be the warm and 
sincere friend of the farmer. Agriculture never 
had, and never will have on this floor, a more ar- 
dent and decided advocate. The farmer’s life has 
always been a theme of admiration with me. 
. There is an inexpressible something in it that 
In sup- 
¿porting the freedom and protection of commerce, 
-Tmanifest my zeal for the encouragemeat of ag- 
riculture; representing citizens of different voca- 
=tlotis, it is my duty, and 1 will add my determi- 
Nation, to sustain their rights and interest free 
from the-imputation: of favoritism. My princi- 
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ene 


ples forbid me to sacrifice one portion of the com- 
munity to the other. In the contemplation of 
common sense and common justice, in the lan- 
guage and spirit of our State and National Con- 
stitutions, equal rights and privileges appertain 
to every citizen. The point must be conceded. 
The alliance between agriculture and commerce 
is too intimate and close to be denied—the mu- 
tual dependence too visible to escape notice. If 
they should ever be torn asunder, the avulsion 
will produce a fatal lethargy. What encourage- 
ment would the cultivator of the soil have to 
produce more from his farm than would be ne- 
cessary for the su sistence of his family, were ‘it 
not for the vertainty that the surplus products 
could be disposed of to advantage? Does not 
commerce stimulate industry? Has it not car- 
ried through cur country a spirit of emulation 
never before feli? Are not our farms in higher 
cultivation, and ‘our farmers richer than at any 
former period? All these felicitous effects are 
derived from commerce, subject as it has been to 
plunder and piracy. Were it protected, its ad- 
vantages would be more diffusive. That moment 
we put commerce without the pale of our pro- 
tection, that moment, Í repeat it, a fatal lethargy 
is produced ; that moment the hand falls para- 
lyzed from the plough. Give it a liberal expan- 
sion, and the earth teems with luxuriant harvests. 

Great objections, Mr. Speaker, have been raised 
against the carrving trade. I do not entertain 
the same opinion with other gentlemen on this 
point. From the view I have taken of this trade, 
my mind discriminates it from that of Venice, 
Genoa, and Holland. These were small places, 
diminutive when compared with America. They 
had little ground to cultivate; their supplies were 
drawn from other countries. They dourished in 
commerce, because their Governments were some 
shades more free than those of surrounding na- 
tions ; property was protected by the laws. Hence, 
moneyed men of countries where commerce was 
in disrepute, resorted to employ their capital. 
The merchants of those places became the carri- 
ers of other nations, and enjoying what may be 
aptly denominated the freight trade, and other 
advantages from their capital, became celebrated 
for their wealth and power. 

There is no similitude in our situations. The 
basis of our carrying trade is agriculture—the 
productions of the soil. In the same proportion 
that our trade is extended, and new markets dis- 
covered for our produce, will the farmer be en- 
couraged and rewarded? Our products are car- 
tied everywhere, and are in demand. The arti- 
cles are bulky, and require for their transportation 
much shipping. Our trade to the West Indies is 
considerable. Their dependence for subsistence 
aud supplies of every description is on us. ` 

We do not get money in those markets for our 
produce, asa memorial from Connecticut some 
time ago, soliciting the time for paying duties on, 
spirit, &e., &e., to be enlarged, justly and cor-: 
rectly states; but the produce of the islands in ex- 
change. The colonial productions thus acquired, 
are beyond the supply of our wants 5 our Govern~ 
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ment aware of this fact, long ffrior.to the existing | 
order of things, from the nature of our com- 
merce, eneel ‘Jaws, authorizing the re-exporta- 
tion of the surplus colonial products. Did not the 
merchants enjoy this privilege, a limitation in 
the exports of our produce would inevitably en- 
sue. The farmer would of course be limited in 
his sales as to quantity, and sensibly experience 
a:diminution in the price of his flour, and of other 
articles the produce of his farm. The merchant 
must have a profit to support his trade and eredit. 
The laws of our Government on the allowance of 
drawbacks, were, as they appear to me, evidently 
framed more with a view to encourage agriculture 
than-to accommodate the merchant. The same 
reasoning applies with equal propriety and force to 
the commercial relations we. have with the na- 
tions of Europe. As the re-exportation of colonial 
produce and European fabrics, bas, and still pro- 
duces on. the part of Great Britain, embarrass- 
ments to our commerce ; it becomes my.duty to 
inspect her pretensions on this head, with deliber- 
ation and dispassionate research. Irejoice that I 
am enabled to take high ground. J assert it then 
as a doctrine that has been established and pub- 
lished to the world by Great Britain herself, that 
the European manufactures and colonial produc- 
tions of belligerent nations, when brought into a 
neutral country, become neutralized, and form a 
part of the stock and wealth of the importing na- 
tion, and that a neutral nation thus posssessed of 
such property, has an undeniable and legal right 
to export it to any other nation, belligerent or 
neutral, free from the clogs of any limitation or 
condition, In the examination of this subject. I 
shall refer to the decisions of the tribunals of Great 
Britain. I will not tire the patience of the House 
in quotations from writers on the law of nations. 
Great Britain concedes every point necessary to 
sustain my position. The Admiralty Courts have 
decided, that merchandise imported in our ves- 
sels, and which has been landed, and the duties 
paid or secured to be paid, is to be taken as so 
much of the floating wealth of the importing na- 
tion. If gentlemen have the curiosity to turn.to 
books for information, I take the liberty to refer 
them to the case of the Polly, Laskey. master, 2 vol. 
Robinson’s popora page 268. A bona fide im- 
portation is held by the judge to be satisfied, by 
the landing the goods and paying the duties. 
This.is the import of that decision. The doctrine 
is again laid down in still more explicit terms 
by the British Government itself, in a corres- 
ondence between Lord Hawkesbury and Mr. 
ing, stated ina letter from Mr. Monroe to the 
British Government, September 23,1805. The. 
part of that letter to which I refer, is as follows: 


“The case was precisely similar to those which 
have been. lately before the court. Mr. King com- 
plained in a letter of March 18, 1801, that the cargo of 
an American vessel, going from the United States to a 
Spanish colony, had been condemned by the Vice Ad- 
miralty Court of Nassau, on the ground that it was of 
the growth of Spain, which decision, he contended, was 
contrary to the law of nations, and requesting suitable 
instructions. might be despatched to the proper officers 


E 


in the West Indies, to prevent like abuses in future. 
Lord Hawkesbury, in reply, of April 11, communicated 
the report of the King’s Advocate General, in which 
it is, expressly stated, that the produce of an enemy 
may be imported by a neutral, into his own country, 
and re-exported thence to the mother country ; and in 
like manner, in that circuitous mode, that the produce 
and manufactures of the mother country might find 
their way to its colonies ; that the landing of the goods, 
and paying the duties in the neutral country, broke 
the continuity of the voyage, and legalized the trade, 
although the goods were re-shipped in the same ves- 
sel, on account of the same neutral proprietors, and 
forwarded for sale to the mother country of the colony. 
It merits attention in this report, (so clearly and pos- 
itively is the doctrine laid down, that the landing the - 
goods, and paying the duties in the neutral country, 
broke the continuity of the voyage) that it is stated 
as a doubtful point, whether the mere touching in the 
neutral country to obtain fresh clearances will be. con- 
sidered in the light of a direct trade, that no positive 
inhibition. is insisted on any but the direct trade þe- 
tween the mother country and colonies. This doctrine, 
in the light therein stated, is also to be found in the 
Treaty of the 17th of June, 1801, between Great Brit- 
ain and Russia.” 

I trust, Mr. Speaker, I have succeeded in prov- 
ing the legality of the trade contended for. Great 
Britain has unequivocally pronounced our right 
to enjoy it. To surrender itis forbidden by the 
honor and interest of the United States. 

It is said, Mr. Speaker, that this carrying trad 
is a fungus of war—that it is not worth contending 
for—that it consists in the carriage of enemies’ 
property. In taking a further view of this sub- 
ject, it becomes necessary and important to ascer~ 
tain a previous question; whether our capital, 
composed of the productions of agriculture and 
Tee is sufficient to neutralize this trade. Of 
the exchange of our productions for those of the 
colonies and of the carrying trade, in its true sense, . 
I have spoken. 
rent floating wealth of the nation, consisting. of 
specie and bank paper, is to a considerable amount, 
and is equal to the support of our trade, satisface- 
tory evidence will be obtained that our flag does 
not, to. the extent spoken of, cover enemies’ pro- 
perty. That our flag is dishonored in some in- 
stances, is true. It is the fate of all countries to 
experience deviations of this kind, and none more 
so than Great Britain. But that all our merchants 
are employed in this covering trade—its proper 
name—is without proof. I trust that there are 
few indeed, who can be found capable of passing 
through all the preparatory steps that would qual- 
ify them for it. The more I reflect on this sub- 
ject, the more [am persuaded, that our commerce 
rests on the basis of American capital. The cap- 
ital of our merchants has been accumulating since 
the peace of 1783. The times have been pro~ 
pitious. Subject as our trade has been to interrup- 
tion and piracy. our merchants have increase 
their capitals. Ever since the year 1789. our agri- 
cultural productions and other articles of exporta- 
tion have commanded higher prices than at any. - 
preceding period. The emigration of men of 
wealth from Europe and elsewhere, who have, 


If I can now show that the cure ~» 
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fled from the horrors of war to this peaceful asy- | the Cabinet have been communicated to the judge 
lum, has added to it. The capital of our banks, | of the admiralty. On cases similar in all theit 
amounting to more than forty millions of dollars; | circumstances, he has had the hardihood to pro- 
the annual income arising from freights, which | nounce dissimilar and conflicting judgments. 
a gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. J. Cray.) | In the West Indies, some of ber judges have 


proved to be eight millions of dollars: if we| stained and polluted the ermine of justice by open 
add the value of near seven hundred thousand i 


and unblushing bribery. The fate disastrous 
tons of shipping employed in foreign trade, esti- | events on the continent will again infuse into her 
mating each ton at thirty dollars—and also the| councils an artificial display of prudence and 
capital necessary to keep this quantum of tonnage 


[ tnoderation. The Punic faith of. the Cabinet—I 
employed, we shall be convinced that our cap- j| speak not of the people—is without a parallel; 
ital is sufficient to. support our commerce, with- 


1 i nothing short of resistance, proportioned to the 
out foreign aid; that-our merchants are not the 


violence exercised, can confine the Cabinet to 
mere go-betweens of the belligerent nations—the | proper limits. To preserve our rights and to pro- 
puppets put into motion by the juggling capital- | tect our citizens are duties we have pledged our- 
ists of Europe. It would puzzle any man to say | selves to perform. It has become important to 
what is the commercial capital of either Holland | the nation to know what security in future it is 
or France, or Spain; the two former have in their | to look for, in its intercourse and trade with for- 
commerce suffered immensely by wars, but more | eign nations. Our patience is exhausted. We 
from the shocks of frequent revolutions. France | cannot any longer submit to the capricious whims 
and Holland have long ago been announced ‘to| of any belligerent Power. 
the world by Great Britain, as bankrupts in com-| The principles of justice are immutable—they 
merce. Spain, itis known, never ranked high as 


p , y are the same at all times, and in all places—they 
acommercial nation. It therefore cannot be fairly | are not liable to be modified by the fluctuation of 
said that we are trading on their capitals. 


events. The law of nations has accurately ascer- 
Gentlemen:have slided into another mistake, by | tained the rights which respectively appertain to 
limiting their views of this subject. They state,| neutral and belligerent nations—to the control 
that what they call the carrying trade yields to the | of that law we are willing to submit, and to no 
Government, in duties, but eight hundred thou-| other. The knowledge I have gleaned from au- 
sand dollars. This is true. This is the amount] thors, on the subjects of war and peace, clearly 
of duties not paid by consumers, and arises from | convinces me, that a declaration of war between 
the three and a half per centum paid on goods re-| two nations cannot deprive a third and pacific 
exported—but gentlemendo not take into their cal- | nation of the advantages of an honest neutrality. 
culations the immense value of the merchandise |> The prohibition to carry implements of war, 
‘“re-exported, amounting for the last year, ending 


&c., &c., commonly called contraband articles 
on the 30th of September, 1805, to fifty-three | or goods—to cover enemies’ property—and the ex- 
millions of dollars—and the profits accruing to 


clusion from ports actually, not constructively 
the merchants on the same in foreign markets. 


blockaded. are the restrictions on neutral com- 
This part of the subject has not received that at- | merce. The British Government is not disposed 
tention and fair discussion it merits. Facts are 


to stop at the barrier assigned and marked out by 

owerful, and, when calmly and dispassionately | thislaw. But non-resistance to insults, aggravated 
weighed, will establish the importance of this | by wanton insolence, impresses that Government 
trade. To it we are indebted for the ability, to a | with a belief, that it possesses a prescriptive right 
great degree, of paying to Great Britain more | to oppress us ad libitum—at will. The old colo- 
than eleven millions of dollars—being the amount 


nial system is reviving fast. Great Britain, sir, is 
of the balance of trade in her favor, against the | contending for the sole right of altering and. ab- 
United States. 


rogating, adding to, and modifying, according to 
Circumstances and events, Mr. Speaker, not 


; the dictates of her monopolizing views, the law 
moral. principles, influence the policy and dictate | of nations. All trade with her enemies is now 
the measures of the Court of London. In 1793, | prohibited, unless it was allowed by th: m during 
‘when the most powerful nations of Europe were | peace. Accede to this doctrine, and we shall 
confederated against France, when victory and | next be inhibited to trade with any nation but 
conquest were deemed certain, and France was to | herself. It is impossible to avoid expressious of 
be cut up and partitioned, according to a secret un- | execration at her shameless abandonment of prin- 
derstanding, adjusted inthe treaties of Pavia and 


ciple. She interdicts trade with her enemies, on 
Pilnitz—Great Britain issued her orders for the | the ground that it furnishes them with the means 
destruction of our trade. The effects are known | of prosecuting the war; the purchase of luxuries 
and felt. But no sooner did the coalition dissolve | from us is considered as enriching her enemies. 
away: before a brilliant succession of victories, | She lays down a rule to regulate our conduct, and 
than a relaxation in her*orders and practice took 


absolves herself from the observance of it; she de- 
place—a relaxation produced, not from qualms of | nies to us the right of trading with her enemies, 


conscience; not from a reviving sense of justice, | and yet it is notorious that she trades with them 
‘but by her impotency;-by her want of power to! herself. The British merchants have never ceased, 
“inflict the injuries meditated. A new coalition | notwithstanding the war with France and Spain, 
and naval victories have again brought our trade | to trade with their colonies. This is a fact. I 
to the brink of destruction. The oscillations of | appeal to the documents on the table to prove-it. 
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Great Britain likewise contends, that neutral 
nations, subject as they are to a multitude of in- 
conveniences and privations, from the conflicts 
of belligerent Powers, are not to be compensated 
with advantages which chance, the mutations of 
trade, or the state of hostilities may throw into 
their possession. In other words—that war de- 
prives neutral nations of many benefits, but cannot 
confer them. Again, sir—she denies that any ad- 
vantage or accommodation can flow to neutrals 
from the relaxation of the navigation acts of a bel- 
ligerent—and yet she has the effrontery and bold- 
ness, in the teeth of such a declaration, to relax 
her navigation laws—deriving from such a meas- 
ure incalculable advantages. Her manufactories 
are supplied with raw materials, particularly from 
her enemies, by the intervention of neutral bot- 
toms; a practice in direct opposition to her navi- 
gation acts during peace—by it the navy is man- 
ned, and trade supported. I will not proceed 
further on this head to tire the patience of the 
House. The letter of Lord Hawkesbury to Mr. 
King is a complete answer to the new doctrines. 
‘Commerce, Mr. Speaker, has experienced many 
revolutions; peace and war alike produce them. 
Governments, laws, manners, and customs, have 
a tendency to control its operations. It would 
be a task of infinite difficulty to enumerate all the 
causes, which elevate and depress it. Tempora 
mutantur, et nos mulamur in illis, is as applicable 
to commerce as itisto man. Nations, once re- 
nowned for wealth and commerce, are now poor 
and without commerce, Tyre, once celebrated 
for her commerce, opulence, and power, is now 
nothing buta heap of venerable ruins. Of ancient 
Carthage, the rival of Rome, scarcely a vestige 
remai s. Alexandria has seen all her proud ex- 
pectations transferred to happier regions; and Ve- 
nice, Genoa, and Holland, retain but the remem- 
brance of their pristine splendor and glory. Com- 
merce must be free; it disdains control. Like the 
sensitive plant, it shrinks from the touch. 

This discussion, Mr. Speaker, has filled me with 
astonishment, The times are changed ; we hear no 
more strictures on the importance and advantages 
resulting from commerce, and the necessity of af- 
fording it protection, from its old friends—a death- 
like silence has sealed their lips—the articulation 
of monosyllables is the utmost extent of their 
power. “Quantum mutatus ab illo Hectore !” 

From the year 1795 to the 4th of March 1801, 
the inevitable prostration of commerce was rung 
throughout America in all the chimesand changes 
of eloquence-~the people were forewarned in sol- 
emn admonitions of it, if the direction of our af- 
fairs were entrusted to the Republicans. 

Behold, in 1806, a silent but steady opposition to 
every measure calculated to violate our commer- 
cial rights! Yes, sir, the former champions of 
commerce have hung up their coats of mail—the 
helmet and the backler, thesword and seabbard,are 
thrown aside—the prophetical finger no longer 
points to war. The energy of 1795 and 1800 is 
extinct—it has fled “to the family vault of the 
Capulets”—from my heart I wish it an uninter- 
rupted repose, 


This bill is considered by some gentlemen as a 
mere milk-and-water composition—as a lenitive 
too mild for the prognostics of the case. Iam 
willing to try its efficacy—simple prescriptions are 
generally the best restoratives to health. Weare 
told, sir, that France is dominant, and that Great © 
Britain is fighting pro aris et focis—tor her altars . 
and her freehold; but this 1s no reason why we 
should permit Great Britain to rob and plunder >` 
us at-will, France is indebted for her power to 
the folly and short-sighted policy of Great Britain. 
It is not my wish that Britain should become a 
province to France, or that France, were the thing 
possible, should be dependent on Britain. : 

My fervent wish, politically speaking, is, that 
they should remain independent of each other; 
and that they should, in estimating the real im- 
portance of things, and the uncertainty of events, 
discern that there is more real good and true glor 
in the practical display of moral virtues, than all 
the victories that can be achieved by art and phy» 
sical power. l 

lam favorable to the bill now on its passage, for 
other reasons, which have great weizht with me. 
It will, if carried into operation, alienate our at- 
tachments from British fabrics. We shall acquire 
a taste for those of other countries—in which we 
can be supplied with articles necessary for our 
consumption, equal if not superior in quality to 
those from Britain and her dependencies. ‘The 
insolence of Great Britain has gathered strength 
from our prejudices in favor of her manufactures, - 
Show her that it is our determination to open 
other markets for supplies, and she will find it to 
her profit to render us equivalent advantages for 
the continuation of our custom. She will not haz- 
ard a rupture with us when the loss to her is cer- 
tain and vital. By having, Mr. Speaker, a mul- 
titude of markets to resort to, with our productions, 
neither revolutions in the governments of nations 
nor the capriciousness of events, will havethe pow- ` 
er to produce commercial derangements—and, 
what is a consideration of the first magnitude, our 
revenue, derived as it is from commerce, would 


be in no danger of sucha diminution, as to compel. 


us to resort to direct taxes—taxes on our lands, 
houses, and other property, for the support of the 
National Government. It would also have: the 
tendency, at all times, of furnishing markets for 
our produce—thereby keeping its price up to.the 
maximum point—an object of importance to the 
cultivator of the soil. 

The ability of Great Britain to injure us, has ; 
been insisted on—but the power of America to in» 
flict a deep and festering wound on Britain, has 
not been noticed. No country so dependent as ` 
Great Britain on other climes, more favored by. 


nature for raw materials essential to the support.“ 


of her manufactures, and for the consumption. of 
her fabrics, ought to assame a dictatorial tone to 
other nations. [t will prove fatal to her. Triani- 
phant as her fleets have been, their victories. can- 
not render her potent enough to bind in chains the 
nations of the earth. Great Britain, in the intox- 
ication of naval triumphs, should not forget, that . 
her boasted navy, without foreign supplies, would ` 
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be but an insignificant defence. 
were I to say, that it would be no defence. Its 
dependence is likewise on commerce for support. 
which cannot be carried on with nations without 
their assent. Her tyranny and depredations on 


the ocean must and will have the consequence of 
directing the attention of nations to encourage the 


manufacture of their raw materials, The security 
and happiness which will be derived to them from 
the aduption of such a plan, will stimulate them 
to persevere in it. 
driven to a non-intercourse with Great Britain, 
and her impolitic conduct is forcing them to it, 
she will be probed to the quick. i 
As her manufacturers cannot be supported and 
subsisted without foreign trade, they would be 


thrown as paupers on the community—without 
the means of satisfying the common and necessary 
wants—desperation would produce acts of vio- 
lence, and the nation tracing abuses to their cause, 
would, by the force of revolution, obtain that re- 


form, which it has so long sought in vain from 
Parliament. 
dition of the citizens of the United States. They 
are happy under governments of their -own 


choice—the only governments in the world whose 
They 


direct end is the happiness of the citizens. 
may be forced to suffer privations, but they can 
encounter them with fortitude and equanimity. 
They may, toa certain degree, be deprived of 
wealth by the sale of their productions—but they 
feel with gratitude the benignity of Heaven, in 
makingthem proprietors ofa country that abounds 


in the necessaries, and, I might add, in many of 


the luxuries of life. 

The Revolutionary war of America should 
bring to the recollection of Great Britain the pow- 
er and resources of a generous and a brave people. 
The gentleman from Georgia Ci EARLY) ob- 
served, when he opposed the resolution of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr.Greea,) that were 
Great Britain to declare war against the United 
States, she would incur no additional expenses. 
The calculations of that gentleman, how accurate 
soever they may be on other subjects, fall short 
of that character on this. Does he recollect the 
proximity of Canada and Nova Scotia to the Uni- 
ted States, and that the British navy cannot pro- 
tectthem? Does he hearin memury the treasure 
of blood and money, lavished and expended by 
Great Britain, in wars to acquire those regions, 
particularly the cost at which Quebec was obtain- 
ed in 1763? Will the gentleman also advert to 
thesolicitudeand exertion of that Power during the 
American war, to retain them? Those colonies 
are important to her—Canada puts her in posses- 
slon of the fur trade, and affords a passage to her 
manufactures through the lakes into our Western 
country. 


Nova Scotia is advantageous on account of 


the harbour which Halifax affords to her fleets 
on the American coast, and of the fisheries. With 
out Nova Scotia. and Newfoundland, the fisheries 
would be destroyed,and with them one of her best 
Rurseries fur seamen. The dependence of those 
colonies is in a great measure on us for supplies; 


I should not err, 


If the United States should be 


Far otherwise would be the con- 


our exports to them amount, according to the doc- 
uments on the table, to more than a million of dol- 
lars. One article of exportation to them is four 
hundred thousand barrels of flour. Iam satisfied, 
sir, that the defence of those colonies would in- 
crease considerably the public burden of Great 
Britain. Iam also persuaded that a formidable 
force would be required to protect them, were 
Great Britain mad enough to hazard a war with 
us. It is as much her interest as it is ours, to let 
the sword rest in its scabbard. Forlorn and dis- 
tressing would be the condition to which her West 
India islands would be reduced, were we to with- 
hold our supplies—they would not be worth re- 
taining. Our provisions are absolutely necessary 
for the subsistence of the inhabitants, and our lum- 
ber equally necessary to enable them to carry their 
productions to market. If the policy of Great 
Britain should drive us to a non-intereourse with 
her, and her dependencies, the mischiefs to both 
will be incalculable. Her colonists will be shaken 
in their allegiance, by discerning in the measures 
of the Cabinet acriminal disregard to their interest, 

Tam sensible, Mr. Speaker, I have tired your 
patience, and trespassed too long upon the time 
of the House. I feel myself exhausted—yet much 
more could besaid on so copious a subject. I have 
endeavored to show the connexion and mutual. 
dependence of agriculture and commerce on each 
other, and that the prosperity of our common coun- 
try, which I wish may be perpetual, is deeply in- 
terested in the preservation of that connexion, 
and the protection of our commerce. I render my 
thanks for the polite attention I have experienced. 
I now, Mr. Speaker, take my seat, under a con-. 
viction of mind, that the interest of my country 
calls for the adoption of such a measure as that 
bill embraces; and that the first and most hono- 
rable duty a citizen can perform, is to assert and 
defend therightsandlibertiesofhiscountry. Such 
is my determination. 

Mr. Lyon said he was friendly to the principle 
of the bill, though he believed with the gentle- 
man from Virginia, that it was too much of a 
milk-and-water measure. He was not, however, 
for throwing it under the table, but for having 
it amended. He would wish it to take effect on 
the 1st of July, instead of the 15th of November, 
and to authorize the President to dispense with 
any or all of its provisions, in case of a satisfactory 
arrangement of our differences with Great Brit- 
ain. For the purpose of so modifying the bill, he 
moved a recommitment of it to a Committee of 
the whole House. 

Mr. Browet said he was sorry this motion 
was made, especially at this stage of the business. 
He did not think the reasoning on which it was 
founded correct. The principal object of the 
motion was to give the bill an earlier effect. It 
was very improper, he thought, that such a mea- 
sure should go into-immediate or sudden opera- 
tion. To turn the current of trade at once would 
operate unjustly, and in a manner hardly consist- 
ent with good faith to the merchants, who must 
have made their calculations and given their 
orders on the existing state of things. The time: 
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when such a measure takes place ought to be so 
distant as to-give-a reasonable notice. 

There appears to have arisen, said Mr. B.,a 
differenee of opinion -as to the precise point of 
time when this bill might take effect. I think, all 
circumstances considered, the time fixed a reason- 
able time. It may be said that from its remote- 
ness.an unfavorable infererce may be deduced of 
our intention to carry it into effect: I think not. 
I think, on the contrary, it will carry on the face 
of it a disposition to make it part of a permanent 
system of measures; and that this will be more 
likely to be inferred from the deliberation with 
which it is taken than from the adoption of any 
sudden measures, I trust, until circumstances re- 
quire a different course, it will be persisted in, 
and that it will be but the commencement of a 
system of measures which we shall continue to 
pursue until our object is accomplished. In this 
view it is not so material at what particular mo- 
ment the operation of this system begins, as to 
convince Great Britain we are determined to per- 
severe in it. I am, therefore, against the recom- 
mitment. 

Mr. SLOAN said, he barely rose-to observe he 
was in hopes, after all the learning and eloquence 
of the members had been exhausted, there would 
have been a silent vote on the passage of the bill; 
but in this hope he was disappointed. ‘There ap- 
peared to be particular stomachs in the House 
that could not digest milk-and-water diet. He 
was of the number of those who wished the 
adoption of something stronger; but when he con- 
sidered milk and water was a very wholesome 
diet, and that the only way to get anything was 
to be satisfied with this measure, he was against 
the idea hoth of the gentleman from Virginia to 
throw this bill under the table. or of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky to recommit it. 

Mr. J. Ranpotpu.—I will not delay the ques- 
tion beyond two or three minutes. From some 
remarks made by my worthy colleague, .(Mr. 
Newrron,) it may be inferred, perhaps, that I said 
something which tended to wound his feelings. 
I have been long in habits of friendship with that 
poa enen, and he will do me the justice to be- 
ieve that I had no such intention in anything 
which I said. 

‘Mr. Newron said he did not particularly allude 
to any expressions of his colleague, but to expres- 
sions generally made use of in the course of the 
debate. 

Mr. J. Ranvoups.—From some remarks of my 
colleague on my left (Mr. Crorron) it would ap- 
pear.as if a disposition had been manifested in 
this House to give up our rank and standing 
among the nations of the earth. Itis true these 
remarks were not directed to the bill under con- 
sideration, for. during this whole discussion not a 
word has been directed to the merits of the bill. 
All that bas been said has-been directed to an 
imaginary being, and reminds me of some expres- 
sions which I recollect to have seen in the writ- 
ings:of Thomas Paine, who compared the obser- 
vations of some political writer on which he was 
apimadverting, to a particular place near Phila- 


i tT 


delpbia called Point no Point. Gentlemen dur- 

ing this debate have talked a great deal about the 

spirit of 1776. With what view? To show that 

we are an independent nation ? No; but to urge 

the United States into a foreign war. Gentlex 

men inquire whether we will give up the rights’ 
of commerce—whether we have a right to protect 

commerce ? We have a right; but the only ques= 

tion is, whether we have the ability. Once Jet: 
the nation launch out on the doctrine of protect: 
ing commerce, and where shall we go? Are we 
prepared to say we will protect commerce against 
all Powers, in every sea, and at all risks? And if. 
we do not disregard every dictate of prudence, ` 
what must the nation do but submit to the neces- 

sities of the times, to which the second. rate Pow= ` 
ers of Europe are obliged to yield, and to which | 
we are told by gentlemen themselves Great Brite ° 
ain will soon be compelled to yield. If once we 
establish the principle that commerce must be 
protected by an armed force, this nation is ruined: 
We must build fleets and raise armies ; we must 
go on the principles of Britain, who is-now sink- 
ing under the weight of her establishments, 
These, so far from being the good old doctrines. 
of the Revolution, are political heresies, and the 
exploded doctrines of navies and standing armies, 
We are willing to protect commerce in the only 
way:in which we are able, by discriminating du 
ties, and preserving a neutral position; for sinat 
the nation into war for the protection of com» 
merce, and commerce instantly vanishes. There 
is no man.who. doubts that the people of the Uni- 
ted States have it in their power to do an injury 
to a certain extent to Great Britain, or the right 
of the Government to declare.war; but rights are 
correlative, In 1798 you had a right to declare 
war against France; and you did so to your cost. 
This is not then a question of right, or of national 
independence, but of policy, of expediency. Let 
us suppose this'to'be the initiative of strong mea- 
sures, that it will-eventuate in war, and be pro- 
ductive of all the calamities to Great Britain on 
which gentlemen calculate. What will its effect 
be upon us? We shall adopt it at the expense, : 
perhaps, of our whole revenue, the annihilation of 
our commerce, the enormous augmentation of our, 
debt, the increase of Executive patronage, and 
the prostration of the Constitution. Isit worth’ 
the purchase? We object to a large- naval estab 
lishment—we are hostile to an increase of Execu- 
tive power—we are disposed to relieve the public 
burdens—and to diminish thenationaldebt. What 
was our situation when we came here? When 
was the country ever in a more prosperous state? 
We were treating with Great Britain, and had 
every reason to believe our differences would have 
had an amicable termination. If we go to war 
with Great Britain where are we to get the 
money to carry iton? We must resort to direct 
taxes. If it is the policy of this country hereaf- 
ter to go to war for the protection of commerce in 
whatever way it may be invaded, every measure 
of this Administration has ‘heretofore been -de- 
cidedly wrong. If this new principle is to be?” 
acted on,anda naval establishment to be cherished 
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what can you do? By exacting from the people 
every farthing they can pay, you may be able to 
support thirty ships of-the-line; and are you pre- 
pared with that force to carry on a maritime war 
in defence of commerce? It is mere Quixotism. 
As well might the Elector of Bavaria, with his 
80,000 troops, declare war against France, when- 
ever that nation should undertake to march troops 
through his territory. There is a physical inabil- 
ity in the United States to defend commerce in 
thisway. Itis attempting toassumea rank which 
cannot fail to degrade us. Are we an indepen- 
dent nation? Have we a right to do what we 
please? There can be no doubt of this; but, does 
it follow that we are to throw away our liberties 
and the Constitution in a contest which can only 
end in our disgrace ? 


Mr. Cropton said, he had not the advantage of 
hearing the previous debate on this subject. He 
had derived his information from other sources 
than that alluded to by his colleague ; from which, 
it appeared to him that the general tenor of the 
opposition arose from the alleged tendency of this 
measure to carry us into a state of war. Whe- 
ther in making these remarks he had been correct 
or not, was for the House to.judge; but whether 
those remarks had or had not a bearing upon the 
subject, he was sure they did not constitute the 
first instance of an aberration, and, he would add, 
a wide aberration, from the subject before the 
House. 

Mr. J. Ranpotpn said, he did not-allude to the 
gentleman’s observations—he did not hear them. 


The question to recommit the bill having been 
~“disagreed to, it passed—yeas 93, nays 32, as fol- 
lows: 

Yzas—Evan Alexander, Willis Alston, jr., Isaac An- 
derson, David Bard, Joseph Barker, ‘Burwell Basset, 
George M. Bedinger, Barnabas Bidwell, William Black- 
ledge, John Blake, jr, Thomas Blount, Robert Brown, 
William Butler, George W. Campbell, John Chandler, 
John Claiborne, Christopher Clark, Joseph Clay, Mat- 
thew Clay, George Clinton, jr., John Clopton, Freder- 
ick Conrad, Orchard Cook, Leonard Covington, Jacob 
Crowninshield, Richard Cutts, Ezra Darby, John Daw- 
son, William Dickson, Elias Earle, Peter Early, James 
Elliot, Ebenezer Elmer, John W. Eppes, Wm. Findley, 
dames Fisk, John Fowler, Peterson Goodwyn, Edwin 
Gray, Andrew Gregg, Isaiah L. Green, Silas Halsey, 
John Hamilton, William Helms, David Holmes, John 
G. Jackson, Walter Jones, Thomas Kenan, Nehemiah 
Knight, Matthew Lyon, Duncan McFarland, Patrick 
Magruder, Robert Marion, Josiah Masters, Wm. Mac- 
Creery, Nicholas R. Moore, Thomas Moore, Jeremiah 
Morrow, John Morrow, Gurdon S. Mumford, Roger 
Nelson, Thomas Newton, jr., Joseph H. Nicholson, Gid- 
eon Olin, John Pugh, Thomas M. Randolph, John Rea 
of Pennsylvania, John Rhea of Tennessee, Jacob Rich- 
ards, John Russell, Peter Sailly, Thomas Sammons, 
Martin G. Schuneman, Ebenezer Seaver, James Sloan, 
John Smilie, John Smith, Samuel Smith, Henry South- 
ard, Joseph Stanton, David Thomas, Uri Tracy, Philip 
Van Cortlandt, Joseph B. Varnum, Matthew Walton, 
John Whitehill, Robert Whitehill, David R. Williams, 
Marmaduke Williams, Nathan Williams, Alexander 
‘Wilson, Richard Winn, and Joseph Winston. 

Naxs—Silas Betton, James M. Broom, John Camp- 


| 


bell, Martin Chittenden, Samuel W. Dana, John Dav- 
enport, jr., Caleb Ellis, William Ely, James M. Gar- 
nett, Seth Hastings, David Hough, Joseph Lewis, jrs 
Jonathan O. Mosely, Jeremiah Nelson, Timothy Pitkin, 
jr., Josiah Quincy, John Randolph, Thomas Sandford, 
John Cotton Smith, Thomas Spalding, Richard Stan- 
ford, William Stedman, Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel Tag- 
gart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Samuel Tenney, Philip R. 
Thompson, Thomas W. Thompson, Abram Trigg, Kil- 
lian K, Van Rensselaer, Daniel C. Verplanck, and 
Peleg Wadsworth. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole, on the bill making appropriations’ for 
the support of Government for the year one thou- 
sand eight hundred andsix. The bill was reported 
with several amendments thereto. 

The House proceeded to consider thesaid amend- 
ments; and an adjournment being called ‘for, the 
House adjourned. 


Tuourspay, March 27. 


Mr. Nexson, from the committee appointed on 
the nineteenth instant, presented a bill for the re- 
lief of Rinaldo Johnson; which was read twice, 
and committed toa Committee of the Whole'to- 
morrow. ; 

Mr. D. R. WititaMs, from the committee. ap- 
pointed on the seventh ultimo, presented a bill to 
prohibit the introduction of slaves into the Mis- 
sissippi Territory, and the Territory of Orleans; 
which was read twice, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on Saturday next. 

The House proceeded to reconsider the amend- 
ment insisted on by the Senate to the bill, entitled 
“An act to regulate and fix the compensation of 
the officers of the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives:?? Whereupon, 

Resolved, That this House do insist-on their dis- 
agreement to the said amendment. 

Resolved, That this House doth agree to the 
conference desired by the Senate on the subject- 
matier of the said amendment; and that Mr. Leig, 
Mr. ALs'ron, and Mr. ČROWNINSHIELD, be appoint- 
ed managers at the said conference, on the part of 
this House. ; 

The House proceeded to consider the second 
amendment insisted on by the Senate to the bill, 
entitled “ An act for establishing rules and articles 
for the government of the Armies of the United 
States :” Whereupon, 

Resolved, That this House doth. insist on their, 
disagreement to the said amendment. . 

Resolved, That this House doth agree to the 
conference desired by the Senate on the subject- 
matter of the said amendment; and that Mr. VAR- 
nom, Mr. Tatumanesr, and Mr. Covinaton, be 
appointed managers at the said conference, on the 
part of this House. E 

Mr. J. Ranpo.pn, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, presented a bill making appropriations 
for the support of the Military Establishment-of 
ihe United States, daring the year one thousand 
eight hundred and six; which was read twice, and 
committed toa Committee of the Whole on Mon- 
day next. 
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Mr. J. RanpoLra, from the same committee, 
presented a bill making appropriations for the sup- 
port of the Navy of the United States, during the 
year one thousand eight hundred and six; which 
was read twice, and committed toa Committee of 
the Whole on Monday next. 

-On motion of Mr. Crark, that the House do 
-come to the following resolution: 

“ Resolved, That it is expedient to amend the act 
fixing the Military Peace Establishment of the United 
States, passed the sixteenth day of March, one thousand 
eight hundred and two, so far as to abolish the office of 
Brigadier General :” 

Ordered, That the said resolution do lie on the 
table. 

APPROPRIATIONS. 


. The House proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments reported from the Committee of the Whole 
House, yesterday, to the bill making appropriations 
for the support of Government for the year one 
thousand eight hundred and six: whereupon, the 
amendments to the first section being again read, 
were, on the question severally put thereupon, 
agreed to by the House. 

The first amendment proposed to be added to 
the end of the first section of the said bill being 
again read at the Clerk’s table, in the following 
words, to wit: 

“For exploring. the waters of the country ceded by 
convention of the thirtieth of April, one thousand eight 
hundred and three, and establishing commerce with the 
Indian tribes inhabiting the same, five thousand dol- 
lars :” 

The question was taken that the House do agree 
with the Committee of the whole House in the 
said amendment, and resolved in the affirmative— 
yeas 97, nays 15, as follows: 

Yeas—Evan Alexander, Willis Alston, jr, Isaac 
Anderson, David Bard, Joseph Barker, Burwell Basset, 
George M. Bedinger, Silas Betton, Barnabas Bidwell, 
William Blackledge, John Blake, jr., Thomas Blount, 
Robert Brown, William Butler, John Chandler, Martin 
Chittenden, John Claiborne, Christopher Clark, Joseph 
Clay, Matthew Clay, George Clinton, jr., John Clop- 
ton, Frederick Conrad, Jacob Crowninshield, Richard 
Cutts, Ezra Darby, John Dawson, William Dickson, 
Elias Earle, Peter Early, James Elliot, Ebenezer Elmer, 
John W. Eppes, William Findley, James Fisk, John 
Fowler. James M. Garnett, Edwin Gray, Andrew Gregg, 
Isaiah L. Green, Silas Halsey, John Hamilton, Seth 
Hastings, David Holmes, John G. Jackson, Walter 
Jones, Michael Leib, Matthew Lyon, Duncan McFar- 
land, Patrick Magruder, Robert Marion, Josiah Masters, 
William McCreery, Nicholas R. Moore, Thomas Moore, 
Jeremiah Morrow, John Morrow, Gurdon S. Mumford, 
Roger Nelson, Thomas Newton, jr., Joseph H. Nich- 
olson, Gideon Olin, John Pugh, John Randolph, Tho- 
mas M. Randolph, John Rea of Pennsylvania, John 
Rhea of Tennessee, Jacob Richards, John Russell. Peter 
Sailly, Thomas Sammons, Thomas Sandford, Martin 
G. Schuneman, Ebenezer Seaver, James Sloan, John 
Smilie John Smith, Samuel Smith, Henry Southard, 
Thomas Spalding, Richard Stanford, Joseph Stanton, 
Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel Taggart, David Thomas, 
Philip R. Thompson, Uri Tracy, Joseph B. Varnum, 
Matthew Walton, John Whitehill, Robert Whitehill, 


David R. Williams, Marmaduke Williams, Nathan | tends to the introducing of an arbitrary government. 


Williams, Alexander Wilson, Richard Winn, and Jo- 
seph Winston. ae 

Nays—John Campbell, Orchard Cook, Leonard Cov- - 
ington, Samuel W. Dana, John Davenport, jr, Wil- 
liam Ely, Charles Goldsborough, Peterson Goodwyn, °':: 
David Hough, Josiah Quincy, John Cotton Smith, Bens" 
jamin Tallmadge, Samuel Tenney, Abram Trigg, and“: 
Daniel C. Verplanck. ee 

The second and last amendment to the first see- © ® 
tion of the said bill, reported from the Committee 
of the Whole, being again twice read, was. on the = ` 
question put thereupon, agreed to by the House. 07 

Ordered, That the said bill, with the amend- 
ments agreed to, be engrossed, and read the third 
time to-day. 

An engrossed bill making appropriations for the 
support of Government, for the year one thousand 
eight hundred and six, was read the third time 
and passed. 


Fripay, March 28. 


Mr. T. M. Ranpowpu, from the committee ap- 
pointed on the sixth of January last, presented’a 
bill incorporating an institution in the City of. > 
Washington, in the District of Columbia, for the... 
education of youth, and the promotign and diffu 
sion of learning and science, and granting to the 
same certain public lots within the said city 
which was read twice, and committed to a Co 
mittee of the Whole on Monday next. : 

Mr. Rocer Netson, from the committee ap- 
pointed on the twenty-sixth instant, presented a 
billsupplementary to an act, entitled “An act more’ 
effectually to provide fur the organization. of the 
militia of the District of Columbia ;” which was 
read twice, and committed to a Committee of the’ 
Whole on Monday next. 

Mr. Dawson, from the committee appointed on,’ 
the twenty-fifth instant, presented a bill for forti- 
fying the ports and harbors of the United States, . 
and for building gunboats; which was read twice’ 
and committed to a Committee of the Whole on 
Monday next. bh 

The House proceeded to consider a motion of © 
the twenty-fifth in the words following. to wit: = 

Resolved, by the Senate and House of Repressenta- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress ass) 
sembled, That the Postmaster General be directed: to. 
cause the Post Office, for the City of Washington, to 
be kept, after the day of next, at or near the 
Capitol.” + ail 

Ordered, That the further consideration of the 
said motion be postponed indefinitely. 


PLURALITY OF OFFICES. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the following resolutions submitted 
some time since by Mr. J. Rannoura: l 

Resolved, That a contractor under the Government 
of the United States is an officer within the purview- 
and meaning of the Constitution, and, as such, is inca * 
pable of holding a seat in this House. is 

Resolved, That the union of a plurality of offices. i 
the person of a single individual, but more especially of 
the military with the civil authority, is repugnant to 
the spirit of the Constitution of the United States, and 
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Resolved, That provision ought to be made, by law, | ten on the land—to acquire lordships, demesnes, 
o render any officer, in the Army or Navy of the Uni- | baronies—extensive territory—by the advantage 
ed States, incapable of holding any civil office under | he derives from holding the public money, in vir- 


the United States. 


The question was taken on these resolutions 
without debate. 

The first was agreed to—ayes 54, noes 37. 

The second was agreed to—ayes 75; and 
_ The third was agreed to without a division. 

When the Committee rose and reported their 
agreement to the resolutions. 

The House immediately considered the report. 

On concurring with the Committee of the 
Whole in their agreement to the first resolution, 

Mr. Fsx said he sincerely regretted it was not 

in his power to vote for this resolution. He re- 
gretted there was no such principle in the Con- 
stitution as is prescribed. Such a principle not 
being in the Constitution, he did not conceive it 
in the power of the House to make the provision. 
It was not, in his opinion, in their power to say a 
man should not hold a seat in that House who 
was not prohibited by the Constitution. It was 
on this ground only he was against the resolution 
under consideration. 
_.Mr. J. Ranpoipeu.—lI think the gentleman from 
Vermont may. in perfect consistence with the 
principle he has laid down, which I do not mean 
at present to contest, give his vote in favor of this 
resolution. He says that this House has nota 
right to make a disqualification which the Con- 
stitution itself does not attach to the tenure of a 
seat on this floor; that the Constitution draws a 
line between the qualification and disqualification 
of a member, and that this House has no right to 
alter them. What do we propose to do? Toadd 
a new disqualification? No; to do that which 
the Constitution put in our hands, which it not 
only authorizes but enjoins upon us. The Con- 
stitution declares that each House shall be the 
judge of the qualification of its members. It is 
clearly, then, the duty of the House to expound 
what is or is not a disqualification; and weare now 
only about to declare what is such a disqualifica- 
tion—merely to expound the Constitution on this 
head. I know some gentlemen are startled at the 
idea of expounding the Constitution. But do we 
not.do this every day? Is not the passage of 
every act a declaration on the part of this House 
thata decision upon it is among their Constitu- 
tional powers? Or, in other words, is it not an 
exposition of the Constitution? So, in this in- 
stance, I will suppose a man returned to serve as 
a member of this House, and that he is declared, 
for some reason, to be disqualified from holding 
a seat. This, according to the gentleman, would 
be expounding the Constitution. We propose 
doing no more than saying, if the Secretary of 
State, or Chief Justice, should come here, they 
cannot hold a seat. We say that an abuse exists 
under the Constitution, and offer a remedy. 

I have heard some quibbling about the meaning 
of the word “officer.” ~. What is the meaning of 
office? Agency; it is the office of a man’s cook 
to-dress his dinner, of a tailor to supply him witb 
clothes ; and it is the office of a contractor to fat- 


tue of hiscontract. But it isasked, if a contractor 
is an officer? and whether he can be impeached? 
because, under the Constitution, all civil officers 
are liable to impeachment. Would you impeach 
the Marshal of the District of Columbia ?. It may 
be answered that you may impeach him, but that 
you would not probably do so, because that would 
be breaking a butterfly onthe wheel. Would you 
impeach a deputy postmaster? And yet when 
the postmaster at New York accepted his ap- 
pointment, did he not vacate his seat in the Sen- 
ate? There is no doubt a contractor is an officer 
pro tenvpore—it is not an office in perpetuity, but 
created for a time, and for a particular purpose. 
And I will ask, if it is not more dangerous to the 
independence of the two Houses to admit com- 
missioners and contractors within their walls 
than officers with legal salaries and appointments? 
If we are to admit either, I say, give me the legal 
officer, with a determinate salary and definite 
powers, rather than the contractor who may gain 
thousands and tens of thousands of dollars by a 
single job. But, if the gentleman from Vermont 
is of opinion that a contractor is not an officer, 
under the Constitution, I hope he will join me in 
another vote, on an amendment which Í shall beg 
leave to offer—this goes only to purge these walls, 
not those of the other House. I mean an amend- 
ment declaring void all contracts made with mem- 
bers of either House, and on this principle: Be- 
tween the sessions of the Legislature it is. possi- 
ble for a member to reecive a lucrative job, b 
which he may put thousands in his pocket, and, 
which being completed in the recess, and there 
being nobody to take cognizance of it, it will be 
impossible to apply a remedy. But, I hope this 
construction, which, so far as relates to our own 
House, we have an undoubted right to make, will 
obtain as the true construction of the Constitu- 
tion. 

But it is said that this House, ant Houses 
which may hereafter meet, may give the Consti- 
tution a different construction. No doubt of it; 
and this may operate to the end of time. A form- 
er House passed a Sedition law; a subsequent 
House deemed the Jaw unconstitutional. It is 
true they did not declare it so, and I am sorry for 
it; but there is no doubt of the fact. Now, we 
may pass a Sedition law again to-morrow, and 
the people rise up against it, and send different 
members to represent them. The people may 
again slumber; as long as you keep your hands 
from their pockets, they will keep their eyes from 
yours; and, in the same way, this law may be 
repealed. 1 can, therefore, see no force in this ob- 
jection. The courts of justice undertake to ex- 
pound the Constitution, and shall not the House of 
Representatives be as competent to do this as any 
court of justice? I will suppose a case, that of 
a man condemned under the Sedition law bya 
tribunal of justice. Suppose men of different 
principles come on the bench, would they hesitate 
to reverse the preceding decision of the court? 
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Indisputably not. Here, too, then, we would be- 
hold varying and repugnant decisions. 

“Mr. Eppas.—lI have no doubt that every objec- 
tion which can be made to a member of this 
House holding a civil office during his continu- 
ance as a Representative applies with equal force 
to his holding a lucrative contract. The framers 
of the Constitution in excluding civil officers 
from the floor of this House, most certainly in- 
tended to prevent any species of dependence 
which might influence the conduct of the Repre- 
sentative—to prevent his looking up for prefer- 
ment to the Executive, or being biassed in his 
vote by Executive favor. A lucrative contract 
creates the same species of dependence, and 
every objection which could be urged against 
an officer, applies with equal force against con- 
tractors, who are dependent on the Executive 
will, and particularly carriers of the mail. While, 
however, I make this admission, I do not believe 
we have power to pass this resolution. The 
words of the Constitution are: “ No person hold- 
‘ing an office under the United States shall be a 
‘member of either House during his continuance 
tin office.” These words are plain and clear. 
Their obvious intention was to have excluded 
officers and officers only. It would certainly have 
been equally wise to have excluded contractors, 
because the reason for excluding officers applies 
to them with equal force. We are not, however, 
to-inquire what the Constitution ought to have 
been, but what it is. We cannot legislate on its 
spirit against the strict letter of the instrument. 
Our inquiry must be, is he an officer? If an of- 
ficer, under the words of the Constitution, he is 
excluded; if not an officer, we cannot exclude 
him by law. It is true, as has been stated, that, 
by the Constitution, we are made the judges of 
the qualifications of our own members. This 
judgment, however, is confined within very nar- 
row limits. The Constitution prescribes the 
qualifications of a member. We can neither nar- 
row nor enlarge them by law. Our inquiry can 
go no further than this: has the Representative 
the qualifications prescribed by the Constitution ? 
An extensive meaning has been given to the word 
“ofee.” How far such a construction of the 
meaning of this word is warranted, I leave for 
others to decide. That all contractors are not 
officers, lam certain. A man, for instance, makes 
a contract with the Government to furnish sup- 
plies. He is certainly not an officer, according to 
the common and known acceptation of that word. 
He is, however, a contractor, and, under this res- 
olution, excluded from a seat here. A carrier of 
the mail approaches very near an officer. The 
person takes an oath, is subject to penalties, the 
remission of which depend on the Executive. 
His duties are-fixed and prescribed bylaw. Near, 
however, as this species of contract approaches to 
an office, Ido not consider that the word “office” 
in the Constitution can include even this species 
of contract. I consider the word “office” in the 
Constitution ought to be construed according to 
the usual import and meaning of that term; and 
as I do conscientiously believe that the word “ of 


fice” and the word “contract” cannot be tortured 
to mean the same thing, I shall vote against the 
resolution. 


as any man to see any holder of public money’ 
within these walls, I cannot justify myself in de 

claring what is or what is not the Constitution, 
If in any ease this ought to be done, this surely 
should be the last. 
prive a member of his seat on the vote of a bare 4 
majority, when the Constitution has declared that 
“no-seat shall be vacated but on the vote of twos.’ 
thirds of the members.” 
and what becomes of a contractor, if any such 

there be within these walls? The decision of ihe 

House will be in violation of the Constitution, 

No man who knows me will imagine that I have. 
any partiality for contractors holding seats within 

these walls. - 
ceived a cent of the publie money but for my 
wages as a member of this House. I am, thére+ 
fore, as disinterested as man can be on this point. 
If there is a contractor within the meaning of the 
Constitution, let him be pointed out. 
certain how I shall vote upon such a proposition: | 
But I will not declare beforehand 
construction of the Constitution. 

the case comes within the Constitution, of which 
I am not certain, I will vote for clearing th 
House of such ‘a member. 
sent to a majority declaring in this way wha’ 


bers of this House to vacate the seat, I ask 


Mr. Atston.—While I am as much opposed 


What is its effect? To dei: 


Let this House say so, 


I have never held a contract, or re- 


Tam ‘not 


a particular: 
If I believe: 


But I will not con 


they cannot carry into effect. How can this ‘be 
done? -If you cannot get two-thirds of the mem 


what becomes of the resolution declaratory ofthe 
meaning of the Constitution? But it is idle to 
pass a declaratory resolution ualess it can be cart 
ried into effect. One.thing I will say, if the 
mover will modify his resolution so-as to impos 
a penalty on any officer who shall make a con+ 
tract with a member of Congress, I will give it. 
my consent. For I wish to see no man in these 
walls dependent on the Government. I still ad+ 
here to the principle which I set out with, when 
I entered into- public life, for 1 became a membet 
of the Legislaturé of the State which I have the 
honor to represent at the ‘age of twenty-one; ‘but. 
there was no office in thé gift of any Government. 
which I would possess. This is a principle to: 
which I strictly adhere, and I do not believe I 

have.any relation on earth who holds an office, 

numerous as my relatives are. yaaa 

Mr. J. CLay.—The gentleman says he is will- `- 
ing to vote for the expulsion of any member on - 
this floor who holds publie money. me 

Mr. Axsvon explained by observing that he 
had not absolutely said:so. 

Mr. J. Cuay.—If this cannot be done under the 
Constitution, with what consistency can the gen. `: 
tleman vote for the measure he proposes, as, under 
the provision of the Constitution alluded to, we 
have no right to expel a member but for some 
offence committed by him? The judges of your 
courts as well as the State courts haveassumed 
the right of expounding the Constitution, mas- 
much as -they are bound on oath to support it. 
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Are we not bound by the same oath to support it 2 
And have we not, by parity of reasoning, the same 
Tight to construe it? Are not gentlemen indeed, 


by their negative vote, giving the Constitution 


their own exposition? Į have no doubt of our 
Let.us take 


tight to expound the Constitution. 
things as they are. What is an officer? A man 
holding a public charge or agency. What is an 
office? A public charge-or agency. Is not a 


contract an agency? A man contracts to carry 
letters in the mail. Is not that an agency? So 
a man contracts asan agent of the Postmaster 
General to carry letters from Washington to Bal- 
timore; is he notas much an officer as if he resided 
The only differ- 
ence is, that one is moving and the other stationa- 
ry. Every officer under the Government is a con- 


at Washingtos or Baltimore? 


tractor, inasmuch as he contracts to do certain 
things for a certain sum of money. I believe, 


likewise, the converse of the proposition is true, 


and that contractors are likewise officers. 


Mr. Fino.ey said, were this proposition pro- 
posed asan amendment to the Constitution, he 


should vote for it; but for reasons very different 
from those which had been assigned. He did 


not believe that every contractor was an officer 
under the" Constitution, for if this was the case, 


every man who furnished the public with the 
` least article of supply would be an officer—the 


miller who sold flour for the use of the army, as 


well as the stationer who supplied the House 
with paper and quills, 
thing to the Government must, in this light, be 
` considered as an officer. Would gentlemen be 
1 disposed to exclude all persons of this description 


from a seat in this House? Great weight had: 


been attached to that clause in the Constitution 


which made the two Houses judges of the qual- 


ifications of their members; but it was a sufficient 
„answer to this argument to observe, that though 
the Constitution gives the two Houses the power 
of judging of the qualifications of their members, it 
does-not give them the power to make those qual- 
ifications. He agreed that it was discretionary 
with each House to expel a member, but then 
the act could only be effected -by a vote of two- 
thirds.of the members. He had always under- 
stood, and believed it to be correct, that it was 
an essential attribute of office for a man to pos- 
- Sess some power, to be exercised on behalf of -the 
<. Government. Now a mere contractor receives 
no such power; he only enters into an engage- 
ments to perform certain specified duties. 

Mr. J. Ranpoura desired that part of the Con- 
stitution to be read, which authorizes the expul- 
sion of a member, by which, he said, it would 
appear that such expulsion could only be made 
fer disorderly behaviour, -7777 

The Clerk read the article as ‘follows: 


- “Each House may determine the rules of its pro- 


ceedings ; punish its members for disorderly behaviour, 
... and, with the concurrence of -two-thirds, expel a 
member.” 

Mr. G. W. CamPeELL said he would assign 
the reasons, on account of which he could not 
give his vote in favor of the resolution under 


Every man whosold any- 


consideration. It proposed to decide what shall, 
and what shall not be the true construction of 
the Constitution as to the term office. He was. 
of opinion that it was not competent for that. 
House to put a construction upon the Constitu- 
tion, except in a particular case under their con- 
sideration; and that they could then and then - 
only act upon it. If there were any gentlemen 
upon the floor of the House who were contrac- 
tors, and a motion should be made to expel them, 
he would then be ready to give his vote upon 
such a motion; but he was not. prepared.to give 
a general construction to the Constitution as.to 
the existence of any such case. With regard to 
the case under cosideration, he was not prepared 
to say whether a contractor was an officer within 
the meaning of the Constitution. The Constitu- 
tion declared that no Senator or Representative 
should be appointed toan office: when, therefore, 
they were inquiring what constituted an. office un- 
der the Constitution, it was necessary that they 
should refer to the Constitution itself, to deter- 
mine the meaning of the word office. It declares, 
in the third section of the second article, that the 
President shall commission all the officers of 
the United States. Iam not prepared, said Mr. 
C., to say that a man is an officer who is not so 
commissioned under the Constitution. [t appears 
to me that a person must have a commission be- 
fore he can be considered an officer under the 
Constitution. Mr. C.said he. was clearly of opin- 
ion that it would be advisable to make a provi- 
sion to remedy the evil, and he would cheerfully 
agree to any measure which would have this 
effect, as he did consider it extremely indecorous 
for any man holding a contract and the money 
of the public to-participate in the making of laws 
for its application. 

Mr. R. Newson said he was sorry that he could 
not on this occasion, consistent with the oath he 
had taken to support the Constitution, advocate 
the resolution under consideration. He agreed 
that it was highly improper for contractors to 
hold seats in that House,as there were many 
cases in which they could not give a free and 


te" 


impartial vote; but in his opinion there was no 


power to exclude members from a seat, unless 
that power was contained in the Constitution. 
He said he would give his idea of the spirit and 
meaning of the Constitution on this point. They 
were bound by its letter—where the letter and the 
words of it were plain, they were bound strictly. to 
adhere to them; where, from the wording, the 
meaning was doubtful, or difficult, every mem- 
ber was bound to put that construction which 
his judgment dictated. But where there was no 
difficulty, where the words were plain and ob- 
vious, he would ever raise his hands against what 
was called the spirit of the Constitution, or, in 
other words, giving ita meaning which the words 
would not bear. If this power existed in the 
Constitution, it must be found under that section, 
which declares, that “No Senator or Represen- 
‘tative shall, during the time for which be. was 
‘ elected, be appointed to any civil office under the 
‘authority of the United States, which shall have ff 
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may be excluded from a seat in this House ; but if 
he is not, he cannot be excluded. What then is 
the idea of an officer under the Constitution ? 
It either must be recognised by the Constitution, 
or some law passed in conformity to it, for no 
man under the Government has a right without 
law to create as many offices as he pleases. The 
Postmaster General hasa right to contract for 
carrying the mail; he may employ for this pur- 

ose fifty, five hundred; or five thousand men. 
Wil anybody thence contend that the Postmas- 
ter General has the right of creating five thousand 
offices? Our Constitution has been justly ex- 
tolled as the freest in the world, and as the best 
calculated to promote the happiness and security 
of the people. It has been called free in contra- 
distinction to those despotic governments, where 
all the offices are held up to sale. Is not this the 
case with contracts? Are they not uniformly 
given to the lowest bidder? What government of 
principle then is this, which proposes to put a con- 
struction upon the Constitution, by which offices 
under the Government shall be ihis exposed to 
sale? Butare they in truth officers of the Uni- 
ted States, recognised either by the Constitution 
or laws? No, they are not officers of the United 
States, they are mere hirelings of the Postmaster 
General ; he has not the power of setting up the 
Constitution to the highest bidder. If so, it is 
no longer a free Constitution; it does not deserve 
the eulogiums which have been so justly passed 
upon it. i 


we Mr. Barty.—-I would not rise to trouble you 


‘were not the yeas and nays to be recorded on this 
question. 
mover of the resolution, or any other gentleman 
on this floor, of the extreme impropriety, to 
say the least of it, of persons remaining members 
of this House who hold a contract under the 
Government to which any emolument is attached. 
With him and them I believe, that of all de- 
scriptions of appointment, this is the most im- 
proper to be blended, where the emoluments are 
not fixed by law, but rise or fall with circum- 
stances. Lam therefore as wiling as any person 
can be to adopt any measure to effect a remedy 
of this evil, which we possess the Constitutional 
right of doing. My difficulty on this subject is 
not the same with that presented to the minds of 
some gentlemen, that we are not authorized to 
passa resolution putting a construction upon the 
Constitution. On this subject, by the Constitution 
we are made judges of the qualifications of the 
members of this House. If so, weare necessarily 
judges of their disqualification also. One power 
implies the other. I therefore have no difficulty on 
this score. The simple question is, in my mind, 
whether a contractor is an officer under the Con- 
stitution? My own opinion is decidedly in the 


I am as fully sensible as the honorable | 


of a contract with a seat on this floor as highly 
improper. Bat that was not the question under 
consideration. It was simply, how far they were 
authorized by the Constitution to take the course 
now recommended. Every man attending to that 
Constitution, would see that it had two great ob- 
jects in view. One was to promote the interests 
of the community: the other to protect the rights 
of individuals. But these duties were equally 
sacred. Was it then proper, in maintaining the 
one, to sacrifice the other? To avoid Scylla but 
strike on Charybdis? He wished to God the 
Constitution had excluded contractors; but as it 
had given them a right in common with the citi- 
zens of the United States to a scat on that floor 
Lin case they were elected, he could not in con- 
science do anything which would take away 
those rights. It did not belong to that House, 
previous to the existence of a particular case, to 
; make a general declaration. When a particular 
case was brought forward it would be time enough 
to take the subject under consideration. 

Mr. Binwe tt said, before he gave his vote, he 
would concisely state the rea ons which would 
influence him in giving it. This was not a mere 
question of policy, but a question that implicated 
the Constitution. It was their duty to decide, 
not what the Constitution ought to be, but what it 
was. However it might or might not conform to 
their abstract idea, they were nevertheless bound 
by it. The resolution says a contractor is an offi- 
cer within the meaning of the Constitution. In 
elucidating this point, the Constitution must be 
our guide. The clause of the Constitution relied 
upon is, that “no person holding any office under 
the United States, shall be a member of either 
House during his continuance in office.” To say 
that a contractor is an officer is giving a new sig- 
nification to the words contractor or officer. He 
considered both words to be as well understood, 
and to have as defiiate meanings as any other 
words inthe English language. There is a Con- 
stitutional definition of the word officer in the 
third section of the second article of the Consti- 
tution, which provides that the President. “shall 
commission all the officers of the United States.” 
Here then is a Constitutional definition of what 
is meant by a person holding an office, viz: a per- 
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son commissioned by the President. A contractor | But suppose the office of Postmaster General, as 
does not necessarily or even generally hold such | that seems in this debate to have engaged so much 
a commission. By deciding that a contractor is| of the attention of gentlemen, should be let to the 


those duties be less an officer of the United States? 
There is one office which I believe is always let 
to the lowest bidder—a common executioner. 
Who is he? The deputy of the sheriff: and quo 
ad hoc, he isas much an officer as the superior 
who employs him. / 


could be appointed without being commissioned 
by the President. This would be extending the 
doctrine a length to which it had never been car- 
ried. Further, it is provided, that the President, 
Vice President, and other officers of the Govern- 
ment, shall take an oath to support the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. Is there any such re-| What do we propose to do? To give a con- 
quisition, or has it been usual to require such an | struction to the Constitution which is to operate 
oath from contractors? Under this view of the | on our House only, and which is not to govern 
subject, and conceiving himself bound by the! the other House. They are as much the judges 
oath which he had taken to support the Consti- | of the qualifications of their own members, as we 
tution, he could not in conscience agree to the | are of the qualifications of ours. And although 
resolution, whatever evils it might have for its | the gentleman from Georgia is unwilling a dif- 
object to cure. ’ ferent principle should obtain in the two Houses; 
Mr. Ruxa (of Tennessce) said this was an ab- | and although I should be glad that a proper prin- 
stract question, in the affirmative of which he was | ciple should be applied to both, and should, there- 
not prepared to vote. There were abstract reasons fore, be willing that such a principle should be 
which induced him to vote against the resolution. | fixed by law; Lam not, therefore, for abandoning 
He said he was averse to assume from the Con- | that, which we have an indisputable right to do, 
stitution of the United States, what was not ex- | a right to judge of the qualifications of our own 
pressly declared therein. members, in hope of obtaining that which we may 
He was not willing to go on, by a principle of | never accomplish. But let me ask those. gentle- 
construction, until the Constitution of the United | men who profess themselves willing to aid us in 
States was made anything or nothing. There| framing a law upon this subject, how, ón their 
was a day when the principle of construction was | own principle, a law can be framed to do that by 
reprobate and now, having a seat in this honor- | law which cannot, as they say, be done under the 
able House, he was not willing to revive that Constitution? If the Constitution does not au- 
principle. He said he was determined to vote | thorize such a step, much less will it be author- 
against the resolution. ized by our laws. , 
Mr. J. Ranvotrpn admitted that this might be,| Mr. Ermer said it was perfectly clear to. him, 
as he was convinced it was with many gentle- | thatthe members of that House were not at liberty 
men, and hoped it was with all, a question admit- | to vote for the resolution under consideration. 
ting of a fair difference óf opinion. It was a ques- | Both common sense and the Constitution forbade 
tion that respected the construction of the Con- | considering a contract in the light of an office, 
stitution of the United States. The point in issue, | and he had never before heard it contended that 
whether a contractor is or is not an officer of the | they were equivalent terms. He would cordially 
United States, had been set aside by being begged. | give his vote for any law which could be consti- 
Gentlemen argue as if it was proposed to add a | tutionally passed, to get rid of speculation and 
new qualification to holding a seat on this floor, | corruption of any sort, but the oath which he had 
when in truth, no such question existed; the only taken to support the Constitution limited . his 
question was, whether there was an existing dis- | power, which he could not transcend. : 
“qualification. While I am up, said Mr. R., per-] Mr. KeLLY said he would concisely assign 
mit me to say the gentleman from Maryland has, | the reasons which would induce him to yote 
with a peculiar infelicity, abandoned the ground | against the resolution. He did not believe an 
which he had first taken. He says that a con-| officer and a contractor meant the same things. 
tract cannot be an office, because the former are | With regard to the contractors holding a seat on 
put up to sale; and because no man, under the | that floor, it might happen that a man might be a 
Constitution, can possess the power of creating an | contractor without being in the least disqualified 
indefinite number of offices. And yet, how are | from impartially discharging all the duties ofa 
those men who carry the mail or discharge the member, as the contract which he formed might 
duties of postmasters appointed, but on the mere | be more for the good of others than his own bene- 
dictum of the Postmaster General? And how | fit. He, however, allowed that where a person held 
are foreign Ministers appointed? They are not | a seat, and made use of the power it gave him to 
appointed by law. The President nominates as make a contract, he was highly censurable. Still 
many as he pleases, and is only limited by the | he was of opinion that it was not in the power of 
money at his disposal. As to the offices under | the House to declare the two appointments. in- 
the Postmaster General, as has been alleged,| compatible, unless the Constitution expressly au- 
being let to the lowest bidder, I believe it would į thorized them. In examining the Constitution 
be difficult to establish the allegation. I under-| he found no such provision. Though it had been 
stand that that is not the principle on which they attempted to be shown that a contractor and an 
have been let out. We are told that a contract is | officer were one and the same, he believed they 
nothing but a bargain. It certainly is a bargain. | were very distinct things. A contractor receives 


an officer, it will be decided that no a lowest bidder; would the person that discharged . 
j 
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no authority from Government; his contract was 
derived from an officer, and all the power he pos- 
sessed was derived from bim, who was. only 
. amenable for the performance of the duty to the 
person who appointed him. A contractor could 
not, therefore, be considered as an officer under 
the Constitution, amenable to the United States. 
Several allusions, said Mr. K., have been made 
to: cases which have occurred under the Poxtmas- 
ter General, but until these shall be particularly 
pointed out, it-will-be impossible for us to decide 
how weare to act. I believe that it does not be 
come this House to pass declaratory acts relative 
to the Constitution. It ought, in my opinion to 
stand on-its own footing; and every case that is 
presented ought to be decided, not by a declaratory 
act, but by the Constitution itself. My colleague 
says that the judges of the federal as well as.State 
courts take. an oath as well as we do, to support 
the Constitution ; and that, notwithstanding they 
are in the daily habit of construing the Constitu- 
tion. But there is a wide difference between their 
deciding particular cases which properly come 
before them, and this House going into a general 
declaration without any such particular case. 
‘Would the judges undertake to declare the mean- 
ing of the Constitution without the existence of 
a particular case calling for their decision? So 
that the very thing which the House is about 
doing, has been invariably avoided by the judges. 
Mr. Dawson observed that when the resolution 
was offered, he had voted for it, because he ap- 
proved the principle on which it was founded. He 
should now be obliged to vote against it, because 
it tended to curtail the privileges of the House. 
If a contractor had constitutionally no right toa 
seat in the House, the proper way was to take u 


Holmes, David Hough, John G. Jackson, James Kelly, 
Nehemiah Knight, Joseph Lewis, jun., Duncan MacFar. 
land, Josiah. Masters, Nicholas R. Moore, J eremiah 
Morrow, John Morrow, Gurdon S. Mumford, J eremiah 
Nelson, Roger Nelson, Gideon Olin, Timothy Pitkin, jun, 
John Pugh, Josiah Quincy, John Rhea, of Tennessee, 
John Russell, Peter Sailly,. Ebenezer Seaver, James 
Sloan, John Smilie, John Smith, Henry Southard, Jó- 
seph Stanton, William Stedman, Samuel Taggart, Ben- 
jamin Tallmadge, Samuel Tenney, David Thomas, 
Thomas W. Thompson, Uri Tracy, Abram Trigg, Philip 
Van Cortlandt, Killian K. Van Rensselaer, Joseph B. 
Varnum, Peleg Wadsworth, John Whitehill, Robert’ 
Whitehill, Eliphalet Wickes, Marmaduke Williams, 
Nathan Williams, Alexander Wilson, and Joseph 
Winston. 

So the resolution was lost. 


FISHING BOUNTY. 


Mr. Crownensuiexp, from the Committee of 
Commerce and: Manufactures, to whom was refer- 
red, by the House of Representatives, the petition 
of Jonathan Very, of Salem, in the State of Mas- 
sachusetts, made the following report : 


The petitioner, in the year 1800, was the owner of 
the schooner Edmund, of the burden of fifty-one tons. 
This vessel. was. licensed: for employment in the ‘cod 
fishery, and sailed on her voyage the twenty-first day 
of June, and returned to Salem on the ninth day of Au- | 
gust, with a fare of fish, of three hundred and seventy- . 
two quintals. She departed on the second voyage, the 
twenty-first day of August; and after being employed in 
the cod fishery, and having caught upwards of forty quin» 
tals of fish, on the ninth day of September, ensuing; 
the said vessel met with a severe storm, shipped a sea, 
and was so wrecked that the crew. deserted her, and 
she, with her whole cargo of fish and salt, was thereby» 
totally lost. In consequence of this loss, the petitioner 


Pp A i 
thecaseand act directly upon it. He believed that; and the crew of said schooner were deprived of the 


such a case did exist, and he was ready to say if 
there were any members who received mone 
from the public, they ought not to hold a seat on 
that floor. 

The question was then taken by yeas and nays 
on agreeing tothe resolution—yeas 25, nays 86, as 
follows: 


Yuas—Evan Alexander, Burwell Basset, George M. 
Bedinger, Christopher Clark, Joseph Clay, Matthew 
Clay, Elias Earle, James M. Garnett, Edwin Gray, 
Walter Jones, Michael Leib, William McCreery, Thom- 
as Moore, Thomas Newton, jun., John Randolph.Thom- 
as M: Randolph, John Rea, of Pennsylvania, Thomas 
Sandford, Martin G.Schuneman, Samuel Smith, Thom- 
as: Spalding, Richard Stanford, Philip R. Thompson, 
David R. Williams, and Richard Winn. ni 

Naxe— Willis. Alston, junior, Joseph Barker, Silas 
Betton, Barnabas Bidwell, William Blackledge, John 
Blake, jun, Thomas Blount, Robert Brown, William 
Butler, George W. Campbell, John Campbell, John 
Chandler, Martin Chittenden, John Claiborne, John 
Clopton, Frederick Conrad, Orchard Cook,Jacob Crown- 
inshield, Richard Cutts, Ezra Darby, John Davenport, 
jun., John Dawson, William Dickson, Peter Early, 
James Elliot, Caleb Ellis, Ebenezer Elmer, William 
Ely, John W. Eppes, William Findley, James Fisk, 
John Fowler, Charles Goldsborough, Peterson Good- 
wyn, Andrew Gregg, Isaiah L. Green, Silas Halsey, 
John Hamilton, Seth Hastings, William Helms, David 


bounty money allowed under the existing laws for. the 
encouragement of the fishery, in lieu of the drawback 
on the salt consumed in making the fish. The peti 
tioner prays that he and the crew of said schooner may 
receive the same bounty, which, in the event of a suc- 
cessful voyage, they would have been entitled to, or such 
proportion thereof as may be deemed proper. 

The committee are satisfied that the duty paid:to™ ` 
the United States, on the quantity of salt exported-in ` 
the.schooner Edmund, amounted to an equal sum with 
the-bounty prayed to be allowed by the petitioner; it 
might, therefore, at the first view, seem reasonable to 
grant the prayer of the petitioner; but, on the other 
hand, the: existing law only warrants the payment of 
the-bounty to fishing vessels actually employed: during 
four months.of the fishing season ; that is accounted to 
be from the first. day. of March to the. first day of De- 
cember, in every year. This schooner was. at sea, and 
actually engaged in the fishing business, for seventy 
days only, during- the two voyages. She was not em- 
ployed longer than that time before she was lost, and 
abandoned by the crew. No provision exists, in the 
law for the encouragement of the fisheries, which is 
calculated to meet a case similarly circumstanced. It 
contemplates the employment of a fishing vessel,. for 
the period of four months, and leaves no discretion to 
be exercised by the officers of the customs. If a regu- 
larly licensed fishing vessel is lost, or shipwrecked, at 
any time within the tour months, as the law now stands, 
the bounty cannot be. paid. T'he committee consider 
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this as a hardship upon the fishermen, and the owners of 
fishing vessels. It would certainly be an equitable ar- 
rangement to allow them to receive such proportion of the 
bounty, as the time employed, previous to the loss of the 
vessel, might bear to the four months; and where the 
vessel should be entirely lost, with the crew, it would 
be only a fair and just encouragement to the cod fish- 
ery, if the full bounty was paid; and such a provision 
could not be considered as operating injuriously to the 
revenue, as the bounty is allowed in lieu of the draw- 
back to which the salt used in curing fish would be en- 
titled, upon its exportation out of the United States. 

The committee, however, are not permitted to vary 
the law to suit each individual case. A mere infor- 
mality, unintentionally. committed, might sometimes 
be dispensed. with ; but, where the principal provision 
of the law is not complied with, there, can be no rea- 
son to induce Con zress to fluctuate in its decisions, ac- 
cording to the various applications or views of individ- 
uals, who may feel themselves injured. : 

Under all the circumstances stated in this case, (al- 
though the committee are fully sensible that the loss 
falls peculiarly hard on the petitioner,) they are of the 
opinion that, as the law now stands, it would be im- 
proper to allow the bounty asked for by the petitioner ; 
ard therefore recommend, that-he have leave to with- 
draw his petition, and the documents accompanying 
the same. 

The report was agreed to. 


Saturpay, March 29. 


Mr. Tuomas M. Ranporrs, from the commit- 
tee appointed on the fifth instant, presented, ac- 
cording to order a bill concerning the public 

rounds within the limits of the city of Wash- 
ington, in the District of. Columbia; which was 
read twice, and committed to a Commiitee.of the 
whole House on Monday next. 

Mr. Dawson, from the Committee appointed 
on the fourteenth instant, presented a bill author- 
‘izing the proprietors of squares and lots in the 
City of Washington, to have the same subdivided 
and admitted to record; which was read twice, 
and committed to a Committee of the Whole on 
Tuesday next. 

Mr. Jackson, from the committee appointed on 
the twenty-third of December last, presented a 
bill supplementary to the.act, entitled “An act to 
extend Jurisdiction, in certain cases, to the Terri- 
torial Courts ;” which was read twice, and com- 
mitted to the Committee of the Whole to whom 
was committed on the eighteenth instant, the bill 
to provide for the adjustment of titles of land in 
the Territory of Michigan, and for other purposes. 

Mr. Jackson, from the same committee, pre- 
sented a bill toamend the act, entitled “An act to 
divide the Indiana Territory into two separate 
Governments, and for other purposes;” which 
was read twice, and committed to the Committee 
of the Whole to whom was committed, on the 
eighteenth instant, the bill to provide for the ad- 
jusiment of the titles of land in the Territory of 
Michigan, and for other purposes. 

PETITION OF JOSIAH H. WEBB. 

Mr. J.C. Smita, from the Committee of Claims, 
to.whom was referred the petition of Josiah H. 
Webb, made the following report: 


The petitioner, while employed in carrying the mail 
of the United States in August last, from Coweta to 
Fort Stoddert, was shot through the body by some per- 
son unknown. He is now in a languishing condition, 
under the care of the commanding officer at Fort Stod- 
dert, destitute of the means of present subsistence ; and, 
from the nature of the wound, it is not probable: he 
will be able to provide for his future support. 

A letter from the Postmaster General addressed to 
the Committee, and accompanying this report, confirms 
the foregoing statement, and recommends the petition- 
er’s case to the humane provision of Congress. And 
when it is considered that the petitioner is now within 
the exclusive jurisdiction of the Government of the 
United States, in a part of the country where no regu- 
lations are yet adopted for the support of the poor; that 
he is under the immediate charge of an officer of the 
Government, who must either permit the petitioner to 
suffer for want of the necessaries of life, or maintain 
him at his own private expense, there can be little doubt 
that itis the duty of the National Legislature to extend 
its aid to an individual thus circumstanced. 

Of the nature and extent of the relief which ought 
to be afforded to the petitioner, your Committee are not 
yet fully advised; at present they respectfully submit to 
the House the following general resolution : 

Resolved, That the prayer of the petitioner is reason- 
able, and ought to be granted. . 

Ordered, That a bill or bills be brought in, pur- 
uant to the said resolution, and that the Commit- 
tee of Claims do prepare and bring in the same. 


AMENDMENTS TO THE CONSTITUTION, 


Mr. Newron alluded to the fate experienced 
yesterday by the resolution declaring the tenure 
of a seatin the House incompatible with the bold- 
ing a contraet under the Government of the Uni- 
ted States.. From the fate experienced by this 
resolution, he said he was induced. to offer. an 
amendment to the Constitution which he consid- 
ered. as of great importance. He said he would 
wish. to-see-an American Congress composed. of | 
very different materials from a British Parliament. 
He did not wish to see contractors on that floor. 
When the. Members of that House came to per- 
form the duties of the people, they should pass 
themselves into oblivion. No suspicion ought to 
attach tothem. To preserve the character of: the 
Representative body from reproach, he had pre- 
pared an amendment to the Constitution which 
he would submit to the House. 

The amendment was then read, as follows: 

“ That no person, holding a contract under the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, or who shall, directly or 
indirectly participate in the emoluments of such con- 
tract, shall be capable of holding a seat in the Senate 
or House of Representatives of the United States.” 

Ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. Tuomas said he wished to submit a resolu- 
tion, also to amend the Constitution. It. was for 
the purpose of districting the several States. for 
the choice of Electors of President and. Vice Pres- 
ident by the people. 

He said he bad had the resolution for some time 
in his drawer, waiting for a favorable opportunity 
to bring the subject forward. He would not say 
that the present was the auspicious moment. to 
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call the attention of Congress and the nation to 
alter that sacred instrument, for he believed it 
ought not to be approached with innovations, but 
for strong and cogent reasons; nor then, only when 
the public mind was free from collision, and un- 
embarrassed with other questions of great nation- 
al policy. However, as several propositions for 
amendments were before them, if they were called 
upon at this time to consider any, he wished to 
draw the attention of the House to one which 
experience had proved to be really necessary and 
proper. 

The object of districting the State, and vesting 
the choice of Electors of Presidentand Vice Pres- 
ident in the people. was one which he had fre- 
quently urged and advocated in the Legislature of 
the State which he had the honor, in part, to rep- 
resent, under the Constitution as it now stands, 
which left it optional with the State Legislature, 
either to appoint the Electors themselves, or to rest 
their election with the people at large. Indeed, 
he said, he always did think, and still thought, 
that the mode of choosing Electors for the Chief 
Magistrate of this country, ought to be by the 
people, and that, too, in an uniform mode through- 
out the United States. This, he considered the 
only proper way to obtain a fair expression of the 
public will in the choice of this highly responsible 
officer; and in order to have this subject before the 
House, he would submit the following resolution : 

“ That the State Legislatures shall, from time to time, 
divide each State into districts, equal to the whole num- 
ber of Scnators and Representatives from each State, 
in the Congress of the United States; and shall direct 
the mode of choosing an Elector of President and 
Vice President in each of the said districts, who shall 
be chosen by citizens having the qualifications requisite 
for electors of the most numerous branch of the State 
Legislature, and that the districts so to be constituted, 
shall consist, as nearly as may be, of contiguous terri- 
tory, and of proportion of population, except where 
there may be any detached portion of territory, not of 
itself sufficient to form a district, which shall then be 
annexed to some other portion nearest thereto; which 
districts, when so divided, shall remain unalterable un- 
til a new census of the United States shall be taken.” 


Laid on the table. 
FOREIGN AGGRESSIONS. 


Mr. Dana.—Mr. Speaker, it is well known, sir, 
how higily the public expectation has been ex- 
cited with respect to the proceedings of Congress. 
Before we assembled in this place there existed a 
strong sentiment of indignation, in consequence 
of the injuries and indignities accumulated upon 
the United States. The language of the Presi- 
dent’s communication to Congress at the opening 
of the session corresponded to this tone of the 
public mind. The sentiment has been decidedly 
manifested in the memorials laid before Congress 
from different parts of the Union. The frequency 
of our deliberations in conclave, the speeches de- 
livered in public, the conversations of gentlemen 
without the bar, all might be mentioned as evin. 
eive of the general conviction, that the state of 
public affairs imperiously required something to 
be- done; something adequate to the exigencies of 


our peculiar situation; something worthy of the 
moderation, the firmness. and the wisdom, which 
should characterize the Representatives of a free, 
enlightered, and magnanimous people. 

From the interesting nature and magnitude of ` 
the subjects on which the President has given us 
information; from the general character of the 
measures which he has officially recommended to 
our consideration, a serious weight of responsi- 
bility has been devolved upon this House; and 
an ample portion of it, in my apprehension, has 
rested on those members upon whom the manage- 
ment of business has been more especially de- 
volved in the course of political events, and by 
the peculiar circumstances of the time. The ses- 
sion has now continued for more than sixteen 
weeks. During this time the gentlemen have had 
opportunity to present for our consideration such 
measures as they have thought proper for liber- 
ating the country from evils which are expe- 
rienced, and for guarding it against such as are to 
be apprehended. After all the patience of expec- + 
tation, during so long a period, in waiting for the ~ 
gentlemen to develope whatever of system they. |” 
may have formed or adopted for the public wel- 
fare, I hope it will not be judged improper if I ° 
now request your attention to some of the subjects 
which have not been considered in the House, - 
although they are mentioned in the President’s 
communication, and are perhaps not less imme- . 


diately interesting than others, about which there |. . 
has been so much said in the form of publie.: 


debate. 

With the exception of the reference to affairs 
with several Indian tribes, and the measures for: 
exploring certain parts of the interior of this con- 
tinent, the communication of the President prin- - 
cipally regards our foreign relations. He gives 
us information of the state of affairs with the 
Powers of Barbary; but no difficulties on that 
coast are mentioned as requiring the particular 
attention of Congress. The prominent topics are. .. 
our relations with some of the greater Powers of 
Eurcpe. 
ous moment. 


We have controversies, nominally, with Spainy 4 


on account of territorial claims and aggressions; 
and for spoliations during the former war. With.” 
respect to these, we have done nothing in public.” 
Of what has been done in secret, I abstain from 
speaking, as the majority of the House has not 
yet consented to remove the veil which hides the 
proceedings in conclave from the eyes of*the 
people. 

Between this country and Great Britain there 
are serious questions relative to the impressment 
of seamen, and the trade with colonies of her ene- 
mies. With a view to these questions we have’. 
had various propositions before us, and the House’ 
has adopted such as undoubtedly seemed to the: 
majority most advisable. ae 

Bat among all the propositions and resolutions 
which have been laid on your table, not one has 
contained any provision relative to some of the 
grossest outrages mentioned in. the President’s 
Message}; outrages committed by persons under 


With them we have questions of seris- 
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the flags of various belligerent Powers. the British, 
the French, the Spanish. I speak of outrages at 
the entrance of our harbors, on our coasts, and in 
the West Indies: 
“Our coasts have been infested, and our harbors 
watched by private armed vessels, some of them with- 
- out commissions, some with illegal commissions, others 
with those of legal form, but committing piratical acts 
beyond the authority of their commissions. They have 
captured, in the very entrance of our harbors, as well 
as on the high seas, not only the vessels of our friends 
coming to trade with us, but our own also. They have 
carried them off, under pretence of legal adjudication ; 
but, not daring to approach a court of justice, they 
have plundered and sunk them by the way, or in ob- 
scure places where no evidence could arise against 
them, maltreated the crews, and abandoned them, in 
boats in the open sea or on desert shores, without food 
or covering. These enormities appearing to be un- 
reached by any control of their Sovereigns, I found it 
necessary to equip a force to cruise within our own 
seas; to arrest all vessels of these descriptions found 
hovering on our coasts, within the limits of the Gulf 
stream, and to bring the offenders in for trial as pirates. 
“The same system of hovering on our coasts and 
harbors, under color of seeking enemies, has been also 
carried on by public armed ships, to the great annoy- 
ance and oppression of our commerce.” 
Such is the language of the President. Some 
redress for these enormities is demanded by a re- 
ard to national honor, justice, interest, humanity. 
hat redress is provided? On this subject the 
gentlemen have done nothing, proposed nothing, 
doubtless because their faculties have been so 
- much absorbed in other considerations which 
they deemed important. 
On examining the documents before the House, 
the injuries, the insults, the barbarities, which are 
“mentioned by the President in general terms, will 
be seen to have been too fully realized in detail. 
You have decisive proof of the atrocious practices 
in the West Indies. Permit me to turn your at- 
‘tention but to a single page of the official docu- 
ments. . In a letter of the 7th of June, 1805, from 
Mr, Blakely, our Consul at St. Jago, in Cuba, we 
have this information: “Since the last evacuation 
‘ of Hispaniola, more than one thousand American 
‘seamen have been landed in this port, most of 
‘them without clothes, and all of them without 
‘any possible means of support, but such as they 
‘receive from their own Government.” In an- 
other letter of the 1st of July, 1805, he speaks in 
these terms: “The scene of robbery, destruction, 
“evasion, perjury, cruelty, and insult, to which 
‘the Americans, captured by French pirates, and 
‘brought into this and the adjacent ports, have 
‘been subjected, perhaps has not been equalled in 
‘a century past.” Shall these sufferings of our 
countrymen be disregarded, because the seamen 
perhaps were not employed by capitalists engaged 
in a trade carried on in distant seas, in Europe or 
Asia? Is all the philanthropic sensibility which 
has been professed in debate to be confined exclu- 
„Sively to seamen impressed. into British service? 
Some portion of it, I hope, will yet be found for 
our own countrymen in the West Indies, captured, 
robbed of their: property, loaded with indignities, 
9th Conw.—29 


What can justify a 
desertion of the cause of our fellow-citizens suf- 
fering under these infamous outrages? With 
these observations respecting the depredations on 
our commerce, and the sufferings of our seamen 
in the West Indies, I leave the subject for the 
present to the reflections of gentlemen.. It is my 
intention at this time to advert more particularly 
to the conduct of belligerent cruisers near our 
ports and on our coasts. 

Of the violations of our neutral rights by these 
cruisers, one of the most memorable cases has 
been stated in a memorial from South Carolina. 
On casting an eye over the memorial, I find it 
supported by the signature of the President of the 
South Carolina Insurance Company, with a long 
list of names, which, as I am well informed, are 
among the most respectable in Charleston, com- 
prehending merchants, and planters, and profes- 
sional gentlemen. Without stating the whole of 
the memorial, I will now mention only certain 
parts of it as being more immediately applicable. 
This is the language: 

“Your memorialists are deeply affected by the recent 
capture, at the very entrance of this port, of the Ameri- 
can ship Two Friends, by a French privateer. This 
event has excited among all classes of citizens, the 
strongest sensations, not only because the ship was 
captured without any color of pretence, within sight 
of land, but because she is our only regular London 
trader, and had on board a full supply of spring and 
summer goods, 

“This most extraordinary capture has already been 
followed by events no less alarming ; our harbor being 
at this moment completely blockaded by three French 
privateers. 

“ These just alarms and apprehensions of your me- 
morialists are heightened by the well known circum- 
stance of many of the cruisers which infest our shores 
belonging to St. Jago de Cuba and Barracoa; in which 
receptacles, our vessels and their cargoes, with the 
knowledge of the Government of Cuba, are instantly 
sold, without any condemnation whatever, or even the 
formality of a trial, thereby precluding every future 
possibility of redress. 

«“ Your memorialists avail themselves of this occasion 
to notice a late decision of the district court within 
this State, grounded on an act of Congress, whereby 
the territorial jurisdiction of the United States is lim- 
ited to the short distance of three miles, or a marine 
league, from the coasts or shores, which, by the said 
court, is construed to mean three miles from the land; 
consequently, the middle channel of our bar, being 
more than three miles distant from the nearest land, is 
pronounced by judicial authority to be without the 
jurisdiction of the United States; the very entrance of 
our harbor, in full sight of the city, where vessels are 
frequently obliged to anchor, while waiting for a tide, 
and with a pilot on board, is, by our own tribunals, ac- 
knowledged to be without the protection of our Gov- 
ernment.” 

The seizures of merchant vessels on our coast, 
and near our ports, are mentioned in memorials 
from other ports of the Union. We have before 
us complaints on this subject from Baltimore 
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Philadelphia, New York, New Haven, and Salem. 
Indeed, the conduct of belligerent cruisers, in the 
tracts of sea adjacent to our territories, has beena 
subject of general condemnation. Persons who 
have differed on other topics have agreed on this. 
‘This sentiment has been common to people of dif- 
ferent professions, and classes, and parties. The 
main facts are notorious. Near our ports, within 
the recesses of our coast, almost within our har- 
bors, belligerent cruisers have watched for oppor- 
tunities of seizing merchant vessels employed in 
“the trade of this country. Need I mention the 
indignation excited by the blockade of New York. 
The interruption of the commerce of that great 
port is well known. British vessels of war were 
stationed off Sandy Hook. Among them, I re- 
member the names of the Leander, the Cambrian, 
the Driver; there may have been others, which I 
do not recollect; but such particulars are not of 
consequence in the present estimate; the general 
fact is sufficient. By taking such stations, belli- 
gerent cruisers have been able to seize our mer- 
chant vessels on the return voyage and carry them 
in for adjudication, under pretext of being em- 
ployed in trading directly between the parent 
country and a colony of the enemy, or of having 
violated, inthe outward voyage, some regulation 
respecting contraband or blockade. Millions of 
property have thus been exposed to seizure, which 
might otherwise have been added to the commer- 
cial stock of our country, and swelled the receipts 
of the Treasury. Such stations, too, have afforded 
“OPRoE Unie for the impressment of seamen. 
“With respect to these outrages, sir, 1 will not 
fatigue you by professions of patriotism ; nor will 
I invoke the spirit of 1776; nor will I declaim 
about our Revolution, or about our right to na- 
tional independence. Such observations have no 
specific bearing on the subject. In whatever de- 
gree it may have become fashionable to occupy 
the time of the House in this manner, I trust it 
will not be supposed to manifest.any want of re- 
spect to the understandings of the House, if I 
attend to considerations more directly applicable 
‘to some practical purpose. 

‘Permit me, sir, to call your attention to the 
causes of these outrages, with the view of providing 
some effectual remedy. One general cause is to 
be found inthe habitual rapacity of those who 
cruise under-the belligerent flags. But we must 
expect the rapacity to exist, whatever we may say 
about justice or generosity. The men who roam 
the seas in quest of prey, will not be deterred from 
rapine and violence by general declamations about 
the principles of virtue or the rights of neutrality, 
while they can seize their object with ease and 
impunity. Adopt means of prevention, which 
cut off their hopes of suecess! These will be 
found more effectual than any vague professions 
of patriotism. l l i 

There is another cause—the defective nature 
of the existing law of the United States. This 
.we may reform, unless restrained by some 
of the duties of neutrality. In June 1794, was 
passed “An act in addition tothe act for the pun- 
ishment of certain crimes against the United 


States.” ‘You will find it in the third volume of 
thelaws. Originally the act was temporary ; but, 
after being once continued in force for a further 
term, it was ultimately made permanent, by an act 
passed in the year 1800. By the sixth section it 
is provided, that the district courts shall take cog- 
nizance of complaints, by whomsoever instituted, 
in cases of captures made within the waters of the 
United States, or within a marine league of the 
coasts or shores thereof. The comprehensive 
form of expression. assigns to the district courts 
the cognizance of libels for damages, in cases of 
capture, as well as of libels for restitution. ‘Before 
this act was passed, a question had existed, 
whether the district courts, as courts of admi- 
ralty, were authotized to take cognizance of 
such complaints, even where the captured- prop- 
erty was within a port of the United States, 
and nothing more than restitution was the object 
of the complaint. The fact may be ascertained by 
recurring to the State papers of the time. I pre- 
sume, sir, it is well recollected by yourself. The 
act of June, 1793, terminated the question. about 
the judicial cognizance of such cases, but by its 
very terms did not permit the distriet courts to 
extend the claim. of jurisdiction from the shore to 
a greater distance than a. marine league. 

In the case decided in South Carolina, and. no- 
ticed in the memorial from Charleston, it would 
seem, that a considerable dissatisfaction had been 
felt in consequence of the opinion, judicially given 
by the district judge: and, if my recollection is 
not fallacious, some censorious remarks were pub- 
lished in a paper or papers of the day. That se- 
rious discontent should exist when the very en- 
trance of such a harbor as that of Charleston 
was officially pronounced to be without the verge 
of territorial protection, ought not to excite sur- 
prise in any reflecting mind. There was serious 
cause for inquietude. But, if I understand that 
case, I can have no hesitation in declaring my 
opinion, that in his construction of the law, which 
marked the extent of his authority, the decision 
of the district judge was correct. And, instead 
of censuring, we ought to.approbate and, hold in 
honor that spirit of judicial independence which 
pronounces sentence according to the existing law, 
however unacceptable may be the result even to 
persons-worthy of high estimation. “If no relief 
is provided for cases of this nature, the fault is not 
in the district judge, but in the existing law. The 
evil is one for which we have the power to au- 
thorize a remedy. It belongs not to any judge 
or court of the United States under the law as 
now existing; and, while no other provision is 
made by Congress with respect to. the extent of the 
territorial protection of the United States, it is not 
to be expected that the President will assume the 


responsibility of attempting to enforce any. exten- . 


sion of the principle in any case whatever beyond 
a marine league from the shore. o 
Does our duty, as a neutral Power, require- us 
to submit to this limitation in all cases? Accord- 
ing to my apprehension of the subject, the act of 
June, 1794, ought to be considered as defining the 
limits within which this country would assume 
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the national duty of protecting the interests of] sel and cargo and officer to a foreign port for ad- 


all in friendship with us. It assumes a public ob- 
ligation in favor of foreigners as well as citizens: 
but the extent of that obligation is not the whole 
extent of privilege whith we may claim for our 
own national interest and security, for the safe- 
guard of our commerce, and the supply of our. 
‘Treasury. 

Among the documents laid before Congress, I 
find a letter, of the 5th of January, 1804, to Mr. 
Monroe, from the Secretary of State; in this, there 
is a reference to the British extension of territorial 
jurisdiction to four leagues from the shore. The 
„Secretary observes: “This extension of the Bri- 
€ tish law to four leagues from the shore is infer- 
‘red from an act of Parliament passed in the 
t year 1736.” The fact of this British extension 
of jurisdiction, I believe to be unquestionable. 
According to the view which I have entertained 
of the subject, a jurisdiction to this extent is le- 
gally, established for purposes of revenue, and not 
-on account of any supposed claim to the honors 
of the flag. within the “narrow seas.” One thing 
atleast is certain. A like extension of jurisdiction 
-is established on the part of a country whose Gov- 
ernment makes no high claim to honors of the 
‘flag within any seas contiguous to the territory. 
-Allow me, sir, to turn your attention to the act to 
regulate the collection of duties on imports and 
tonnage. By the ninety-ninth section, the offi- 
cers of the revenue cutters are required to go on 
‘board of all ships or vessels, which shall arrive 
within four leagues of the coast, if bound for the 
“United States, to search and examine the same; 
and to affixand put proper fastenings on the hatches, 
-and to remain on board until they arrive at the 
placeof destination. The 102d section requires the 
revenue cutters and boats: to -be distinguished by 
_a characteristic ensign and pennant; and in case 
-any ship or. vessel liable to. examination shall 
not bring to, on being required or chased by any: 
cutter or boat having displayed the pennant and 
: ensign prescribed for vessels :in the revenue ser- 
vice, it shall -be lawful for the persons having: 
command of such cutter or boat to fire at or into 
such vessels which shall not bring to, after such 
pennant and ensign shall be hoisted, and a gua 
shall have been fired by such cutter or boat'as a 
‘Signal. Here we see a jurisdiction asserted by 
the. United States to the distance of four leagues 
from the coast. It is exercised for. the protection 
„of the national revenue. Officers in the imme- 
diate service of the Government, with a-body of 
men constantly paid and supported out of the 
products of the customs, are employed to enforce 
‘the law, and are armed with a power to wound 
or kill ‘those who refuse to conform. Mer- 
chant vessels bound to the United States, within, 
four leagues of the coast, are to be placed under 
the charge of public officers, who are to remain 
on. board until ‘the artival.in port. While the 
vessel is thus under the charge of the officer, within 
the actual jurisdiction of the United States, will 
you. permit a foreign cruiser, within this space. of 
sea, to bid defiance to your law, to seize the vessel 
with your officer on board, and proceed with ves- 


. neutral character of a country. 


judication ? 

Soon after the commencement of the French 
revolutionary warfare, the captures made by bel- 
ligerent cruisers gave rise to inquiries with re- 
spect to the extent of the protective jurisdiction 
of the United States. Amidst all the political 
agitations of the time, it became the duty of the 
Administration to fix on some rule for preventing 
the disturbance of our public peace by foreign 
hostilities. Under the existing circumstances, it 
was determined to restrict the exercise of the au- 
thority of the United States, for that time, to the 
least distance claimed on the coasts of any nation 
in any case. That this was the fact, may be 
seen by examining the papers laid before Con- 
gress by the President of the United States, near 
the close of the year 1793. 

With respect to the right of territorial protec- 
tion along the coasts of a neutral Power, the gen- 
eral principle is clear. Questions have been 
made about its extent. The right toa reasonable 
distance isadmittted. But this does not distinetly 
solve the difficulty. What is a reasonable dis- 
tance? 

If regard is to be had to the nature of our coasts, 
and to our distance from all the nations of the 
civilized world, the general principle would allow 
to the United States an ample extension of the 
territorial immunity from hostilities. A right of 
protective jurisdiction over some portion of ad- 
jacent sea is founded in the general right of a 
neutral Power to provide for the common safety, 
prosperity, and tranquillity. It is essential to the 
It results from 
the principles of the great law of self-preserva- 
tion. It is a necessary attribute of territorial 
sovereignty. With respect to the practical exer- 
cise of this right, different distances from the shore 
are mentioned by writers on public law. Where 


-the coast is prominent, as well as free from shoals, 


the least distance towards the main ocean is the 
full range of a bomb or cannon shot, estimated at 
three geographical miles, cra marine league. Au- 
thorities might be mentioned in support of other 
distances; two leagues—three leagues—the dis- 
tance at which ships may be discovered, and 
from which ships may discern the land—the.ex- 
tent of soundings, unless the coast be so steep that 
soundings cannot be found near the land; in which 
case the measure is the reach of a cannon shot 
supposed to be fired from the shore. This opin- 
ion was entertained by Yalin, the celebrated com- 
mentator on the marine ordinance of France. 


-With respect to the United States, the idea has 


occurred of extending the protection as far as the 
Gulf Stream. From the Presidents communi- 
cation at the opening of the present session, it 
would seem as if he had some view of this in 
equipping a force to cruise for pirates within the 
limits of the Gulf Stream and to bring them in 
for trial. 

Amidst all the variety of authorities.and opin- 
ions on this subject, the general principle is not 
in dispute. And it is certain, that the benefit of 
the principle cannot be equally enjoyed if any 
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specific measure be assumed for the extent of ter- 
ritorial protection in all cases. In a case where 
the coast is prominent, where the passage into the 
harbor is free from obstructions or hazard, and 
-where the harbor is so situated that a vessel may 
be in port instantly on quitting the open space of 
the main ocean, the distance of a marine league 
from the shore may afford ample immunity to the 
- navigation of such neutral port. But the case is 
materially different where the entrance of a harbor 
is rendered difficult or hazardous, in consequence 
of bars or shoals or other causes, where the prin- 
ciple of safety requires vessels enployed in the 
trade of the port to remain for any time in a road 
or place of anchorage at a greater distance thana 
league from the shore, and to wait for the wind 
or tide, or pilot, or daylight, or clear weather—in 
any such case, if the marine league is to be the 
uniform measure of territorial protection, the prin- 
ciple would be sacrificed to the particular rule; 
whereas every rule of this kind ought to be sub- 
servient to the principle. Another distinction is 
to be made with respect to ports and harbors sit- 
uate in curvatures or recesses of the coasts, more 
than a league from the open space of the main 
ocean ; any specifie distance from shore, if made 
the uniform measure of protection, will not allow 
to them the degree of maritime security which 
they might fairly claim in comparison with others. 
In principle, sir, the rule of a marine league or 
any other precise measure, is applicable to coasts 
not curved, or to the prominent portions of coast. 
Places of anchorage, such as I have mentioned, 
whether called roads or roadsteads, or however de- 
nominated, are to be regarded as appendages of 
‘particular ports, and as such are within the pro- 
tective jurisdiction of the country to which they 
belong. 

In considering, therefore, the protective juris- 
diction of a neutral Power, as a privilege which 
may rightfully be claimed for securing the inte- 
rests of its commerce and revenue, the principle 
admits an extension to various distances from 

shore, according to the nature of the coasts, as di- 
versified by shoals, bars, curvatures, recesses, head- 
lands, or small islands. 

This, in effect, agrees with the opinions of writ- 
ers on public law, in relation to the neutral immu- 
nities of havens, roads, gulfs, or bays. 

Tn support of the sentiments now suggested on 
this subject, I do not rely merely on the abstract 
principle of right, or. the opinions of. writers on 

ublic law. In national usage, it is already estab- 
ished, “that in places where the land, by its curve, 
t forms a bay or gulf, we must suppose a line to 
‘be drawn from one point of the enclosing land to 
t the other, or along the small islands which extend 
t beyond the headlands of the bay, and that the 
‘ whole of this bay or gulf is to be considered as 
‘ territorial sea,” The principle has been clearly 
recognised in the practice of the predominant ma- 
ritime Power in Europe. It has been repeatedly 
acted upon in England. Two centuries have 
passed’ since it was unquestionably holden as a 
rule of. conduct in that country. The tracts of sea 
within the recesses of the coasts are‘distinguished 


by an appropriate denomination ; they are called 


thechambers. A particular statementof them was 
returned to the High Court of Admiralty in the 
year 1604. 

In modern times, it has not been usual for Eng- 
land to remain neutral during maritime wars in 
Europe. But in the seventeenth century there 
was a period of such neutrality ; when various re- 
ports were made to the King in Council, with re- 
spect to alleged violations of the immunities of 
having roads, or chambers. They are to be found 
in the works of Sir Lionel Jenkins. I will not 
detain you at this time by reading those reports; 
as the law of the English admiralty on this sub- 
ject is distinctly stated in a charge given at the 
admiralty sessions, by Sir Lionel Jenkins, who was 
Judge of the High Court of Admiralty. I willread 
those parts of the charge to which I refer. After 
speaking of the claim to the honors of the flag 
upon the four seas, he says: 

“The next thing is the right of sanctuary and safe 
conduct, which the King hath, time out of mind, exer- 
cised, not only in its harbors and ports, but especially 
in his chambers, that is in those tracts of sea which 
are between some of the most eminent promontories or 
points of land, a straight imaginary line being drawn 
between them; for instance, between Flamborough 
Head and the Sporn, between the North Foreland and 
the South Foreland, between Portland and the Start, 
between the Land’s End and Milford; these chambers 
being so reputed time out of mind, and so returned in 
the year 1604, about seventy years ago, by jurors upon 
their oath, to the court of admiralty. 

“You are therefore to inquire if any men of war, 
under foreign commissions from any of the parties now 
in war, do lie hovering near any of His Majesty’s ports, 
havens, or harbors, or skulking within any of those places 
called the King’s chambers, in order to surprise mer- 
chant ships belonging to the King’s friends and allies, 
and to snap them as they are coming or going out of 
our ports. You are to present such, if you know any ; 
and the King’s Majesty is to be informed of it out of-the 
records and presentments of this court; that. they may 
be seized and arrested, if they be driven or do come in, 
or else may be fetched in by His Majesty’s ships, and 
punished, as wilful violators of the treaties His Majesty 
hath with his neighbors, and as malicious disturbers of 
our trade.” 


This authority is full and decisive. : Possibly it 
may bequestioned, as being of ancient date. Howis 
the ease in modern times? To prove, sir, that the 
same principle prevails, and is practically recog- 
nised asa rule of public law within the present 


century, I may appeal to the authority of a person 


distinguished for judicial talent and. eloquence, 
and@eelebrated by his countrymen as the oracle of 
maritime law in Europe: it is the authority of 
Sir William Scott, the present Judge of the High 
Court of Admiralty in Great Britain. The prin- 
ciple was brought into view in a case before him 
in the year 1801. The case arose on a capture 
made by a detachment from a British squadron 
employed in the blockade of Amsterdam. The 
vessel was proceeded against for breach of block- 
ade. It was claimed as having been taken within 
the territorial protection of Prussia, then a neutral 
Power; and theclaim was given under authority 
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of the Prussian Minister. On the part of the cap- 
tors it was denied that the vessel was so taken. 
Sir William Scott held the claim not to be es- 
tablished. In speaking of the place of capture, he 
refers to the principle respecting maritime cham- 
bers, as being perfectly understood and admitted. 
With respect to the place, he says, “it is quite open 
t and patent to the sea; there are no headlands that 
t shoot beyond soas to make what are called cham- 
‘bers ; no shores projecting extra.” 

After a principle of public law has been so fully 
recognised in practice, on the part of the bellige- 
yent Power which now holds the decided superi- 
ority on the ocean, I think. sir, we may fairly claim 
the benefit of it for our country against the cruisers 
of that and every other maritime Power. 

On this subject, I wish to be distinctly under- 
stood. Immunity from hostilities may be claimed 
` to the distance of a marine league from shore, in 
any case, however bold or prominent the coast. 
To this the district courts have cognizance of com- 
plaints. Beyond this, it is at our option to extend 
protection along the coasts of the United States, 
over the roads or places of anchorage, and over 
the tracts of sea within the principal headlands. 
This is a privilege appertaining to our territorial 
sovereignty. It may beexercised without infrin- 
ging the rights of any belligerent Power: it is ev- 
idently for the benefit of the United States. 

To enjoy this benefit, some legislative provision 
is requisite; there must be some amendment of 
the existing law of the United States. Without 
altering the act respecting the jurisdiction of dis- 
trict courts, perhaps the main object might be at- 
tained by vesting a discretionary authority in some 
-of the departments of Government. It has been 
supposed that the repetition of outrages, such as 
have lately been experienced near our ports and 
on our coasts, might be essentially checked, if not 
wholly prevented, by giving effect to some legis- 
lative provision, which would require no addition 
to the national expenditure, no augmentation of 
the naval force of the United States beyond what 
may be judged proper fora Peace Establishment. 
The Executive mighthave a discretionary author- 
ity to be exercised for the safeguard of merchant 
vessels employed in the trade of the United States, 
and for this purpose might be empowered to inter- 
dict captures within the roads or spaces and pre- 
cincts which have been mentioned. 

‘Whether these sentiments are approved in their 
full extent or not, the House, I trust, will have no 
hesitation in agreeing, that the subject is of such 
importance as to deserve the examination ofa com- 
mittee, who may present some provision in a de- 
tailed form. For the purpose of having this ex- 
amination, I propose that the following resolution 
be adopted by the House: 

Resolved, That the committee to whom was referred 
(so much of the Message of the President of the Uni- 
ted States as relates to aggressions committed on our 
coasts by foreign armed vessels, to the defence of our 
‘ports and harbors, the building of seventy-four-gun ships, 
and preventing the exportation of arms and ammuni- 
tion,” be instructed to.inquire into the expediency of pro- 
viding by law for the further safeguard of merchant ves- 


sels in the vicinity of the United States, and to report 
by bill or otherwise. 


Carried without division. 


YAZOO CLAIMS. 


A message was received from the Senate in- 
forming the House that they had passed a bill to 
carry into effect the provisions of the eighth sec- 
tion of the “Act regulating the grants of land, 
and providing for the disposal of the lands of the 
United States south of the State of Tennessee.” 

The bill having been read the first time— 

Mr. R. Neuson said, he should not, on this oc- 
casion, go into an examination of the principles 
of the bill, as they were well understood by the 
House. They went to practise one of the gross- 
est impositions he had ever known. In order to 
get rid of what he considered a stain on the stat- 
ute book, and a disgrace to the nation, he moved 
that the bill be rejected. 

The question was accordingly put from the 
Chair, “Shall the bill be rejected 2” 

On the motion of Mr. Lets, it was determined 
to take the yeas and nays. z 

Mr, Ke ity said, it had been remarked that the 
principles of the bill were well understood by all 
the members of the House.. He couid only an- 
swer for himself, that he was not well acquainted 
with those principles. The subject had been, it 
is true, discussed in a former Congress; but he 
had not then had the honor of a seat on the floor. 
He had, in truth, formed no decided opinion on 
the subject. He was not, therefore, at present 
prepared to vote for rejecting the bill. He hoped 
it would be suffered to take the common course of 
other bills, the more particularly as it had receiv- 
ed the approbation of the other branch of the Le- 
gislature, which ought to be treated with becom- 
ing respect. He trusted a short postponement of 
the bill would take place, and that its merits 
would then be discussed. 

Mr. Crank observed that, if gentlemen attend- 
ed to the provisions of the bill, every mind would 
concur in the propriety of rejecting it; a similar 
bill to which would not, he believed, be found 
upon the records of any body; a bill which had 
no specific object. He did not know which most 
to admire, its insidious tendency or its absurdity. 
It declares: 

“That, if, on or before the first day of January next, . 
such sufficient releases as aforesaid shall be lodged in 
the said office of the Secretary of State, as shall” re- 
Tease to the United States and shall discharge all claims 
to the said lands, which have been exhibited to the 
Secretary of State and recorded as aforesaid, or which 
may be exhibited and recorded agreeably to the provis- 
ions of this act, Congress will make provision by law 
for the indemnification of such claimants.” 


What is the bill for? What is its object? It 
only enables Congress hereafter to pass a law; it 


only declares that, on the event of certain things 


happening, Congress will pass alaw. But will 
this oblige Congress to pass a law? Do your 
seven volumes of laws: furnish a single instance 
of Congress declaring that they will hereafter 
pass a law? 
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the subject, and the only opinion he had formed 
had been on prejudice. Such opinion as he did 
entertain was hostile to the Yazoo claims; but 
he was against precipitate measures. He, there- 
fore, moved to postpone the further consideration 
of the bill to Monday. r; 

The Speaker declared this motion. not in 
order. | 

Mr, Gotpssoroven said, he must then request 
to be excused from voting. 

Mr. J. Ranpoipu.—I hope the bill will be re- 
jected. I have a very great respect for a fulland 
fair discussion of every question brought before 
this Assembly. But this is the third, and I do 
not know that I should be wrong in saying it is 
the fourth session’ since this business has been 
pending before Congress. I believe that the re- 
port of the Commissioners has been printed twice, 
if not three times, for the information of mem- 
bers. This bill, we are told, has been laying: 
twenty days on our tables. But, had it come be- 
fore the House but twenty minutes ago, when we: 
advert to the history of the business, I am willing 
and anxious to give it a positive and prompt re- 
jection. My memory isunfortunately bad. Idö, 
not, therefore, recollect when this subject, so well 
denominated the Yazoo subject, was first brought’ 
into this House. I know, however, it was seve- 
ral sessions ago; and I recollect that it was attend- 
ed with some peculiar circumstances. I recollect 
that, important as the subject was, the discussion’ 
was smothered at the outset; and when I take into 
consideration that suppression of the discussion, 
with other facts in my own knowledge, there is the 
strongest prima facie evidence that it was de- 
signedly smothered.* But it may be said that the’ 


Again: The first section declares that, “a law 
shall not be passed, except in case of a sufficient 
legal release pf all claims to the United States.” 
Now, there may be infants, feme coverts, and per- 
sons insane, who cannot make such release. How, 
then, is it possible for this provision of the law to 
be carried into effect? Shall the rights of these 
persons remain unprovided for? I see, said Mr. 
C., no other view in the passage of this bill than 
this. Those who have framed it are afraid to face 
the question ; they are ashamed to meet it. This 
is. nothing more than an entering wedge, to 
strengthen the force of the claims, by getting the 
Government to pledge itself to certain acts. 
These men will then soon tell you, they have 
been called upon to record their claims; that their 
agents have been obliged to attend your Depart- 
ments, to receive propositions of compromise. Let 
this act pass, and you will add an ounce, a penny- 
weight, to the weight of that testimony by which 
they ultimately expect to establish their claim. 
The bill in itself amounts to nothing.. But pass 
it even in this harmless form, they will come for- 
ward at the next session, and say you are pledged 
to do something. There can be no other view, 
in this bill, and it is a view which, I think, it be- 
comes the honor and dignity of this House decis- 
ively to reject. f 

Mr. Stoan said, he did not rise to say anything 
as to the merits of this bill. He rose merely to 
observe, that a bill, in all respects similar, had 
been on their tables for twenty days. He was, 
therefore, opposed to the postponement. 

Mr. Greee said, the gentleman from Virginia 
had stated, in some measure, the reasons which 
would induce him to vote for the rejection of the 
bill. . The bill must be considered as holding out 
some encouragement to these people. He had 
always thought it best to meet the question at 
once; for which purpose he had, at an early pe- 
riod of the session, brought forward a resolution, 
which he had, however, been so unfortunate as 
never to have gotten up. He hoped this bill would 
be rejected ; and, if the bill were taken up. that it 
would be on the resolution. This was a bill, not 
making any provision, but only telling these peo- 
ple to bring forward their claim. 

Mr. Coox hoped the question would not be 
taken on the rejection of the bill at this time. 
Those gentlemen who have not heretofore held 
seats in the House, are not adequate so instanta- 
neously to judge of its merits. For himself he 
had formed no decided opinion. He was willing 
to give his vote as the light received from an in- 
vestigation of the subject should lead him. He 
was against precipitating a decision, which would. 
not be treating the other branch with proper 
decorum. 

Mr. Sparpine called for the reading of that 
riile of the House, which prohibitsa member from 
voting on a question in which he is personally 
interested. oe 

The Clerk read the rule. 

_ Mr. Goivssorovcs said he was precisely in 
the situation of the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia, (Mr. Keuty.) He had never investigated 


* This unfounded insinuation has been already, ona 
former occasion, abundantly repelled. We shall treat. 
it on this occasion, as we did then, by a republication 
‘of the facts then offered, in full confidence that the: 
public opinion will be just and unprejudiced. The fol- 
lowing is the statement which was then given: aa 

« At the last session of Congress the Georgia claims 
were taken into consideration by the House of Repre- 
sentatives on the 7th day of February. At that timé 
the editor reported the debates, and was at his seate 
The discussion which took place was extremely desul- 
tory and unimportant, principally involving details, 
and excluding any interesting principle. The two next. : 
days, he was absent from the House. His abserice 
was occasioned by a severe indisposition, the effect, 
probably, of excessive occupation. This was. to him, 
at the time, cause of but little regret, as his impression 
was that the discussion, in its progress, would be 
equally uninteresting. He had not the least idea that 
it was intended to contest the principles of compromise. 
proposed in the report of the Commissioners. In this 
he was mistaken. It so happened that, on these two 
days, those principles were warmly contested. On the 
last day of the debate, he attended; but the speeches 
delivered being altogether replicatory to those prévi- 
ously pronounced, he did not report them. Under 
standing, a few days after, that it was the wish of sét- 
eral members that the most prominent parts of the de- 
bate should be given to the public, he declared his wil: 
lingness to publish them, provided that speeches made 
on both sides could be obtained, that the report, although 
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suppression of that discussion ought to render it 
more proper to discuss the bill before you. On 
the contrary, the act of suppression, three or four 
years ago, drew the attention of the public to the 
subject, and caused the report of the Commission- 
ers to be republished, I believe, in every newspa- 
per in America. 

Now, what will be the consequeace of this 
business, after having received the attention of 
one branch of the Legislature, and after having 
been slurred over by the other? I believe it would 
require no prophet to pronounce on the event. I 
have heard of a certain machine, which always 
gains and never loses—a machine, which plain 
wagoners call a shuffling stick. Every step it 
gets up hill is sure, although the horse be restive, 
or the wagon be loaded too heavily, or the driver 
be incapable—still it cannot go back again. 

I am for the rejection of the bill for another 
reason. This bill may be called the Omega, the 
last letter of the political alphabet ; but, with me, 
itis the Alpha; it is the head of the divisions 
among the republican party ; it is the secret and 
covert cause of the whole. This is the subject 
which has been shoved off from day to day, mere- 
ly that we might get something from the other 
House, where its friends were more numerous. 
Yes,a union has been formed betwéen Cape Ann 
and Marblehead; and the Rio del Norte, a union of 
the East with the West, which makes gentlemen 
mivre touchy and jealous of one acre of this terri- 
tory than of all the real land of the United States. 
This has been seen, and the nation is sold. 1 
~ say, quo ad hos or illos, the nation is sold. We 


imperfect, might’ be impartial, He went further, and 
actually applied to a member who had taken a conspic- 
uous partin the debate for a sketch of his remarks, 
which he declined giving. 

“ At a subsequent period of the session, the debate 
was resumed on Mr. J. Randolph’s resolutions. The 
whole of this debate was given in the National Intelli- 
gencer, at great length. On recurring to a file of 
that paper, it will be seen, that this debate occupies 
forty columns; that the speeches in favor of the claims 
fill about eleveri, while those against the claims fill 
about twenty-three columns; that, of the latter, the 
speéches of Mr. J. Randolph made about eight columns, 
the speech of Mr: Rodney about five, and that of Mr. 
Thomas M. Randolph about nine columns; and that 
of the former the only speeches of considerable length 
are those of Mr. Lyon, occupying about six columns, 
and of Mr. Eustis, occupying about two columns. 

“ So far from there having been the least indisposi- 
tion on the part of the editor to give publicity to every 
word said on the Georgia claims, it has been, and still 
is, to him, cause of regret, that the above circumstan- 
ces occasioned the non-appearance of the first debate. 
He has no interests, no prejudices, or biasses, on the 
subject, other than those which flow from a regard to 
the public good. . l 

«These are the facts attending this affair. They 
are stated to remove error, and to show that, in this 
instance, as in every other, the editor has been guided 
by principles of strict impartiality and justice. If he 
khows himself, he would disdain to conduct a public 
ptint upon any other principles.”—Editor of National 
inielligencer. 


have heard of this thing two years ago, and it has 
come to pass. No prophets so true, as those who 
have the means to bring things to pass. The 
Man of the Mountain is the truest prophet that 
ever lived. He had only to prophecy, to insure 
the perdition of any man. 

What is the bill on which this House is called to 
act or not to act? If the gentleman will but use 
half the intelligence he manifests on other occa- 
sions, instead of asking to be excused from giving 
a vote, he will vote for an instantaneous rejection 
of this bil]. The facts are simply these: That 
in 1794 and 1795, a project was set on foot to de- 
bauch and corrupt the Legislature of Georgia, 
and to obtain for the projectors a tract of coun- 
try more extensive than any State in this Union, 
and more fertile than most of them; that this’ 
project succeeded ; that the Legislature of Geor- 
gia was bribed; that for a mess of pottage, to be 
eaten by themselves, they transferred the birth- 
right of their countrymen. These facts are in 
proof to the House; and instead of a postpone- 
ment, gentlemen who want information have 
only to call for the reading of the records on your 
table. The sum stipulated to be paid for the’ 
country in question, embracing at the least forty 
millions of acres, was $500,000. This law exci- 
téd, as it ought to have excited, in the people of 
Géorgia one general sentiment of indignation. 
But the corruption had pervaded and flooded and 
overflowed every department of the Government. 
Grants were made out, and the grantees held the 
parchment in their hands. The people of Geot- 
gia resolved to resort to first principles. It will 
be recollected that the corrupt law was passed in 
i795. In the subsequent Spring the grand juries 
of the several counties made an unanimous pro- 
test against its passage; the sueceeding Legtsla- 
ture repealed it, burnt the parchment, and ex- 
posed its authors. And what are we now about 
to do? Will we, after following an illustrious 
patriot to his grave, sully the fairest page in his 
history by giving a sanction to this measure? 
The people will say you are mere mummers, dct- 
ors that put on false garments for a particular’ 
oceasion, and the moment after return to your 
original insignificance. The law was burnt—it 
was expunged from the records of the State, and 
the rescinding act incorporated in a subsequent 
constitution made by the people. But the grants” 
ees under the first act—under the corrupt act— 
had their post-horses and runners ready, who flew 
to the East and the West, the North and the 
South, and made sale of their grants. To whom 
did they sell? To persons apprized of the origi- 
nal invalidity of the act. But if they did not, 
does that change the question? Who are the 
Legislature of Georgia? The delegates of the 
people of Georgia. Who were the sovereigns of 
the several States before the Revolution? The 
represehtatives of the Crown. I will ask you 
then if one of these men had proceeded to give 
away the country, whether the Court of King’s 
Bench would not have set aside the grant? They 
would. Subsequently to this, the United States 
received from the State of Georgia a grant of 
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the country in question, and of other country not 
in question. In receiving this grant, they ac- 
knowledged the validity of the rescinding act of 
‘Georgia. The United States when they received 
the grant were apprized of the preceding trans- 
fers, and the acceptance of the country from Geor- 
gia is unequivocal evidence of their opinion that 
the original act of 1795 was null and void. But 
in a country so extensive as this, in which some 
settlements had been previously made under Brit- 
ish, Spanish, and other grants, from the State of 
“Georgia, than those of 1795, it will be readily be- 
lieved there were many antagonizing claims for 
land. When, therefore, the United States re- 
-ceived the country from Georgia, they entered 
into a compact with Georgia, or obtained permis- 
ssion from her, to give land not exceeding five 
millions, to satisfy claims not provided for in the 
original contract with her. Now the bill before 
you proposes to give this land as far as it goes, 
and to pledge the faith of the United States to 
that particular class of claimants whose preten- 
sions arise under the act of 1795. These claims, 
under the act of 1795, are the last class of claims 
under the State of Georgia which, in my opin- 
ion, the United States are bound to satisfy. There 
is another description of claims, called the claims 
of 1789. And I am very glad the claims of 1789 
are not included in this bill, because the joint in- 
terest of the two classes might possibly have an 
effect that in this House a single class would not. 
Well, Congress took the grant of country in ques- 
tion from Georgia. They bound themselves to 
extinguish the Indian title to lands within the 
existing State of Georgia; to Georgia they stip- 
ulated to pay a certain sum of money, and they 
reserved the right of appropriating a quantity of 
lands not exceeding five millions of acres to sat- 
isfy claims not specially recognised in the con- 
tract with Georgia. The question now is, as I 
take it, whether these five millions shall go to 
satisfy the claims under the act of 1795. But if 
it should be the sense of the House that the bill 
includes those likewise of 1789, it will not alter, 
in my opinion, the question. 

But I may be asked, by men who profess not to 
be informed on this subject, what Is this act of 
1789, and who are the claimants under it, and 
how can there be interfering claims for the same 
lands? The case is simply this. In 1789 two 
companies were formed, under the names of the 
South Carolina and the Virginia Yazoo Compa- 
nies, who contracted for a great, and the greater 
part of the country afterwards purchased by the 
claimants under the act of 1795. But Georgia 
alleges that they did not comply with their con- 
tract, and that it was therefore set aside, and the 
same lands subsequently sold under the act of 
1795. Be it remembered that the purchasers un- 
der the act of 1795 were men of understanding, 
of intelligence, of intrigue; designing men ; spec- 
ulators; not bullies but swindlers ; men not to be 
imposed on, but with their eyes open. They 
bought with a full knowledge of the equitable 
claims of 1789. When I say this, I do not mean 
to advocate the claims of 1789. When put to the 


test, one description of claims will be found as 
invalid as the other. But to whom did the grant- 
ees under the act of 1795 sell? After the pre- 
sentments of the grand juries—after it had rang 
throughout the continent—that the whole was an 
imposition of corruption and fraud, and after 
there was every reason to believe they were ac~ 
quainted with all the circumstances, deeds were 
given, one of which bears cotemporaneous date 
with the rescinding act of Georgia. After this, 
what did they do? They went back to Georgia; 
there the money they had paid was still lyingin 
the treasury of Georgia, with which Georgia said 


she would have nothing to do; after having sold 


the lands for which they had paid this half mil- 
lion, they drew this very money from the treas- 
ury of Georgia. Is this the say-so of an individ- 
ual? The act appears in the report of your 
Commissioners, composed of the Secretary of 
State, the Secretary of the Treasury, and the late 
Attorney General, in a report now on your table, 
and which has been twice published under the 
authority of this House. 

Now the question simply is, will you do any- 
thing to give any further countenance to these, 
claims? Will you countenance the fraud alittle. | 
further? These men have agents here, within’ 
your Government, who hold great offices under: 
‘jt. .The whole weight of the Executive Govern- 
ment presses iton. We cannot bear up against 
it. 
a bias to the Yazoo interest ever since I hada. 
seat here. This is the original sin, which has- < 
created all the mischiefs which gentlemen pre- 
tend to throw on the impressment of our seamen,.. . 
and God knows what; this is the cause of those. 
mischiefs which existed years ago. 

l hope I shall receive credit when I say that I: 
never rose to address you more unprepared. The 
bill has been just sent down, and I had no inti- 
mation of such a discussion. ButI call on gen- 
tlemen—not on those who have been advocating 
this measure at the fireside for four months past— ` 
but on men who are free from any impression, to. 
say whether they will give their sanction to this 
iniquity; whether, after officers of the Govern- 
ment of the United States have tampered with 
members of this and the other House for years, 
they are prepared to take that step which will 
open the door to this scene still wider? What-- 
will be the effect of a postponement? Gentle- 
men will come forward and say the Senate have 
passed a bill in favor of these claimants; these 
men will inquire whether this is not a counte- 
nance of their claims; they will tell you they 
have transferred their rights to A, B, and C, until +- 
at last resistance will fail, and you will give a<" 
handle to the axe which shall lay the whole: 
woods in ruins. ve 

I may be asked about this tampering of Exec- 
vative officers. At the last session I had the honor ` 
to carry up, and conduct an impeachment before” 
the other House. It proved unsuccessful, and. one ` 
of the principal causes. was this Yazoo sin. I 
overheard a conversation between a worthy friend 
of mine from Georgia, who has gone home, and : 


The whole Executive Government has had. `: 
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a great officer of the Government, when they 
were fitting up the green boxes for the magnates 
of the land. I heard the great officer of the Gov- 
ernment tampering with that man to get his vote. 
I overheard it. Let him be brought to your bar 
to-morrow, and he will tell you it is true. Why, 
sir, this is nothing; it is done every day, and 
every hour of the day. It is there—at the fire- 
side—and not on the floor, that the affairs of this 
country are discussed; and should this question, 
as a gentleman has said, be postponed till to-mor- 
row—till Sabbath day, on which holy work is 
enerally done—for myself I would not give one 
arthing for the question; if an adjournment take 
place till Monday, and if all the secret mechan- 
ism, which everybody knows, be brought to bear 
upon it, I would not give a farthing for the issue. 
What have we seen as late as yesterday? A 
vote of fifty-six in favor of aresolution dwindled 
down by conversation in the lobby to twenty-tive. 
As long as you adjourn and prolong this discus- 
sion, what do you do? Iam willing to allow 
that what I have offered this morning is hardly 
worth an answer. But gentlemen will come in 
with their pieces of paper, with speeches ready 
cut and dry in reply to what I have now said. 
This is the fashion of the day—there is no doubt 
of it, Yesterday the House adjourned, and de- 
ferred the consideration of a resolution declaring 
the holding of civil and military offices in one 
person incompatible with the spirit of the Con- 
stitution. ll, gentlemen have come down to- 
day with their arguments. How comes it, they 
will say, that the President of the United States 
is commander-in-chief of the armies, at the same 
time that he is the first civil Executive officer? 
I know they will—I am sure Iam correct. And 
we may go on until Executive influence shall 
become like a bow, which you may turn in any 
way, and point in any direction. 

Mr. Fisk said he was one of those unfortunate 
men who were not informed on this subject; he 
pleaded guilty to the charge, and if he were thus 
precipitately compelled to give a vote, it would 
be against the rejection of this bill. And yet he 
was free to declare he was undecided as to the 
final vote he should give on this subject. But he 
would never consent to vote away any man’s 
right until he had been heard. The true ques- 
tion at present before us, said Mr. F., is, whether 
we shall be allowed further time to make up our 
judgments on this subject. Ido not undertake 
to say that the information which the gentleman 
from Virginia has given of the atrocious frauds 
practised in this business are unfounded, though 
I do wonder that the persons concerned in them 
have committed them'to his keeping, or to deny 
that Executive influence is so dangerous as he 
represents it to be, though I confess I do not see 
it. But Iam prepared to say that the members 
of this House are not of such a cast as to be 
bought in four and twenty hours, or to be misled 
by any Executive officer. I am unwilling so far 
to criminate the character of a representative of 
the people, as to admit that it is dangerous to 
Postpone a subject for a short time for fear of his 


corruption. I wish to know whether the Ameri- 
can people are so vicious. I do not believe this 
portrait correct. I hope the bill will be post- 
poned. If it is not, I shall give my vote against 
its rejection. I think it my duty to inquire into 
the subject, though I am willing to say my im- 
pressions are unfavorable to the claims. 

Mr. GoLpsgorovenH.—I am not prepared to give 
the vote of an honest legislator on this subject. 
Whatever may be the information possessed by 
other gentlemen, I have none on which to forma 
satisfactory decision. Ihad heard some time since 
that the most satisfactory information on this sub- 
*ject was to be found in the report of the Commis- 
sioners. But I must remind gentlemen that that 
report has not been laid on our tables this session. 
When I learned this I endeavored to obtain a copy, 
but without success, and I yesterday tried to get 
a pamphlet, which, I understood, contained con- 
siderable information; but in vain. Thus unin- 
formed, when this bill came under consideration 
it became my duty to devise some mode of getting 
that information I wanted, and when I examined 
the rules I found one which I thought admitted.a 
motion to postpone. This motion I accordingly 
made, without any view toan injurious delay—for 
my prejudices are against the claims. It is said 
gentlemen ought to be prepared to vote on this bill, 
for it has been twenty days on our tables. But I 
ask gentlemen whether it is the duty of the mem- 
bers of this House to examine before it comes be~- 
fore us every subject depending beforethe Senate ? 
Is there not business enough before us fully to oc- 
cupy our attention? The motion of postponement 
the Chair has declared out of order. I then only 
ask the House to excuse me from voting on this 
bill. I will only add, that it is a subject with 
which I never had anything to do, and that I know 
no man who is particularly concerned in it. 

Mr. Sartty hoped the gentleman would not 
be excused. He said he stood himselfin the same 
situation, and was unprepared to vote upon it. 

The question was then taken on excusing Mr. 
Go tpssoroueH from voting, and carried in the 
affirmative—yeas 58, nays 51. 

Mr. Kery said he was likewise under the ne- 
cessity of asking to be excused. It was true the 
bill as offered to the Senate had lain some time on 
their tables ; but it was well known that bills gen- 
erally underwent considerable alteration previous 
to their passage, and there had been no reason to 
infer that this would not be the case with the pre- 
sent bill. Hesaid that he had some time since 
taken considerable pains to inform himself on this 
subject, when there was a prospect of its being 
brought before the House; but the information 
he had obtained was imperfect, and that he had 
not had time tocompare the facts attending the busi- 
ness with the provisions of the bill on the table, 
so as to be enabled to give a faithful and honest 
vote. The decision being thus hurried, placed him 
under the necessity of asking to be excused from 
voting. As te himself, he would declare that he 
had had no concern in this, or indeed in any other 
speculation ; nor were there any persons interest- 
ed in it for whom he felt a peculiar regard. 
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Mr. Tuomas said he should vote against ex- 
eusing the gentleman from Pennsylvania. He 
observed that there would be no inconsistency in 
voting against the rejection.of the bill, and after- 
wards against the bill itself, if, on consideration, 
it appeared improper to pass it. In the exigency 
in which the House were placed, by their being 
forced thus precipitately to act on this business, 
the only proper course, in his opinion, was to vote 
against rejecting the bill, thereby allowing time 
for examining it. Under this view of the subject 
he hoped the gentleman from Pennsylvania would 
not be excused from voting, or any other member, 
unless he was personally interested. 

Mr. D. R. Witttams said he should vote for 
the rejection of this bill more heartily than he had 
ever voted on any subject in the course of his life. 
If he were totally ignorant of the enormous vil- 
lany of the Legislature of Georgia he should still 
vote for its rejection, because it carried with it 
one principle, which he could never agree to sanc- 
tion with his vote, it vested the House with both 
a legislative and judicial character. 

Mr. Conran said it was painful to him to hear 
gentlemen asking to be excused from voting on 
this or any other subject, as he was convinced the 
cotrect course was to allow time on all subjects 
for forming a dispassionate judgment. This too, 
he believed, was the first time this indulgence had 
ever been denied in this House. For himself, he 
said he was prepared to vote on the Yazoo busi- 
néss in every shape it might assume ; because it 
was among the most odious things he had ever 
heard of. e said he detested and abhorted the 
whole business. But he was, at the same time, 
willing to give other gentlemen an opportunity to 
midke up their minds, He concluded by saying 
hé considered the motion of postponement strictly 
in order. | A ; 

The question was then taken on excusing Mr. 
Ke uty from voting, and passed in the négative— 
yeas 49, nays 58. 

Mr. Smttre.—The question returns on rejecting 
the bill, regret that this decision is thus pressed. 
It is the first time I have ever seen members in’ 
the situation in which they are now placed. I 
wish a small delay had been allowed—but Mr. 
Speaker has decided a motion to postpone to be 
out of order, and there is no remedy. The ques- 
tion being to be taken on the rejection of the bill 
Ishall vote for it. I never had but one sentiment 
on that subject, although I never could consider it 
of such magnitude as some appear to consider it. 
T ever believed it improper for the legislative body 
to decide on these claims. But that this question 
has drawn in all the consequences that we have 
heard stated to-day by thegentleman from Virginia, 
that is, has influenced this House in the decision 
of every other question, I cannot believe—that 
the representatives of the American people are so: 
corrupt that in the course of a single evening they 
miay be made by the Executive to adopt anything 
they please, I cannot believe. This is such a pic- 
ture of the members of this House as E do not 
think any member is authorized to draw. Nay, 
the member has referred to a case in which a 


strange influence is represented to have been ex- 
erted, where there was nota minute to spare. Mr, 
Speaker, has it come to this, that the members of: 
this House can get behind their seats, and a few. 
influence all the rest on a question of the last’ 
moment—ona question on which the Constitution: . 
of our country is involved? Good God! is th 
House so corrapt? But I will say no more on this 
subject—every member who hears me knows they”. 
are not. 
Mr. Conran said, he should vote for rejecting’ 
the bill. He thought some farther time ought to` 
be allowed, and if any of the younger members `: 
would appeal from the decision of the Chair, he’ — 
would second the motion, < 
A member called for the reading of the bill for 
information. f i a 
Mr. J. RanpoLrH opposed the call, and asked’ 
whether it had not already been read twice. 
Mr. CrowninsuisLo said he hoped it would bé: 
read twenty times, if necessary. De 
The Speaker put the question on its being read,” 
which was carried by a large majority. a 
‘Mr. Katty said, he thought there ought not to’ 
be a line of distinction drawn between the mem~ 
bers of the House, and therefore moved'a reco 
sideration of the vote excusing Mr. GotpsporovuGn 
from voting ; Which was agreed to, and’ the res- 
olution to excuse him rescinded—yeas, 64, nays 4 
Mr. J. RANDOLPH said, he hoped the bill would 
be rejected, and that an end would ke put to the: > 
miserable farce of begging to be excused from voi. = 
ting, when gentlemen could answer ‘the same pur: 
pose, a thing which was every day practised, by” ` 
stepping aside. He hoped that if they did not: 
wish to vote they would take this course, and tha 
the House would no longer be pestered with their 
motions. What! are gentlemen afraid to losea 
Yazoovote? They fitst excused one member from” 
voting. But they found that this would not do, 
and they.therefore refused excusing another, and < 
not satisfied with this, they must reconsider theit’ 
first vote, and get a Yazoo vote back again. Thi 
is the plain case. I hope we shall not rise till we 
have the question, Were I disposed to postpone 
the proceedings of this House, I should be in favor: 
of delaying this decision till the gentleman from’ 
Maryland (Mr. NicHotson) now absent, should: 
return into the House—that is an anti- Yazoo 
vote; and everybody knows it. That isa man 
of honorable views, who having at first been ca- 
joled into an acquiescence in the claims, without 
having sufficiently examined them, had afterwards 
virtue and magnanimity enough to acknowledge’ 
that he had been wrong, and to declare that he 
would not commit the keeping of his reputation to’ 
Yazoo men. , r 
When I was up before, I omitted to say many’ 
things that have a bearing on this question, as I> 
ay have said several things that had no bearing” 
on it. But there is one fact which I omitted—" 
that a man, not a Georgian—he lived on the north 
side of the Savannah river—if Iam not correct in 
my statement let the Georgia delegates correct 
me—this man happened to be adinitted into: the * 
secrets of the Divan, who had done a deed withou 
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a narne, who had corrupted the Legislature of 


© Georgia. He went home, and he was blockhead 


oo 


enough to speak what he thought, notwithstanding 
his principles and his promises. He was used like 
a grubbing hoe to do dirty work and then thrown 
aside as a useless engine. He told others what he 
knew. .Mark the catastrophe—at a still hour of 
the night, without being the enemy of any mortal 
man, he was shot. And it is from this fact 
that we now want on this question the benefit of 
a witness, who was murdered in cold blood, and 
whose testimony has thus been prevented from 
being brought forward to this or other tribunals 
before which these claims may be brought. This 
fact is a truth as notorious as the massacre of Bos- 
ton or the battle of Concord.. 

But, we are told by some gentlemen that this 
is not a question of magnitude. What is a ques- 
tion of magnitude? If the people of the United 
States are to go to war with Britain for a three 
penny tax on tea, is not*that a question of mag- 
nitude—for there is a great political principle in- 
velved in that tax. And what is the real state 


“of the country? The quarter from which we 


have most to dread is speculators—land-jobbers, 
and if you can preserve the interests of the com- 
munity inviolable against them, your inferior in- 
terests are safe, And where do we find every land- 
jobber, in actione or pass, but rallying round this 
iniquity? And what will be the event if, by little 
and little, you sanction these claims—the preten- 
sions of these men—but that you will fall beneath 
the power of Yazoo men—of speculators in land 


and paper sctip? And is not thisa question of 


magnitude, Whether a country embracing forty 
millions of acres shall be battered away? And 
is it not a great principle, whether a Legislative 
body has a right to sell. their: votes, and whether 
the rights vested by them shall pass?. No, the 
question whéther you‘shall lay a duty of two per 
cent. isd quéstion of magnitude, and is reported 
at fall length; but this is not a question of måg- 
nitude! Yes, they all draw together! Yesterday 


: you decided that contractors were not officers. 
; Now, mark, if the-contractors and Yazoo men do 


not draw together, to pull this thing out of the 
mire; itis a thing well understood, and we well 
understand the men who advocate it. 

„But the gentleman from Pennsylvania asks, 
Are we a set of men so corrupt? Is this, indeed, 


„the state of things? The gentleman ought to 


know there are different sorts of corruption. There 
is a corruption: of interest; that is number one; 


; there isa corruption of timidity, which consists 


| in‘men not saying what they think, that is number 
: two; there is a corruption of Court influence— 


: of party—and there is a corruption, which, though 
‘last is not least, the corruption of irreconcilable, 
; personal animosity—a corruption which will en- 
| gage a man to-go all lengths to injure him whom 
he hates and despises, or rather, whom he cannot 
despise, because he hates. And when-we take all 


these considerations into question, and that there 
are meh now ready to gtasp your lands in Ohio, 
in Indiana, aad your other territories, are we 


Willing to become patties to this solemn league: 


tion? Icallon gentlemen (whom I havenoright 
to consider under the influence of personal or pri- 

vate interest) io vote with effect this day, or to give 
up their country to the fate that futurity has other- 
wise in store for it—to discard all idea of “scratch 

me, and Pll tickle you.” It is out of the chances 
of futurity for this Assembly, or this nation, to be 

corrupted from any other source than land. There 
is no other fund can doit. But where is the use 
of taking airs on ourselves, and pretending to 

more virtues in our public than we get credit for 

in our private capacities ? Look at the Legislature’: 
of Georgia. That body was composed of men 

with the same flesh and blood with ourselves, 
They were bought, and they followed the fate of: 
every political body under the sun. They died a 
natural death. The whole question is, how long 
you shall keep this period off, and whether you 
will take poison to-day, or live out the time which 

God has allotted to you? Yes! who were the 

legislators of Georgia? They were the same 
men, elected by the same freeholders, possessed 
of the same qualifications, and, in many respects, 
the same men, who are now on this floor. Task 
if my excellent friend from Georgia is more in- 
corrupt than the Georgia Legislature were pre- 
sumed to be? You may fix what stamp you 
please, a garter to the knee, or insignia to the 
breast, men are still liable to the same feelings; 
the same temper, the same fallibility. 

We are told that this isa question on which: 
we ought to have a dispassionate discussion. T 
am always for a dispassionate consideration of 
every important question before it is acted on; 
and I have given to this a dispassionate examina- 
tion. But, I should despise myself, if I could 
come into this Assembly, atid, like a' cold-blooded 
naturalist, weigh the corruption of certain indi- 
viduals of Georgia against the corruption of offi- 
cers of this Government. Ishould despise myself, 
if Icould dispassionately weigh the one against 
the other, and find the one outweighed the other 
halfadrachm. The whole territory of the people 
of the United States is at stake. Say this bill’ 
shall not be rejected, falter, and what will be the 
effect? The whole of the public lands of the 
United States will follow the fate of the Yazoo 
business. It most certainly will. With all our’ 
virtue, there is land enough in the United States 
to buy us, and wo be to him that is put into this 
state of temptation. Letnoman think too highly.’ 
of his own incorruptibility. There was a Cato” 
in the time of Rome, and I aim willing, if it will 
satisfy the gentleman from Pennsylvania, to allow 
him to be the man. But, what will become of 
this Assembly when-you bring into play a hun- 
dted millions of acres, and talk of the fund from 
which the British Parliament is corrupted ? Once 
pass this bill, and the fund of the British Ministry 
will dwindle into insignificance. Go and engender 
Yazoo, and this curse of speculation; like the 
members of the polypus, cut it in as many pieces 
as you please, will appropriate to itself a new 
body? Whereare you? Youarenow free. But 
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how long will you remain so, after giving your 
sanction to this bill? What have weseen? We 
have seen a question of momentous Constitu- 
tional importance brought forward in this House. 
What have we done? It isa standing Parlia- 
mentary jest, like the question of Parliamentary 
reform, in another body, after the accession of a 
great political reformer to the Ministry. I speak 
of the amendment to the Constitution relative to 
the tenure of the judicial office, and the propo- 
sition to purge this Assembly of contractors. It 
has gone to the family vault of all the Capulets, 
anda requiem has been sung over them. The 
gentlemen from Pennsylvania and New York 
have chanted repose to their souls. 

But the gentleman from Pennsylvania asks if it 
is possible that in half an hour, or in a few hours, at 
the fire-side, or elsewhere, the vote of this assem- 
bly can be changed ?—are we indeed so corrupt? 
Why, [ have no hesitation to say, and I believe-I 
am not out of order in saying so, the cause which 
principally drew my attention was this: When 
a gentleman who uniformly presides in Commit- 
tee of the Whole with great dignity, was compell- 
ed to have recourse to strong measures to preserve 
decorum, I was surprised to see the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania quitting his seat, leaving his 
own province, and coming over to oar fire-side, 
purposely to create a disturbance. I wish to be 
understood, before I sit down, as not having made 
a single allusion to the gentleman from Vermont 
(Mr. Fisx,) I abjure the idea. But I did hear 
gentlemen who are the most eager advocates of 
the Yazoo claims, declare time was not allowed 
to consider them, and when I witnessed such un- 
blushing effrontery, I could not withhold the re- 
marks I made. What will be the effect of a sim- 
ple vote of this House, that this bill shall not pass, 
taken secundum artem, more majorum? It will 
be this, that the House are of opinion that there 
are some errors in its details, some inaccuracy in 
itwhich ought not to be admitted, and that, there- 
fore, it is rejected. And what will this prove to 
men who will not see the sun at mid-day? To 
Yazoo men, blind to all iniquity perpetrated in 
Georgia? They will tell you it may have been re- 
jected on account of some small defect; they will 
come forward at the next session with an acces- 
sion of strength, and you will have the same ground 
to go over again. Hence the necessity for the 
explicit, prompt, and strongly marked indignation 
of this House in its immediate rejection. A man 
who shall merely vote against the bill in its last 
Stage shall not by me be considered as merely 
committed, we shall not know what his reasons 
are for his vote; but a man who votes in this stage 
of the business for the rejection of the bill can- 
not be considered as a trimmer, he will show 
himself to be a decided man against it under all 
modifications. Under present circumstances it is 
of the last importance that the House of Repre- 
sentatives should do what they have a legislative 
right to do—say that this bill shall be rejected; that 
the hopes of the claimants may be crushed as far 
as they can be bya vote of this House. 

Mr. GoLpsporovcn.—I did not stand in need 
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of the injunction of the gentleman from Virginia, 
if I wished to decline voting on this occasion, to 
go out of the bar; butso long as I hold a seat in 
this House I will never consent to do this. For 
I should think myself placed in a most contempti- 
ble situation, if any of my constituents should ask 
me what vote I gave on a particular occasion, I 
should be obliged to tell him that instead ‘of giv- 
ing a vote I skulked behind the bar. 

Mr. J. Ranvoupx said he assured the gentle- 
man he imputed to him no improper motive. He 
had been totally misunderstood if the gentleman 
drew any such inference from what he had said. 

Mr. Gounssorouaeu said he was gratified by 
the gentleman’s explanation, but he hoped he 
would be permitted to go on. When he had de- 
sired a postponement till Monday, it was from the 
best motives. He said he cared nothing for the 
Yazoo claims; he had no interest in them. He 
was sorry the vote excusing him from voting had 
been re-considered. He,deemed himself at lib- 
erty at all times to decline voting when he was 
not duly informed; he should not, therefore, vote 
on the present occasion. 

Mr. Ketty said he should vote against the re- 
jection of this bill, to allow further time for a dis- 
cussion of the subject, without pledging himselt 
how he should vote on its final passage. 

Mr. Satuty said he did not wish to give a vote 
without information. He thought this business 
unnecessarily hurried. He considered it the duty of 
the new members, who were not informed on it, 
to vote against the rejection of the bill, which was 
the only way of refuting such arbitrary conduct. . 

The question was then put, Shall the bill be re- 
jected, and passed in the affirmative—yeas 62, 
nays 54, as follows: $ 

Yras—Isaac Anderson, David Bard, Burwell Bas- 
sett, George M. Bedinger, William Blackledge, John 
Blake, jun., Thomas Blount, Robert Brown, William, 
Butler, Levi Casey, John Claiborne, Christopher Clark, 
Joseph Clay, Matthew Clay, John Clopton, Frederick 
Conrad, John Dawson, Elias Earle, John W. Eppes, 
James M. Garnett, Peterson Goodwyn, Edwin Gray, 
Andrew Gregg, Silas Halsey, John Hamilton, David 
Holmes, Walter Jones, Thomas Kenan, Michael Leib, 
Duncan McFarland, Robert Marion, Josiah Masters, 
Nicholas R. Moore, Thomas Moore, John Morrow, 
Gurdon S. Mumford, Roger Nelson, Thomas Newton, 
jun., Gideon Olin, John Pugh, John Randolph, Thom- 
as M. Randolph, John Rhea of Pennsylvania, Jacob 
Richards, Thomas Sammons, Thomas Sandford, Ebe~ 
nezer Seaver, James Sloan, John Smilie, John Smith, 
Samuel Smith, Henry Southard, Thomas Spalding, 
Richard Stanford, Philip R. Thompson, Abram Trigg, 
John Whitehill, Robert Whitehill, David R. Williams, 
Alexander Wilson, Richard Winn, and. Joseph Win- 
ston. 

Narys—Willis Alston, jun., Joseph Barker, Silas 
Betton, Barnabas Bidwell, John Campbell, John Chand- 
ler, Martin Chittenden, Orchard Cook, Jacob Crown- 
inshield, Richard Cutts, Samuel W. Dana, Ezra Darby, 
John Davenport, jun., William Dickson, James Elliot, 
Caleb Ellis, Ebenezer Elmer, William Ely, William 
Findley, James Fisk, John Fowler, Isaiah L, Green, 
Seth Hastings, William Helms, David Hough, John G. 
Jackson, James Kelly, Joseph Lewis, jun, Matthew 
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Lyon, William McCreery, Jeremiah Morrow, Jonathan 
O. Mosely, Jeremiah Nelson, Timothy Pitkin jun., 
Josiah Quincy, John Russell, Peter Sailly, Martin G. 
Schuneman, John Cotton Smith, Joseph Stanton, Wil- 
liam Stedman, Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel Taggart, 
Benjamin Tallmadge, Samuel Tenney, David Thomas, 
Thomas W. Thompson, Uri Tracy, Killian K. Van 
Rensselaer, Joseph B. Varnum, Peleg Wadsworth, Eli- 
phalet Wickes, Marmaduke Williams, and Nathan 
‘Williams. 
So the bill was rejected. 


Mr. J. Ranpotra moved that the House ad- 
journ. He said that a few days ago the House 
had adjourned on account of the death of General 
Jackson. He hoped they would now adjourn on 
account of his resurrection. For he had told him, 
that if he could give a death-blow to the Yazoo 
business, he should die in peace.—Adjourned, 
yeas 58. 


Turspay, April 1. 


Mr. Tuomas. from the committee appointed, 
on the third of December last, on the subject of 
post offices and post roads, made a report thereon ; 
which was read, and ordered to be referred to the 
Committee of the whole House to whom was 
committed, on the twenty first ultimo, the bill 
further to alter and establish certain post roads. 

The Sreaxer laid before the House a report 
from the Secretary of War, on the petition of the 
officers of the army serving in Louisiana, referred 
to him by an order of the House on the twenty- 
fifth ultimo; which was read, and referred to a 
Committee of the Whole to-morrow. 

Mr. Karty, from the joint committee appointed, 
to consider and report what business is necessary 
to be done by Congress in the present session, 
made a report thereon; which was read, and or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee 
of the Whole on the bill supplementary to the act, 
entitled “An act to extend jurisdiction, in certain 
cases, to the Territorial courts.” No amendment 
being made, the bill was ordéred to be engrossed, 
and read the third time to-morrow. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed the bill, entitled “An 
act to repeal so much of the act, entitled ‘An act 
regulating foreign coins, and for other purposes, 
as is contained in the second section thereof,” with 
several amendments; to which they desire the 

‘Concurrence of this House. The Senate recede 
from their amendment disagreed to by this House, 
and insisted on by the Senate, to the bill, entitled 
“An act to regulate and fix the compensations of 
the officers of the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives,” so far as to admita modification there- 
of, in conformity to the report of the Joint Com- 
mittee of Conference. 

Mr. Jonn C. Smits, from the Committee of 


Claims, to whom was referred the petition of 


Rebecca Hodgson, widow of Joseph Hodgson, de- 

ceased, made the following report: : 
That the petitioner’s husband, when living, leased 

to Samuel Dexter, as Secretary of War, a dwelling- 


judges—ayes 42, nays 40. 


house, in the City of Washington, for the use of the 
War Department: that, amongst other things, it was 
covenanted by the lessee to surrender the demised 
premises, at the expiration of the term, in good repair; 
ordinary decay and inevitable casualties excepted: that 
the house was consumed by fire, not occasioned by 
lightning, nor by the fault or negligence of the lessee; 
but, as is rendered highly probable from the evidence, 
by a serious defect in the original construttion of 
the building: that a suit was instituted against Mr. 
Dexter, upon the covenant beforementioned, which ter- 
minated in his favor, on the ground that, if any liabil- 
ity grew out of the transaction, it attached to him in 
his official, not in his individual capacity; in which 
case the Government, and not the officer, was to be 
considered accountable: that no other question relating 
to the merits seems to have been agitated by the Su- 
preme Court of the United States, where the cause 
was ultimately decided: and that it remains for the 
Legislature to determine whether, from the foregoing 
statement, the Government is bound, in justice, to 
make the reparation prayed for by the petitioner. 

From an attentive consideration of the subject, your 
committee can discover no sufficient reasons for recom- 
mending the desired relief. They are of opinion that 
the prayer of the petitioner ought not to be granted. 


Ordered to lie on the table. 


MICHIGAN TERRITORY. 


On motion of Mr. Jackson, the House resolved 
itself into a Committee of the Whole on various 
bills relative to the Michigan Territory. Various 
amendments were made to these bills. 

Mr. Jackson moved to increase the salary of 
the Governor from 2,000 to 3,500 dollars, which 
motion was disagreed to without a division, as 
was a motion to augment it to 3,000. 

A motion to allow 2,500 dollars was disagreed 
to—ayes 18; when 2,000 dollars were agreed to. 

In fixing the salaries of the judges, Mr. Jack- 
son proposed to allow the chief judge 1,600 
dollars—motion lost. 

It was then agreed to allow 1,000 dollars—ayes 
49 noes 35. And the same sum to the associate 
The salary of the 
Secretary was fixed at 900 dollars—ayes 53, 

The Committee rose and reported their agree- 
ment to the bills, with sundry amendments, in 
which the House concurred. 

Mr. Varnom said he observed a provision in 
one of these bills authorizing the admission of the 
people of the Territory as a State into the Union, 
whenever their numbers should amount to 40,000, 
He wished to know on what principle a different 
rule was applied to this Territory from that ap- 
plied to the other Territories. 

Mr. Finpey moved to strike out the section. 
He observed that when their population amount- 
ed to 60,000 they must be admitted. Until that 
period, under the present acts, the power of an 
earlier admission was discretionary with Con- 
gress. He thought it-best that the business should 
rest on this footing. 

Mr. Jackson advocated the section. He re- 
marked that the course pursued relative to the 
Northwestern Territory afforded a precedent in 
point, as they were formed into a State when 
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‘Nor could it be consistent with republican policy 
to keep the Territories of the United States ina 
‘state of vassalage to the longest period within the 
power of the United States. By admitting them 
into the Union at an early period, we should most 
effectually. conciliate their affection and insure 
their agtachment to us; whereas, by withholding 
this privilege we may proportionably estrange 
their regard. This provision would likewise su- 
‘jpersede the trouble of acting on the annual me- 
‘mnorials which, it was probable, would .be present- 
‘ed to Congress. It would also. promote the set- 
tlement of the frontier of the United States, and 
afford it a protection without resort to a military 
force. 

‘Mr. Smite replied—when the question was 
taken on striking out the section and carried— 
ayes 71. a 
“rhe bills were then ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading. l Co 


PLURALITY OF OFFICES. 


-On motion of Mr. Jonn Ranpoura, the House 
took up the report of the Committee of the Whole 
on sundry resolutions agreed to by them on the 
28th ultimo. When the question was put on con- 
curring in the report of the Committee of the 
Whole in their agreement to the second resolution, 
as follows: 

2d. Resolved—That the union of a plurality of ofi- 
ces in the person of a single individual, but more espe- 
cially of the military with the civil authority, is repug- 
nant to the spirit of the Constitution of the United 
States, and tends to the intraducing of an arbitrary 
Government. 

Mr. Bioweut said, he would very concisely as- 
sign his reasons for voting against this resolution. 
It declares that “ the union of a plurality of offices 
“jn the person of a single individual, but more 
peall of the military with the civil author- 
‘ ity, is repugnant to the spirit of the Constitution 
‘ of the United States,and tends to the introducing 
tof an abitrary Government.” It appeared to him 
that this was not a correct declaration. If the 
Constitution itself be referred to, it will appear. 
that it recognises an union of civil and military: 
Officers in the same person. Such an union is to 
be found in the First Magistrate of the United 
States, who exercises the highest Executive civil 
functions, and is at the same time Commander- 
in-Chief of the Army and Navy, and of the militia 
while in actual service. The same principle per- 
vaded the Constitution, he believed, of every. 
State. There was also an union of civil and 


military authority in several offices, by acts of 


Congress. This was the case with the marshals 
in certain cases, and officers who are charged with 
the superintendence of Territorial affairs. If it 
were proper, said Mr. B., as I do not think it is, 
by a vote of this House, to undertake to define 
the Constitution, it still appears to me that we 
cannot consistently say that the union of a plu- 
ality of offices in the person of a single indivi- 
dual, but more especially of the military with 


the civil authority, is repugnant to the spirit of 


ration of that kiad would be a vote of censure on 
the people of the whole United States, for having 
adopted the Federal Constitution, on the people 
of the several States, for having adopted their con- 
stitutions, and on the Legislatures under both Gov- 
ernments, for having passed ‘laws which author- 
ized such an union. : 


Mr. J. Cray said, the objections of the gentle- 
man arose from not having properly considered 


the nature of the union of civil and military of- 
fice in the First Magistrate. By the Constitution, 
the military was placed in strict subordination 
to the civil power. 
of the United States had placed under his control 
all the officers of the Army and Navy. 
contemplated in the resolution before you, said 
Mr. C., is that which gives the actual discharge 
of civil powers to an officer who has actual com- 
mand of your army. 
the contemplation of the Constitution, 
President should in person head your armies and 
command your fleets? I believe not. 
exists in one of the Territories such an union as 


For this reason the President 


The union 


I ask if it was ever in 
that the 


There 


is contemplated in the resolution. In Louisiana 


a person holding the office of Governor, is at 


the same time Commander-in-Chief of the Army 


of the United States, in virtue of his appointment 


of Brigadier General. Willany man pretend to 


say that an union of offices, such as these, the 


discharge of whose duties is incompatible, is such 
an union as is contemplated in the Constitution ? © 
No; the union in the Constitution was only in- 
tended to give the President a control over the 
Army and Navy ; while this resolution contem- 
plates the positive and actual union of powers in 
the same person, powers, which at the same time 
he may be called upon to exercise at different and 
distant places. ‘To separate these powers is the 
object of the resolution. I hope the resolution 
will be agreed to, and the separation take place. 
Mr. Smits said be did not know that he should 
have any objection to the third resolution, al- 
though he had not made up his mind upon it. 
But with regard to the resolution under consid- 
eration, he could not agree to it. He did not know 
that there was aright in that House to declare 
what the Constitution was. ‘The Constitution 
must speak for itself, and they had no right to 
supply any deficiency in it. When a particular 
case occurred they might construe it, but he never 
heard of an instance where a Legislative body 
put a construction upon it without the existence 
of a particular case; nor did he believe they pos- 
sessed such a power. The resolution declared 
an union of a pluralty of offices in the same per- 
son repugnant to the spirit of the Constitution. 
He did not know where to find that spirit but 
in the letter of the Constitution. He had look- 
ed it carefully over, and had not been able to.find 
a single expression that warranted such an infer- 
ence. He called on gentlemen to point their fin- 
ger to a single section of it that justified .the 
inference. If at this rate they continued: to sup- 
ply its defects, he did not know. where. the thing 


would end. He himself thought the instrument 
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excited great objection to the instrument. They 
were, however, supplied by the first Congress, 
and gentlemen woujd find that almost all the 
amendments which have been incorporated into 
it, go to secure the rights of individuals. Though 
these amendments constitute what might be call- 
-ed the marrow of the Constitution, Mr.. S. said, 
he should not haye considered himself authorized, 
if they. had not taken place, to remedy the evil in 
any other than a Constitutional way. But he did 
:not deny that it was a defect.in the Constitution, 
that the military and civil authorities were not 
Kept separate. But the simple question was, had 
„they a right under the Constitution to separate 
them? .He thought not. In every point of view, 
-hesaid, in which he contemplated the resolution, 
he thought it one of the most dangerous attacks 
on the Gonstitution he had ever heard of. 

» Mr. J. Ranpoutpn.—My friend from Penn- 
.sylvania has left me little to say on the ques- 
„hon, and indeed I have heard nothing in the 
‘shape of argument, or assertion, but what I was 
„prepared to hear, and of which I apprized the 
ouse some time ago. It has come out at last 


trom the lips of a man who has prided himself 
upon being the champion of the Constitution of 


the, United States to-day, although but a few days 
.ago.he threatened us with a dissolution of the 
< Union, that the Constitution has no spirit in it. 
= He calls on any man to lay his:finger on that 

_Spirit. What does the Constitution of the United 

. States say? Does it not guarantee to each State 

.a@ Republican form. of Government? Is there no 
„Spirit in this? Is not the Constitution then de- 
wised under the influence of a.Republican spirit, 
‘the benefit of the people who are governed by 

d not for. the exclusive benefit of those who 
dminister it? Willany.man pretend to say that 
‘Republic is.anything or nothing? And that it 
congenial to such a Government that the civil 
sand military authority should be vested in the 

same hands? Is it not of the very essence of such 
-+8 Government. that the.military should be kept in 

-strict subordination to the civil power? And have 
. snot your laws, which give to marshals in certain 

-.¢ases.a power over the military, been passed to 
„keep the military under such subjection ? How 
xls the military to be kept in such subjection, 
hen, according to the usage of the.Romans, the 
:leader.of an army. is the Governor of a province ? 
_dfthe Constitution has no spirit in it, it is a dead, 
-lifeless thing, not worth the protection of any man 
of sense. But I am happy that it has a spirit, 
„which I, trust will save this nation, even if its 
letter shall be killed. 

But.we are told that this is a declaratory reso- 
lution. Gentlemen may call it a declaratory res- 
olution, ora preamble to the third resolution, which 
rer they may see fit, but.it is the reasoning on 


which the third resolution is founded. What is 
it but a declaration on the part of this House, 
which they have a right to make, that a certain 
principle is salutary, because it is consonant with 
the spirit of the Constitution? Is it not agreea- 
ble to the spirit of the Constitution that the three 
great Departments of the Government, Executive, 
Legislative, and Judicial, should be kept separate 
and distinct? Is there a man fool-hardy enough 
to deny the proposition? I believe not. Now, 
suppose we were about to devise a form of Gov- 
ernment for New Orleans and Louisiana, and a 
member should propose to concentre all the pow- 
ers of the Government in one and the same body, 
and a resolution should be laid on the table de- 
claring that whereas an union of Executive, Le- 
gislative, and Judicial powers in the same body 
is repugnant to the spirit of the Constitution, and 
should go on in the shape of a resolution to apply 
the remedy—and some man should make the 
wonderful discovery that the Senate of the Uni- 
ted States are constitutionally participators of the 
Executive power of the Government, and that 
in case of impeachment they have also Judicial 
powers, and infer from this that such an union 
was consonant with the spirit of the Constitu- 
tion—would not.this be a satire on the Constitu- 
tion as well as those who adopt it? 

Suppose all offices in the gift of the Executive 
Government were united in one man. Ido not see, 
if this is consonant to the spirit of the Constitu- 
tion, and a man is properly qualified, why he may 
not unite in himself the powers of all the Depart- 
ments. The Secretary of War may, on the same 
principle, be Commander-in-Chief of the Army. 
No,—it is not because this resolution is a satire 
upon the people who framed or adopted the Con- 
stitution, but because it is a satire, a reproof of 
which the times call for, that gentlemen are so ex- 
tremely tender relative to it; and the question now 
is, whether the House ought, in tenderness to any 
man, to flinch from the exercise of their Consti» 
tutional powers. ‘What would I have said seven 
years ago to any man who should have told me 
that the gentleman from Pennsylvania would have 
been found in opposition to this measure—who 
should have predicted that the rugged patriot of 
those days should be softened by Court favor into 
so accomplished a courtier? It shows that what 
cannot be done by force or violence, may be by 
influence. This question may be put into a short 
compass. It is, whether the Constitution of the 
United States is a republican Constitution, devised 
and adopted for the benefit of the people it gov- 
erns, or.a piece of mechanism, to be tortured and 
twisted in the hands in which chance may throw 
it, for the benefit of a temporary incumbent. If 
the case has come to this, that the Chief Justice 
may be made Commander-in-Chief of the Armies, 
without the Constitution being violated, it is time 
the nation should know their situation. 

Mr. Stoan said he had examined the resolution, 
and would cordially give his assent to the princi- 
ple contained in it, provided it were brought for- 
ward in the form of an amendment to the: Consti- 
tution. He thought, with his friend trom Penn- 
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sylvania, that, as it stood, it was a dangerous attack | They were sent here to pass laws, and not to make 


upon the Constitution. fore 
would be rejected, and tkat every similar attempt 
would be treated in the same manner. 


Mr. Quincy said he would merely observe, that, 
though it were true that an union of civil and mil- 
itary offices in the same person was repugnant to 
the spirit of the Constitution, it was not true that 
an union of different offices in the same person 
was repugnant toit. They had to-day united two 
offices in the same person, in the bill relative to 
the Territory of Michigan. They had heretofore 
constituted several of the officers of the Govern- 
ment Commissioners of the Sinking Fund. He 
could see nothing in the Constitution which inter- 
fered with a plurality of offices, which in many 
instances was attended with great practical bene- 
fit. As there was therefore in the Constitution 
nothing explicit against this union, he could not 
vote for the resolution. 


Mr. Greaa said, he believed it was contrary to 
the spirit of the Constitution, that civil and mili- 
tary offices should be united in the same person ; 
but, he would ask, what benefit.would result from 
such a declaration? The power of appointing to 
office was vested in the President and Senate, who 
were sworn to support the Constitution. They 
were, therefore, the judges of the powers with 
which they were invested. In the exercise of this 
power, they have actually declared that they do 

ossessit. What does this resolution amount to? 
it they undertook to declare the President guilty 
of such a flagrant act as involved a violation of 
the Constitution, it was their business to impeach 
him. Mr. G. said, as he could see no good likely 
to arise from this resolution, he should not vote 
for it. The practice it referred to was not new, 
though he had always thought it wrong. He ree- 
ollected, that, some years since, the Governor of 
the Northwestern Territory was likewise Super- 
intendent of Indian Affairs and Commander-in- 
Chief of the Army, for all which appointments he 
drew pay, though no notice had been taken of it. 
Other instances of the same kind might be pointed 
out. He did believe this union was contrary to 
the spirit of the Constitution—to the true spirit of 
a republican Government—and if the gentleman 
from Virginia would bring forward an amendment 
to the Constitution to prohibit such an union, he 
would vote for it. 


Mr. Finpury said he did not understand the 
language of the spiritof the Constitution. Spirit 
was altogether an immaterial thing—it was only 
when connected with the body that they could see 
it—and with regard to the Constitution, it could 
only be seen through its letter. How long isit, said 
Mr. F., since the gentleman frora Virginia and 
myself agreed to unite in the same body both civil, 
military, and judicial powers? We did so, in 
forming the first government for the Territory of 
Orleans. Mr. F. said he was against all such de- 
claratory resolutions. They did not bind Con- 
gress, the President, or even the next House of 
Representatives. They only contained an expres- 
sion of opinions where there was no authority. 


He therefore trusted it | declarations relative to the Constitution. 


Mr. Rara, of Tennessee, said he considered the 
Constitution as a sacred deposit placed in their 
hands, and not capable of alteration, except in the 
way fixed by itself. Every resolution similar to 
that under consideration operated as an amend- 
ment to it, which went to torture and twist it out 
of its proper shape. He should, therefore, not only 
vote against this resolution, but against every res- 
olution which appeared to him to have a similar 
effect. 

Mr. J. Ranpotea.—Six years ago, there could 
not have been a doubt of the right of this House 
to pass this resolution—now, the right is disputed. 
Have we not a right to pass a resolution referring 
to the Constitution, in order to bring in a law 
grounded on it? Do we not do this every day ? 
One word as to the appointment of General Wil- 
kinson. Gentlemen are fond of sheltering them- 
selves behind great names. { have no hesitation 
in saying I think the Executive was wrong in 
making that appointment. I have no hesitation 
in saying so here, though gentlemen who join me 
out of doors are reluctant to make the same dec- 
laration on this floor. 


citation it was made. I believe that a man of good 
sense, and of upright intentions, may be induced 
to do that which his own judgment will after- 


wards condemn. It is well known, that the ante- 


chambers of our great men were crowded with 
applicants for offices in Louisiana. I have under- 
stood that for every office there were at least one 
hundred and fifty applications. Thus much for 
the idea which has been thrown out of the exist- 
ence of ascarcity of characters to supply these 
offices. 

But we are told that we ourselves have done as 
bad as this, in establishing the temporary govern- 
mentof Louisiana. If gentlemen bring me many 
more precedents on this subject, I shall be com- 
pelled to say that purchase was the greatest curse 
that ever befel us. What! 
system, formed on an emergency, when it was ne- 
cessary to do something to take the country into 


our hands, be compared to a deliberate and sys-. 


tematic procedure? 


But there is another reason alleged for uniting 
a plurality of offices in one person, and that is the. 


lowness of salaries. I do not know any spectacle 
more disgusting to a man of unsophisticated feel- 


ings, than that of men hunting, with all the avid- 
ity of terriers, after appointments, and the next. 
moment complaining that the salaries attached to., 
Before they get the. 
office they have no objection to the salary, but the.’ 


their places are too low. 


moment they are on the saddle, they discover that 


they have sacrificed their talents to the public” 


good. This is the cant of the whole tribe—the 


slang of those men whose last object is to live on. : 
their own honest exertions,and who are therefore’ 


for making a job of Government. 
One observation has been made, which shows 
that the meaning of this resolution -has-not been 


I do not think, however,. 
the persons who made the appointment as repte- ` 
hensible as the persons at whose importunate soli- - 
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properly understood, which relates to the Com- 
missioners of the Sinking Fund. But the Com- 


missioners of the Sinking Fund 
speaking, officers. 
ex officto, in virtue of their holding other high 


are not, strictly 


offices, and, as Commissioners, they receive no 


salary. I will go further, and state that this res- 


olution does not contain any veto on the union of 


small offices, such as those in the custom-houses, 


where the compensation attached to each appoint- 


ment is too small to support the officer, and the 
duties too inconsiderable to occupy his time; in 
consequence of which, several smali appointments 
are united in one man, on the true 
economy. No; this resolution is intended for great 
cases, such as that which has been alluded to. I 


believe that the person who made that appoint- 


ment is himself conscious that it was wrong, and 
that, so far from entertaining the feelings which 
gentlemen have imagined, he will feel a sentiment 
of respect for this House, should they pass it. 

Mr. Varnum considered the resolution as go- 


ing too far, and said it was a very common thing 


for two offices to be united in one man. It had 
been usual to unite the diplomatic character with 
the military command in our intercourse with 
the Indians, and a diplomatic character had like- 
wise been given to our naval commander in the 
Mediterranean. Instances of a plurality of offices 
in one person were very numerous. If there ex- 
isted, at present, any casein which such an union 
was incompatible with the discharge of official 
duties, he hoped it would be pointed out; whe- 
ther there was or was not, he could not say. But 
where did the responsibility for such appointments 
lie? Not that House, but the other branch of the 
Legislature was responsible; for the correct dis- 
charge of whose duties they were accountable 
to the people. Where, then, was the propriety 
of an interference by the House? If the Presi- 


dent made an appointment against the spirit of 


the Constitution, the people would know it. Was 
it presumable that if a law was to pass this House, 
predicated on the resolution under consideration, 
the other branch of the Legislature would agree 
to it, after having sanctioned the appointments at 
which it is levelled? Was this House to sit as 
a court of censure? The Constitution did not 
delegate such a power. Our very laws, in vari- 
ous cases, direct the union of office prescribed by 
the resolution. Ought we not, then, in the first 
piace, to repeal those laws before we pass a reso- 
ution in direct hostility to them 2 
Mr. V. said, he had no hesitation to observe, 
_ that the military and civil office should, in gener- 
al; be kept distinct; but he believed there were 
cases where it was necessary. He was perfectly 
willing to leave the responsibility where the Con- 
. stitution had placed it—in the hands of the Pres- 


ident and Senate. With regard to the union of 


-> the military office in the cases alluded to, he would 

` “not undertake to say whether it was proper or not. 

© He could readily, however, conceive, that the union 

arose from the most correct motive, as the coun- 

< hy was a frontier, which might be menaced with 

danger, and which might require the united ex- 
9th Con. —30 


The duties they discharge are 


principles of 


ave of the military and civil authority to re- 
pel it. 

Mr. J. Cuay said, he would ask whether the or- 
dinary union of military and civil powers in the 
Governors of the Territories was such as that con- 
templated in the resolution? The case of the 
Governor of Louisiana had been alluded to, where 
the same person, he believed, received the pay of 
Governor and Brigadier. Is that the case with 
the other Governors? He believed gentlemen 
would not say that it was necessary that the Gov- 
ernor of New Orleans should be a brigadier gen- 
eral in the army ; and yet they allowed that to be 
the most vulnerable point on the frontier. If, 
then, they say that the union is necessary in one 
case, they will admit that it ought to be in the 
other, When the marshal executes the petty 
military authority with which he is invested, does 
he receive additional pay? Does the Governor 
of a State, being commander of the militia, bear 
any relation to the Governor of Louisiana, hold- 
ing a high rank in the standing army? Suppose the 
southern frontier should be invaded, and it should be 
necessary to call out the army to defend it, where 
would be the compatibility of these two appoint- 
ments ? The same individual might be called at 
oneand the same time to St. Louis and St. Mary’s. 
He would ask whether it was compatible with 
the spirit of the Constitution for a man to enjoy . 
a sinecure ? and whether one of these offices was 
not a sinecure, when the discharge of its duties 
was inconsistent with that of the other ? 

Mr. Lem said that, viewing the resolution as 
an abstract proposition, he had no objection: to 
giving it his support; but if was intended asa 
side attack upon the Administration, he was not 
prepared to vote for it. Before he was prepared: 
to act on it under this view, he wished for facts 
which were not before the House. He, there- 
fore, moved a postponement of the resolution till 
Monday. 

The motion to postpone was lost. 

The question was then taken on agreeing to 
the resolution, and decided in the negative—yeas 
31, nays 81, as follows: 

Yxeas—Burwell Bassett, George M. Bedinger, Wil 
liam Butler, Levi Casey, Martin Chittenden, Christo- 
pher Clark, Joseph Clay, Matthew Clay, William Dick- 
son, Elias Earle, James M. Garnett, Peterson Good- 
wyn, Edwin Gray, Walter Jones, Michael Leib, Pat- 
rick Magruder, Robert Marion, Josiah Masters, Thomas 
Moore, John Morrow, John Randolph, Thomas Sam- 
mons, Thomas Sandford, John Smith, Samuel Smith, 
Thomas Spalding, Richard Stanford, Philip R. Thomp- 
son, Abram Trigg, David R. Williams, and Alexander 
Wilson. 

Naxs—Willis Alston, jun, Isaac Anderson, David 
Bard, Joseph Barker, Silas Betton, Barnabas Bidwell, 
William Blackledge, John Blake, jun., Thomas Blount, 
Robert Brown, George W. Campbell, John Chandler, 
John Claiborne, Frederick Conrad, Leonard Coving- 
ton, Jacob Crowninshield, Richard Cutts, Samuel W. 
Dana, Ezra Darby, John Davenport, jun., John Daw- 
son, Peter Early, James Elliot, Caleb Ellis, Ebenezer. 
Elmer, William Ely, John W. Eppes, William Find- 
ley, James Fisk, Charles Goldsborough, Andrew Gregg, 
Isaiah L. Green, Silas Halsey, John Hamilton, Seth 
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Hastings, David Holmes, David Hough, John G. Jack- 
son, James Kelly, Thomas Kenan, Joseph Lewis, jun., 
Duncan McFarland, William McCreery, Nicholas R. 
Moore, Jeremiah Morrow, Jonathan O. Mosely, Gurdon 
S, Mumford, Jeremiah Nelson, Roger Nelson, Thomas 
Newton, jun., Gideon Olin, Timothy Pitkin, jun., John 
Pugh, Josiah Quincy, Thomas M. Randolph, John Rhea 
of Tennessee, Jacob Richards, John Russell, Peter 
Sailly, Martin G. Schuneman, Ebenezer Seaver, James 
Sloan, John Smilie, John Cotton Smith, Henry South- 
ard, Joseph Stanton, William Stedman, Lewis B. Stur- 
ges, Benjamin Tallmadge, Samuel Tenney, David 
Thomas, Thomas W. Thompson, Uri Tracy, Killian 
K. Van Rensselaer, Joseph B. Varnum, Peleg Wads- 
worth, John Whitehill, Eliphalet Wickes, Nathan Wil- 
liams, Richard Winn, and Joseph Winston. <x% 

The resolution was consequently rejected. And 
then, an adjournment being called for, the House 
adjourned. 


Wennespay, April 2. 

Mr. Greco, from the committee to whom was 
referred, on the thirty-first of December last, the 
petition of sundry settlers and purchasers of lands 
northwest of the Ohio, and between the Miama 
rivers, made a report thereon; which was read 
and considered: Whereupon, 


Resolved, That the register and receiver of 


public moneys of the land office in the district 
of Cincinnati, be authorized to grant certificates 
of a right of pre-emption to any person residing on 


any of the reserved sections, (other than the re- 


served section number sixteen,) for the tract on 
which he resides, on the applicant producing to 
them satisfactory evidence that his claim was 
within the provisions of the eighth section of an 
act, entitled “An act making provision for the dis- 
posal of the public lands in the Indiana Territory, 
and for other purposes ;” provided that the person 
shall exhibit the evidence of his claim before the 
first day of August next; and provided, such cer- 
tificate shall not be granted for a larger tract than 
a quarter section, nor for any other tract than that 
on which he resides. 

Ordered, That a bill, or bills, be brought in, 
pursuant to the said resolution; and that the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands do prepare and bring in the 
same. 

Mr. Joseru Cay presented tothe House a pe- 
tition of sundry officers who served in the British 
army, during the war between France and Great 
Britain, in. America, in the year one thousand 
seven hundred and fifty-five, which was received 
and read, praying to be confirmed in their respect- 
ive titles tolands in the State of Kentucky, grant- 
ed to them by the King of Great Britain, in con- 
sideration of military services rendered the Ameri- 
can Colonies, during the said war with France. 
— Referred to the Committee on Publie Lands. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee of 


the Whole on the bill making appropriation for 
the support of the Military Establishment of the 
United States, for the year one thousand eight 
handred andsix. The bill was reported with sev- 
efal amendments thereto; which were severally 
twice read, and agreed to by the House, 


Ordered That the said bill, with the amend- 
ments, be engrossed, and read the third time to- 
morrow. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed the bill, entitled “An, 
actin addition to ‘An act to make provision for. 
persons that have been disabled by known wounds 
received in the actual service of the United 
States, during the Revolutionary war,” with sev- 
eral amendments; to which they desire the con- 
currence of this House. oe 

The House proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the said bill: Whereupon, 

Ordered, That the said amendments, together 
with the bill, be referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 

The House proceeded to consider the modifica- 
tions of the amendment by the Senate to the bill, 
entitled “An act to regulate and fix the compensa- 
tions of the officers of the Senate and House of 
Representatives,” disagreed to by this House: 
Whereupon, 

Resolved, That this House doth disagree to the 
modifications by the Senate of the said amend- 
ment, and doth adhere to their disagreement to 
the same. 

The House proceeded to consider the amend- . 
ments proposed by the Senate to the bill, entitled 
“An act to revive and continue in force an act, en- 
titled ‘An act to suspend, in part, the act, entitled 
an act regulating foreign coins, and for other 
purposes ;” Whereupon, l 

Ordered, That the said amendments, together, 
with the bill, be referred to Mr. Josera Cuay, 
Mr. Tuomas, Mr. Tuomas M. RanpoLren and Mr, 
MUMFORD. l l 

An engrossed bill to provide for the adjustment 
of titles of land in the Territory of Michigan, and 
for other purposes, was read the third time, and 
passed. ; 

An engrossed bill supplementary to the act, en» 
titled “An act to extend jurisdiction, in certain 
cases, to the Territorial courts,” was read the third 
time, and passed. a l 

Mr. J. RanDoLPH stated that an understanding 
had taken place between the Minister of the Uni» 
ted States at Paris, and the French Minister of 
the public treasury, as to the payment of claims 
of American citizens, generally called Bordeaux 
embargo claims, (the payment of which had here- 
tofore been suspended,) by which it was agreed 
that payment should be made at the Treasury. of 
the United States. Under the existing provisions, 
this authority did not attach to the treasury. He 
had, therefore, been instructed by the Committee 
of Ways and Means to presenta bill to give this 
power. He accordingly offered a bill supplemen- 
tary to the act making provision for the payment 
of claims of certain citizens of the United States 
on the Government of France; which was referred 
to a Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. Varnum reported from the committee ap- 
pointed to inquire into such measures as it is eX- 
pedient to adopt for the complete arming of the 


militia of the United States; giving a very interest- 
ing detail of the extent to which the militia are at 
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presentarmed; by which it appears that there are 
in the hands of the militia 250,000 fire arms, and 
120,000 in the public magazines of the United 
States. The report recommends an additional 
appropriation of $61,000 toward the manufacture 
of arms; which was subsequently introduced in 
the military appropriation bill. 

Ordered, That Mr. Sanprorp be of the com- 
mittee appointed, on the twenty-first ultimo, to 
inquire into the conduct of Gideon Granger, Post- 
master General, in the room of Mr. CLINTON, 
who has leave to be absent from the service of 
this House. 

Mr. Joun Ranvotpn, from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, presented a bill supplementary 
to the act, entitled “An act making provision for 
the redemption of the whole of the public debt of 
the United: States ;” which was read twice, and 
committed toa Committee of the whole House 
on Monday next. 

Mr. Basserr presented to the House a petition 
of Amelia Eugene Beaumarchais, heiress and 
representative of the late Caron de Beaumarchais, 
deceased, by J. A. Chevallie, her attorney, which 
was received and read, praying to be relieved 
from an unfavorable settlement at the Treasury 
of the United States, of the accounts of the de 
ceased, for supplies furnished, and services ren- 
dered to the United States, during the Revolu- 
tionary war with Great Britain. 

_ Ordered, That the said petition be referred to 
the Committee of Claims. 

On: motion of Mr. Newron, the resolution of- 
fered. by him on the 29th ultimo, proposing an 
‘amendment to the Constitution : “ That no person 
‘ holding a contract under the Government of the 
‘ United States, or who shall, directly or indirect- 
* ly, participate in the emoluments of such con- 
‘tract, shall be capable of holding a seat in the 
t Senate or House of Representatives of the Uni- 
‘ted States—was referred to a Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

`The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole, on the bill making military appropri- 
ations for the year 1806. 
» Having gone through the same, the Committee 
rose and reported the bill, and the House ordered 
-it to a third reading to-morrow. 


CHARLESTOWN, VA. 


Mr. Jackson. called for the order of the day on 
the report of the Committee of Commerce and 
Manufactures, on the petition of sundry inhabit- 
ants of Charlestown, in Virginia, praying that 
that place should be made a port of entry. 
~ Mr. Leip moved an indefinite postponement of 
the report. 

Mr. Jackson. opposed this motion, and spoke at 
some length in favor of the Constitutional right 
of the petitioners to be allowed a port of entry. 

Mr. Crowntnsuizcp, though against postpone- 
ment and in favor of discussing the principle, con- 
tested the right. 

Mr. Lerm withdrew. his motion ; when the mo- 
tion to consider the report was disagreed to—only 
43-members.rising.in favor. of it. 


RELEASE ON CUSTOM-HOUSE BONDS. 


Mr. Crowninsutetp, from the Committee of 
Commerce and Manufactures, to whom was re- 
ferred, on the 4th instant, by the House, the peti- 
tion of Francis Barretto, of the city of New York, 
made the following report: 


The petitioner prays that Congress would relieve 
him from the payment of a custom-house bond, where 
he is. the surety, or, if this is deemed improper, as he 
is in indigent circumstances, he hopes that some favor- 
able arrangement may be made for him, whereby his 
person may be exempt from arrest, under the jndg- 
ment obtained against him, at the suit of the United 
States. 

The following facts appear in this case: The peti- 
tioner, on the 17th day of July, in the year 1795, to- 
gether with George Arnold and James Harrison, be- 
came bound to the United States, as sureties for Jose 
Joaquim La Costa, for duties on the cargo of the brig- 
antine Los Amigos, from Madeira, amounting to. the 
sum of nine thousand dollars. The person who signed 
the bonds as principal having failed in his business, 
and neglecting to pay the debt, suits were commenced 
for the recovery of the duties, upon which judgment 
was obtained, and the principal debtor was a long time 
confined in the jail of New York, and was finally lib- 
erated pursuant to an act of Congress, passed sixth of 
June, 1798, upon assigning all his property to the use 
of the United States, It is further stated, that the 
other two sureties, James Harrison aud George Arnold, 
being totally insolvent, have departed from the United 
States; and the petitioner, unable to struggle with the 
difficulties and loss of mercantile credit which he had 
incurred, was under the necessity of taking the bene- 
fit of the bankrupt act. Since the discharge from his 
private creditors, the Attorney of the United States for 
the New York district has recovered judgment against 
him for the amount of the bond, and he is liable to be 
imprisoned from day to day. 

He is totally destitute of property, and has a numer- 
ous family of young children, who depend upon his 
exertions for their education and support. In this. dis- 
tressing situation he is unable to pursue any business 
to advantage, and can only expect or hope: for relief 
from the benevolent interposition of Congress. 

The committee remark, that the petitioner’s misfor- 
tunes do not appear to be owing to his fault or neglect. 
He placed implicit confidence in the person who was 
principal on the bond, and expected he would pay it; 
he was deceived in this expectation. ` His own funda 
were, and still are, inadequate to meet the payment. 
He is totally destitute of property. The United States 
cannot expect to receive anything from the petitioner. 
Thus circumstanced, and well knowing that Congress 
have, in several instances, where any meritorious cases 
presented themselves, made provision for the relief of 
persons who were unable to pay their debts, the com- 
mittee conceive that the House will readily agree to 
exempt the person of the petitioner from arrest for the 
debt owing to the United States. Similar bills. have 
been reported during this session for the relief of Fran- 
cis Johonnot and John McFadon, and the present peti- 
tioner has equal, if not superior claims upon the human- 
ity of Congress. The committee beg leave to submit 
the following resolution : 

Resolved, That the prayer of the petitioner, so far as 
to free his person from arrest or confinement, on ac- 
count of any judgment obtained. against him in behalf 
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of the United States, is reasonable, and ought to be 
granted. 


Referred to Committee of the Whole on the 
pill for the relief of John McFadon and Francis 
Johonnot. 


PLURALITY OF OFFICES 


The House took up the unfinished business of 
yesterday, being the report of the Committee of 
the Whole, agreeing to the following resolution, 
offered by Mr. J RANDOLPH : 

3d. Resolved, That provision ought to be made, by 
law, to render any officer, in the Army or Navy of the 
United States incapable of holding any civil office un- 
der the United States. 

Mr. Fisk moved to postpone this resolution in- 
definitely. 

This motion was supported by Messrs. Fisx, 
Emer, and Coox; and opposed by Messrs. J. 
Cray, J. Ranpotpu, and J. C. SMITH, 

When the question was taken by yeas and nays, 
and the motion disagreed to—yeas 43, nays 72, as 
follows: 


Yuas—Evan Alexander, Willis Alston, jun., Isaac 
Anderson, David Bard, Joseph Barker, Barnabas Bid- 
well, John Chandler, Frederick Conrad, Orchard Cook, 
Leonard Covington, Jacob Crowninshield, Richard 
Cutts, Ezra Darby, John Davenport, junior, Peter 
Early, Ebenezer Elmer, William Findiey, James Fisk, 
Andrew Gregg, Isaiah L. Green, Silas Halsey, Wil- 
liam Helms, James Kelly, John Lambert, William 
McCreery, Gurdon S. Mumford, Roger Nelson, Gideon 
Olin, John Pugh, Jobn Rhea of Tennessee, John Rus- 
sell, Peter Sailly, Ebenezer Seaver, James Sloan, John 
Smilie, Henry Southard, Joseph Stanton, David Thomas, 
Uri Tracy, Joseph B. Varnum, John Whitehill, Eli- 
phalet Wickes. and Nathan Williams. 

Naxys—Burwell Bassett, George M. Bedinger, Silas 
Betton, John Blake, jr., Thos. Blount, Robert Brown, 
William Butler, John Campbell, Levi Casey, Martin 
Chittenden, John Claiborne, Christopher Clark, Joseph 
Clay, Matthew Clay, John Clopton, John Dawson, 
William Dickson, Elias Earle, James Elliot, Caleb 
Ellis, William Ely, John W. Eppes, James M. Gar- 
nett, Peterson Goodwyn, Edwin Gray, John Hamilton, 
Seth Hastings, David Holmes, David Hough, Walter 
Jones, Thomas Kenan, Michael Leib, Joseph Lewis, jr., 
Duncan MacFarland, Robert Marion, Josiah Masters, 
Nicholas R. Moore, Thomas Moore, Jeremiah Morrow, 
John Morrow, Jonathan O. Mosely, Thomas Newton, 
jun., Timothy Pitkin, jun., Josiah Quincy, John Ran- 
dolph, Thomas M. Randolph, John Rea of Pennsylva- 
nia, Jacob Richards, Thomas Sammons, Thomas Sand- 
ford, Martin G. Schuneman, John Cotton Smith, John 
Smith, Samuel Smith, Thomas Spalding, Richard Stan- 
ford, William Stedman, Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel 
Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Samuel Tenney, Phi- 
lip R. Thompson, Thomas W. Thompson, Abram 
Trigg, Killian K. Van Rensselaer, Peleg Wadsworth, 
Robert Whitehill, David R. Williams. Marmaduke 
Williams, Alexander Wilson, Richard Winn, and Jo- 
seph Winston. 

The question was then taken that the House do 
agree with the Committee of the whole House in 
their agreement to the said resolution, and resolv- 
ed in the affirmative—yeas 94, nays 21, as fol- 
lows: 

Yuas—Willis Alston, jun, Isaac. Anderson, David 


Bard, Burwell Bassett, George M. Bedinger, Silas Bet- 
ton, William Blackledge, John Blake, junior, Thomas 
Blount, Robert Brown, William Butler, John Camp- 
bell, Levi Casey, Martin Chittenden, John Claiborne, 
Christopher Clark, Joseph Clay, Matthew Clay, John 
Clopton, Frederick Conrad, Leonard Covington, John 
Dawson, William Dickson, Blias Earle, Peter Early, 
James Elliot, Caleb Ellis, William Ely, John W. 
Eppes, William Findley, James Fisk, James M. Gar- 
nett, Peterson Goodwyn, Edwin Gray, Andrew Gregg, 
Silas Halsey, John Hamilton, Seth Hastings, David 
Holmes, David Hough, John G. Jackson, Walter Jones, 
Thomas Kenan, John Lambert, Michael Leib, Joseph 
Lewis, junior, Duncan MacFarland, Robert Marion, 
Josiah Masters, Nicholas R. Moore, Thomas Moore, 
Jeremiah Morrow, John Morrow, Jonathan O. Mosely, 
Gurdon S. Mumford, Thomas Newton, junior, Gideon 
Olin, Timothy Pitkin, jun., John Pugh, Josiah Quincy, 
John Randolph, Thomas M. Randolph, John Rea of 
Pennsylvania, Jacob Richards, Peter Sailly, Thomas 
Sammons, Thomas Sandford, Martin G. Schuneman, 
John Smilie, John Cotton Smith, John Smith, Samuel 
Smith, Thomas Spalding, Richard Stanford, Joseph 
Stanton, William Stedman, Lewis B. Sturges, Sawl 
Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Samuel Tenney, David 
Thomas, Philip R. Thompson, Thomas W. ‘Thompson, 
Uri Tracy, Abram Trigg, Killian K. Van Rensselaer, 
Peleg Wadsworth, Robert Whitehill, David R. Wil- 
liams, Marmaduke Williams, Nathan Williams, Alex- 
ander Wilson, Richard Winn, and Joseph Winston. 

Nays—Evan Alexander, Joseph Barker, Barnabas 
Bidwell, John Chandler, Orchard Cook, Jacob Crown- 
inshield, Richard Cutts, Ezra Darby, John Davenport, 
junior, Ebenezer Elmer, Isaiah L. Green, James Kelly, 
William McCreery, Roger Nelson, John Rhea of Ten- 
nessee, John Russell, Ebenezer Seaver, James Sloan, 
Joseph B. Varnum, John Whitehill, and Eliphalet 
Wickes. 

Ordered, That a bill, or bills, be brought in, 
pursuant to the said resolution; and that Mr. 
Joun Ranpotex, Mr. Davin R. Wituiams, and 
Mr. Joun C. Smrru, do prepare and bring in 
the same. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole, on the bill further to alter and estab- 
lish certain post roads; and, after some time spent 
therein, the Committee rose and had leave to sit 
again. 


Trurspay, April 3. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole, on the bill supplementary to the act 
for the payment of the claims of citizens of the 
United States on the Government of France. 
The bill was reported without amendment. 

Ordered, That the said bill be engrossed, and 
read the third time to-morrow. 

Mr. Josers Cay, from the committee to whom 
were referred, yesterday, the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill, entitled “An act to revive and 
continue in force an act, entitled ‘An act to sus- 
pend, in part, the act, entitled ‘An act regulating 
foreign coins, and for other purposes,” reported 
their agreement to the same with several amend- 
ments; which were severally twice read, and 
agreed to by the House. i 

The House again resolved itself into a Commit- 
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tee of the Whole, on the bill further to alter and 
establish certain post roads. 
ed with several amendments thereto; which were 
severally twice read, and agreed to by the House. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed a bill, entitled “An 
act for the relief of Gilbert C. Russell ;” to which 
they desire the concurrence of this House. 

The Speaker laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a supplementary list of bills drawn by the Minis- 
ter Plenipotentiary of the United States at Paris, 
for claims embraced by the convention with the 
French Republic of the thirtieth of April, one 
thousand eight hundred and three, which have 
been presented at the Treasury, and not included 
in the list transmitted on the twentieth ultimo; 
which was read, and ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. Marruew Cay, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, presented a bill in addition to an 
act, entitled “An act regulating the grants of land, 
and providing for the disposal of the lands of the 
United States south of the State of Tennessee;” 
which was twice read, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on Monday next. 

An engrossed bill to amend the act, entitled “An 
act to divide the Indiana Territory into two sep- 
arate governments, and for other purposes,” was 
read the third time, and passed. 

An engrossed bill making appropriations for 
the support of the Military Establishment of the 
United States, for the year one thousand eight 
hundred and six, was read the third time. When 
the bill was recommitted to a Committee of the 
whole House immediately. The bill was report- 
ed with an amendment, and ordered to be engross- 
ed, and read the third time to-day, which was 

one. 

Mr. Varnum observed, that a report on a new 
organization of the militia had been made at an 
early period of the session, of a negative kind; 
that a bill had been subsequently acted upon in 
the House in some measure implicating the 
points taken in the report; and that afterwards a 
billón the subject had been brought before the 
Senate, which induced him to suspend calling the 
attention of the House to the report. That bill 
had been negatived. His object in rising was to 
state that, as the report was of a negative charac- 
ter, he should not think of calling it up, unless it 
was the wish of gentlemen that it should be dis- 
cussed. 

Mr. J. C. Smiru, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported that it would be expedient to agree to 
the amendments proposed by the Senate to the 
bill making provision for persons disabled by 
known wounds received during the Revolutionary 
War. 

Mr. BLacKLepGE moved a postponement of the 
consideration of the bill till to-morrow. 

Mr. Davin R. Wittiams moved an indefinite 
postponement, 

This motion was opposed by Messrs. Jonn C. 
Smrra, J, Cray, Leis; Varnum, Bepinesr, and 
Van CORTLANDT. 5 

:Mr. Davin R. WiLLrams withdrew his motion, 


when it was agreed that the bill should lieon the 


The bill was report- | table. 


Fripay, April 4. 


Mr. Joun Ranpopn, from the committee ap- 
pointed on the second instant, presented a bill to 
prohibit officers of the Army and Navy from hold- 
ing or exercising any civil office ; which was read 
twice, and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole to-morrow. 

Mr. Crowninsuie.p, from the Committee of 
Commerce and Manufactures, presented a bill 
laying a duty on copper, therein described ; which 
was read twice, and committed to a Committee 
of the Whole on Monday next. 

Mr. Dawson, from the committee appointed on 
the fourth of December last, to whom was referred 
a resolution of the House, of the twenty-ninth 
ultimo, presented a bill concerning the further 
safeguard of merchant vessels in the vicinity of 
the United States; which was read twice, and 
committed to a Committee of the whole House 
on Monday next. 

Mr. Dawson, from the committee appointed on 
the fourth of December last, to whom was refer- 
red, on the thirty-first of the same month, a reso- 
lution to inquire whether it is expedient to provide, 
by law, for fitting and preparing navy yards, 
belonging to the United States, on or near the 
shores of the Atlantic ocean, for the reception of 
ships and vessels of war of the United States, 
made a report thereon; which was read and cons 
sidered: Whereupon, 

Resolved, That it is not necessary to make any 
further legislative provision on this subject. 

On motion of Mr. Lets, ; 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to 
confer with a committee of the Senate, should 
the Senate think proper to appoint such commit- 
tee, on the time that the two Houses of Congress 
ought to adjourn. 

Ordered, That Mr. Lei, Mr. Ciarx, and Mr. 
TENNEY, be appointed a committee, pursuant to 
the said resolution, on the part of this House. 

The bill sent from the Senate, entitled “An act 
for the relief of Gilbert C. Russell,” was twice 
read, and committed toa Committee of the whole 
House on Monday next. 

An engrossed bill further to alter and establish 
certain post roads, was read the third time, and 
passed. 

An engrossed bill supplementary to the act for 
the payment of claims of citizens of the United 
States on the Government of France, was read 
the third time, and passed. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole, on the bill for erecting certain light- 
houses in the State of Massachusetts, and. for 
building a beacon or pier at Bridgeport, in the 
State of Connecticut. The bill was reported. 
with several amendments thereto; which were 
severally twice read, and agreed to by the House. 

Ordered, That the said bill, together with ihe 
amendments, be engrossed, and read the third 
time to-day. 
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On motion of Mr. Jonn ©. Smita, that the 
House do come to the following resolution : 

Resolved, That the Secretary for the Department of 
War be, and ‘he hereby is, directed to procure from the 
several States, and present to this House, at their next 
session, a list of invalid pensioners who have been 
placed.on the pension list of the regpective States, in 
consequence of known wounds received in the actual 
service of the United States, during the Revolutionary 
warwith Great Britain; noting particularly, as far as the 
same may be practicable, whether such pensioners serv- 
ed in the militia or in the line of the regular army ; 
and, also, the monthly sum allowed to each pensioner. 

Ordered, That the said motion do lie on the 
table. 

An engrossed bill for erecting certain light- 
houses in the State of Massachusetts, and for build- 
ing a beacon or pier at Bridgeport, in the State of 
Connecticut, was read the third time. 

Resolved, That the said bill do pass, and that 
the title be “An act for erecting certain light- 
houses in the State of Massachusetts; for build- 
ing a beacon or pier at Bridgeport, in the State of 
Connecticut; and for fixing buoys in Pamlico 
sound, in the State of Nerth Carolina.” 

Mr, J. Ranvoupu said, he rose merely to notify 
the House that he should, to-morrow, make a mo- 
tion in relation to the Journal of the secret pro- 
ceedings of the House. On Saturday, he believed, 
the House had directed the injunction of secrecy 
to be taken off, and the Journal of their proceed-. 
ings to be printed. In a few days after, they saw 
something like it in a newspaper. To-day, for 
the first time, they found the official Journal laid 
on their tables. Last session, they had heard a 
flourish about economy in the printing of the 
House ; and this session, several days had elapsed 
before a small ne was printed; and, he 
would observe that, notwithstanding the printing 
had been let out to the lowest bidder, he found 
the same sum appropriated this year. He said 
he should, to-morrow, make a motion relative to 
the secret Journal. When the injunction of se- 
crecy was taken off, it was, he understood, to en- 
able the good people of the United States to be- 
come acquainted with the proceedings of this 
House. He was, however, convinced, that very 
few people would, from its perusal, know any- 
thing about them. 


REVOLUTIONARY PENSIONERS. 


The House proceeded to consider the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senate to the bill, entitled 
“An act in addition to ‘An act to make provision 
for persons that have been disabled by known 
wounds received in the actual service of the Uni- 
ted States, during the Revolutionary war.” And 
the said amendment being again twice read at the 
Clerk’s table, in the words following, to wit: 

« After the word ‘that,’ in the second line of the 
first section, strike out the residue of the bill, and in- 
sert in lieu thereof, the following : 

“Any commissioned or non-commissioned officer, 
musician, soldier, marine, or seaman, disabled in the 
actual service af the United States, while in the line of 
his duty, by known wounds received during the Revo- 
Jutionary war, and who did not desert the service; or 


who, in consequence of disability as aforesaid, resigned 
his commission or took a discharge; or who, after in- 
curring disability as aforesaid, was taken captive by the: 
enemy, and remained either in captivity or on parole, 
until the close of said Revolutionary war; or who, in 
consequence of known wounds, received as aforesaid, 
has at any period since become and continued disabled 
in such manner as to render him unable to procure a 
subsistence by manual labor; whether such officer, 
musician, soldier, marine, or seaman, served as a vol 
unteer, in any proper service against the common ene» 
my, or belonged to a detachment of the militia, which 
served against the common enemy, or to the regular 
forces of the United States, or of any particular State ; 
he shall, upon substantiating his claim in the manner 
hereinafter descfibed, be placed on the pension list of 
the United States, during life, or the continuance of 
such disability, and be entitled, under the regulations 
hereinafter mentioned, to receive such sum as shall Þe 
found just and proper, by the testimony adduced. 

“Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That, in sub: 
stantiating such claim, the following rules and regula- 
tions shall be complied with, that is to say: All evi- 
dence shall be taken on oath or affirmation, before the 
Judge of the District, or one of the Judges of the Ter- 
ritory, in which such ‘claimant resides, or before some 
person specially authorized by commission from said: 
Judge. 


* Decisive disability, the effect of a known wound or 
wounds received while in the actual service, and line 
of duty against the common enemy, during the Revolu- 
tionary war, must be proved by the affidavit of the 
commanding officer of the regiment, corps, company, 
ship, vessel, or craft, in which said claimant served ; or 
of two other credible witnesses to the same effect, set- 
ting forth the time when, and place where, such known 
wound or wounds were received, and particularly de- 
scribing the same. 

“The nature of such disability, and in what degree: 
it prevents the claimant from obtaining his subsistence, 
must be proved by the affidavit of some reputable phy- 
sician or surgeon, stating his opinion, either from his 
own knowledge and acquaintance with the claimant, or 


‘from an examination of such claimant on oath-or ‘ef- 


firmation; which, when necessary for that purpose, 
shall be administered to said claimant by said Judge-or 
Commissioner. ‘And the said physician or surgeon, in 
his affidavit, shall particularly describe the wound or 
wounds from whence the disability appears to be de- 
rived. 

“ Every claimant must prove, by at least one credi- 
ble witness, that he continued in service during the 
whole time for which he was detached, or for which he 
engaged, unless he was discharged, or left the service in 
consequence af some derangement of the army, or in: 
consequence of his disability resigned his commission; 
or was, after his disability, in captivity or on parole, 
until the close of the Revolutionary war. And in the 
same manner must prove his mode of life and employ- 
ment since he left the service, and the place or places- 
where he has since resided, and his place of residence 
at the time of taking such testimony. 

“ Every claimant shall, by his affidavit, give satisfac- 
tory reasons why he did not make application for a 
pension befoye, and that he is not on the pension list of 
any State; and the Judge or Commissioner shall cer- 
tify, in writing, his opinion of the credibility of the wit- 
nesses, whose affidavits he shall take, in all those cases: 
where by this act it is said the proof shall be made by 
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a credible witness or witnesses; and also that the ex- 
amining physician or surgeon is reputable in his pro- 
fession. 

“Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the said 
Judge of the District, or person by him commissioned 
as aforesaid, shall transmit a list of such claims, ac- 
companied by the evidence, affidavits, certificates, and 
proceedings had thereon in pursuance of this act, not- 
ing particularly the day on which the testimony was 
closed before him, to the Secretary for the Department 
of War, that the same maybe compared with muster- 
rolls, or other documents in his office: and the said 
Secretary shall make a statement of all such cases, which, 
together with all the testimony, he shall from time to 
time transmit to Congress, with such remarks as he 
may think proper, that Congress may be enabled to 
place such claimants on the pension list as shall be 
found entitled to the privilege. And it shall be the duty 
of the Judge or Commissioner, aforesaid, to permit 
each claimant to take a transcript of the evidence and 
_ proceedings had respecting his claim, if he shall desire 

it, and to certify the same to be correct. 

“Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That every 
pension, or increase thereof, by virtue of this act, shall 
commence on the day when the claimant shall have 
completed his testimony before the authority proper to 
take the same. 

“Src. 5. And be tt further enacted, That an increase 
of pension may be allowed to persons, already placed 
updn the pension list of the United States for disabili- 
ties caused by known wounds received during the Rev- 
olutionary war, in all.cases where justice shall require 
the same: Provided, That the increase, when added 
to the pension formerly received, shall in no case ex- 
ceed a full pension. f 

“ Every invalid making application for this purpose, 
shall be examined by two reputable physicians or sur- 

` geons, to be authorized by commission from the Judge 
of the District where such invalid resides; who shall 
report, in writing, on oath or affirmation, their opinion 
of the nature of the applicant’s disability, and in what 
degree it prevents him from obtaining a subsistence by 
manual labor; which report shall be transmitted, by 
said physicians or surgeons, to the Secretary for the 
Department of War, who shall compare the same with 
the documents in his office, and shall make a state- 
ment of all such cases, which, together with the origi- 
nal report, he shall from time to time transmit to Con- 
gress, with such remarks as he may think proper, that 
they may be enabled to do justice to such pensioners. 
_ “Suc. 6. And be it further enacted, That a full 
pension given by this act to a commissioned officer, 
shall be one-half of the monthly pay legally allowed, at 
the time of incurring said disability, to his grade in the 
forcés raised by the United States ; and the proportions 
less than a full pension, shall be the correspondent pro- 
portions of said half-pay ; and a full pension to a non- 
commissioned officer, musician, soldier, marine, or sea- 
man, shall be five dollars a month, and the proportions 
less than a full pension, shall be the like proportions of 
five dollars a month; but no pension of a commission- 
éd officer shall be calculated at a higher rate than the 
half-pay of a lieutenant colonel. 

“Suc. 7. And be it further enacted, That the pen- 
sions, or increase thereof, which may be allowed by 
this act, shall bè paid in the same manner as pensions 

- to invalids, who have heen heretofore placed on the 
“pension list, ate now paid, and under such restrictions 
ae regulations, in all respects, as are prescribed by 
aw. 


“Suc. 8. And be et further enacted, That, from and 
after the passage of this act, no sale, transfer, or mort- 
gage of the whole or any part of the pension, payable 
to any non-commissioned officer, musician, soldier, ma- 
rine, or seaman, before the same becomes due, shall be 
valid. And every person claiming such pension, or any 
part thereof, under power of attorney or substitution, 
shall, before the same is paid, make oath or affirmation, 
before some magistrate legally authorized to take the 
same, a copy of which, attested by said magistrate, 
shall be lodged with the person who pays said pen- 
sion, that such power or substitution is not given 
by reason of any transfer of such pension, or part 
thereof. And any person who shall swear or affirm 
falsely in the premises, and be thereof convicted, shall 
suffer as for wilful and corrupt perjury. ; 

“Sze. 9, And be it further enacted, That all laws 
of the United States heretofore passed, so far as they 
authorize persons to he placed on the pension list of the 
United States, for, and in consideration of, disabilities 
derived from known wounds received in the Revolu- 
tionary war, shall be, and they are hereby, repealed : 
Provided, That nothing in this repealing clause shall 
injure, or in any way affect those persons already upon 
the pension list of the United States; and that the Sec- 
retary for the Department of War shall proceed upon 
the testimony which has been. transmitted to him by 
any claimant before the passage of this act, in the same 
manner as though this act had never passed. 

“Src. 10. And be it further enacted, That this act, 
so far as it authorizes the admission of persons upon the 
pension list of the United States, shall remain in force 
for and during the space of six years from the passage 
thereof, and no longer: Provided, That this limitation 
shall not affect or impair the right of any invalid, who 
may have completed his testimony, in the manner pre- 
scribed by this act, before this limitation commences 
its operation ; but which has not been transmitted to 
the Secretary for the Department of War.” 


Mr. ALston moved to recommit this bill to 
the Committee of the whole House. 

This motion was supported by Messrs. ALSTON, 
T. Moors, D. R. Wittiams, and BLackLepGs, 
and opposed by Messrs. J. C. Smita, J. Clay. R. 
Nexson, and Van CorrianpT; and was disa- 
greed to—yeas 26. 

Mr. BuackLepcs moved to amend the amend- 
ments of the Senate, so as to provide for the 
placing on the pension list of the United States 


all such wounded or disabled persons as have been 


placed on the pension lists of the States for wounds 
of disabilities received during the Revolutionary 
war, on adducing a prescribed proof. 

Messrs. BuackLepGE, BLount, CLARK, and 
Gree, supported, and Messrs. J. C. Smita, Bep- 
INGER, R. Netson, Varnum, Sourparp, Bip- 
WELL, and SLoan, opposed this amendment; which 
was disagreed to—yeas 34, nays 69, 

The friends of the amendment contended that 
it was just, that a full and liberal provision should 
be made for all the militia disabled, as well those 
already provided for by some States, as those not 
provided for by other States. 

The opponents of the amendment did not deny 
the justice of such a provision, but contended that 
it would not probably receive the approbation of 
the Senate, and that it was impracticable to make 
it without going into minute details, forbidden by 
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the advanced stage of the session, and recom- 
mended that it should be made the subject of a 
distinct bill at a future session. . 

The question was then taken on agreeing to 
the amendments of the Senate, and passed in the 
affirmative—yeas 98, nays 15, as follows: 

Yuas—Isaac Anderson, David Bard, Joseph Barker, 
Burwell Bassett, George M. Bedinger, Silas Betton, 
Barnabas Bidwell, William Blackledge, John Blake, 
junior, Robert Brown, William Butler, George W. 
Campbell, John Chandler, Martin Chittenden, 
Claiborne, Joseph Clay, Matthew Clay, John Clopton, 
Frederick Conrad, Orchard Cook, Jacob Crowninshield, 
Richard Cutts, Samuel W. Dana, Ezra Darby, John 
Davenport, jun., John Dawson, William Dickson, Peter 
Early, James Elliot, Caleb Ellis, William Ely, John W. 
Eppes, William Findley, James Fisk, James M. Gar- 
nett, Andrew Gregg, Isaiah L. Green, Silas Halsey, 
John Hamilton, Seth Hastings, David Holmes, David 
Hough, James Kelly, John Lambert, Michael Leib, 
Joseph Lewis, jun., Matthew Lyon, Patrick Magruder, 
Josiah Masters, William McCreery, Nicholas R. Moore, 
John Morrow, Jonathan O. Mosely, Jeremiah Nelson, 
Roger Nelson, Gideon Olin, Timothy Pitkin, jun., John 
Pugh, Josiah Quincy, Thomas M. Randolph, John Rea 
of Pennsylvania, John Rhea of Tennessee, Jacob Rich- 
ards, John Russell, Peter Sailly, Thomas Sammons, 
Thomas Sandford, Martin G. Schuneman, Ebenezer 
Seaver, James Sloan, John Smilie, John C. Smith, John 
Smith, Henry Southard, Thomas Spalding, Richard 
Stanford, Joseph Stanton, William Stedman, Lewis B. 
Sturges, Samuel Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Sam- 
uel Tenney, David ‘Thomas, Philip R. Thompson, Uri 
Tracy, Philip Van‘ Cortlandt, Killian K. Van Rensse- 
laer, Joseph B. Varnum, Peleg Wadsworth, John 
Whitehill, Robert Whitehill, Eliphalet Wickes, Mar- 
maduke Williams, Nathan Williams, Alexander Wil- 
son, Richard Winn, and Joseph Winston. 

Nays—Evan Alexander, Willis Alston, jun., Thom- 
as Blount, Levi Casey, Christopher Clark, Elias Earle, 
Peterson Goodwyn, Walter Jones, Thomas Kenan, 
Duncan MacFarland, Robert Marion, Thomas Moore, 
John Randolph, Abram Trigg, and David R. Williams. 


Sarurpay, April 5. 


Mr. GREGG, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, who were instructed, by a resolution of 
the House, of the twenty-sixth ultimo, “to inquire 
into the expediency of repealing all such parts of 
the several acts providing for the sale of the lands 
of the United States, as authorize a credit on any 


part of the purchase money of said lands,” made’ 


areport thereon; which was read, and referred 
to a Committee of the whole House on Thursday 
next. 

The House proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments proposed by the Senate to the bill, entitled 
“An act to continue in force an act, entitled ‘An 
act to authorize the Secretary of War to issue 
land warrants, and for other purposes:” Where- 
upon the said amendments, together with the 
bill, were referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed the bill, entitled “An 
act to repeal so nueh of any act, or acts, as au- 
thorize the receipt of evidences of the public debt, 


in payment for lands of the United States, and 
for other purposes relative to the public debt,” 
with several amendments; to which they desire 
the concurrence of this House. The Senate have 
also passed the bill, entitled “An act to continue 
in foree an act, entitled ‘An act to authorize the 


| Secretary of War to issue land warrants, and for 


other purposes,” with several amendments; to 
which they desire the concurrence of this House. 
Mr. Greca, from the Committee on the Public 


John | Lands, presented a bill respecting the claims to 


land in the Indiana Territory and State of Ohio; 
which was read twice and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the whole House on Thursday next. 

The House. proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments proposed by the Senate to the bill, entitled 
“An act to repeal so much of any act, or acts as 
authorize the receipt of evidences of the public 
debt in payment for lands of the United States, 
and for other purposes relative to the public debt:” 
Whereupon, the said amendments, together with 
the bill, were referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 


PAY OF WITNESSESS. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole, on the bill from the Senate, making 
provision for the compensation of witnesses who 
attended on the trial of Samuel Chase. 

The Chairman stated that the amendment, un- 
der consideration at the time this bill was before 
the committee, was to insert in the first section 
“on the part of thè United States”——limiting the 
provision to the payment of witnesses on the part 
of the United States. 

On this amendment, the Committee divided— 
yeas 59 nays 35. 

On motion of Mr. J. C. SMITH, a new section 
was introduced providing for the payment of any 
expences incurred by order of the managers. 

The Committee rose, and reported the bill with 
theseamendments. The House immediately took 
up the report. 

Oa concurring with the Committee in their 
agreement to the amendment restricting the pro- 
vision to the payment of the witnesses summoned 
“on the part of the United States,” the yeas and 
nays were taken, after a few remarks made by 
Mr. M. Wititams against the amendment, and 
were—yeas 51, nays 54, as follows: See 

Yras—lIsaac Anderson, Joseph Barker, Burwell 
Bassett, George M. Bedinger, William Blackledge, 
John Blake, junior, Robert Brown, William Butler, 
Levi Casey, John Chandler, Matthew Clay, Leonard 
Covington, Elias Earle, Ebenezer Elmer, John W. 
Eppes, William Findley, James M. Garnett, Edwin 
Gray, Andrew Gregg, Isaiah L. Green, Silas Halsey, 
John Hamilton, David Holmes, Thomas Kenan, John 
Lambert, Michael Leib, Patrick Magruder, Josiah Mas-. 
ters, Thomas Moore, Jeremiah Morrow, John Morrow, 
Gideon Olin, John Pugh, John Rea of Pennsylvania, 
John Rhea, of Tennessee, Jacob Richards, Thomas Sam- 
mons, Thomas Sandford, James Sloan, John Smilie, 
Samuel Smith, Thomas Spalding, Richard Stanford, 
Philip R. Thompson, Abram Trigg, Joseph B. Varnum, 
Robert Whitehill, David R. Williams, Alexander Wil- 
son, Richard Winn, and Joseph Winston. 
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Nays—Willis Alston, junior, David Bard, Silas Bet- 
ton, Thomas Blount, Martin Chittenden, John Clai- 
borne, Christopher Clark, John Clopton, Orchard Cook, 
Jacob Crowninshield, Richard Cutts, John Davenport, jr. 
William Dickson, Peter Early James Elliot, Caleb 
Ellis, William Ely, James Fisk, Peterson Goodwyn, 
Seth Hastings, David Hough, John G. Jackson, Wal- 
ter Jones, James Kelly, Joseph Lewis, junior, Duncan 
McFarland, Robert Marion, William McCreery, Nich- 
olas R. Moore, Jonathan O. Mosely, Timothy Pitkin, 
junior, Josiah Quincy, Thomas M. Randolph, John 
Russell, Peter Sailly, Martin G. Schuneman, Ebene- 
zer Seaver, John Cotton Smith, John Smith, William 
Stedman, Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel Taggart, Benja- 
min Tallmadge, Samuel Tenney, David Thomas, 
Thomas W. Thompson, Uri Tracy, Philip Van Cort- 
Jandt, Killian K. Van Rensselaer, Peleg Wadsworth, 
John Whitehill, Eliphalet Wickes, Marmaduke Wil- 
liams, and Nathan Williams. 

The House then concurred in the second 
amendment, when the bill was ordered to a third 
reading on Monday—yeas 62. 


IMPORTS AND TONNAGE. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill to amend, in the cases there- 
in mentioned, the “Act to regulate the collection 
of duties on imports and tonnage.” 


This bill establishes the town or landing place 

of Darien into a port of delivery; and contains 
the following provision in the third section, viz: 
“That so much of the 18th section of the “act to 
regulate the collection of duties on imports and 
tonnage,” as relates to the entry of ships or vessels 
arriving from the Cape of Good Hope, or from 
any place beyond the same; and so much of the 
77th section of said act as restricts the allowance. 
of drawback to goods, wares, and merchandise, 
exported from the districts of original importation, 
or from those ports at which vessels from the 
Cape of Good Hope or any place beyond the 
same, are permitted to make entry, shall be, and 
hereby are repealed.” 
’ The effect of the first part of this provision 
would be to admit to entry vessels from or be- 
yond the Cape of Good Hope at any port of entry 
in the United States. 

Mr. Carr moved to strike out the section. 

On this motion a debate ensued, in which 
Messrs. CLARK, Evy, D. R. Wiitiams, J. ©. 
Sorry, Quincy, and Dana, supported, and Mr. 
CRoWNINSHIELD opposed the motion. 

The question was first taken on striking out 
the residue of the section, which prevailed without 
a division. 

Mr. Quincy moved a new section, for making 
Plymouth, in Massachusetts, a port of entry for ves- 
sels from or beyond the Cape of Good Hope, which 
was disagreed to—yeas 7. 

Mr. Biount offered a new section for erecting 
a district to be called the distriet of Ocracoke, in 
North Carolina, into a port of entry, which was 
agreed to; when the Committee rose and report- 
ed the bill. ; 

Ordered, That the said bill, with the amend- 
ments, do lie on the table. 


SPANISH AFFAIRS. ; 

Mr. J. RANDOLPH.—!I rise to execute the pur- 
pose which I intimated yesterday. On the first 

| page of this Journal (holding in his hand the 
Journal of the secret proceedings of the House} 
| I find it stated that the Spzaxer laid before the 
House a letter and communication from the Pres- 
ident of the United States, which were read; that 
they were referred to a select committee, and I 
| find that then follows the report of that commit- 
tee, without any notice of the Message of the 
President on which it was grounded. This I take 
to be a departure from the regular system of keep- 
jing the Journal, because I perceive in other parts 
of it messages, though of a private nature, accom- 
panying other communications, inserted. I deem 
it not less important to the character of those who 
compose the select committee, of which I had the 
honor to be one, than to the character of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, that a full and fair 
view should be given to the public of the conduct 
of the Government on the one hand, and of the 
| Legislature on the other. I beg pardon for using 
| the term “ government;” by government I meant 
the Executive department. Í shall feel it incum- 
bent on me, in order to impress on the House the 
sense I entertain of the importance of this mo- 
tion, to enter into some little history of the tran- 
sactions which have taken place with closed doors, 
in which, though I may not undertake to say what 
the Message of the President contains, I shall feel 
myself at liberty, according to the course pursued 
here, to say what it does not contain, 

It is true that, on the 6th of December, that Mes- 
sage was referred to a select committee. That 
committee met, and one of the members, a gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, whom 1 do not now see 
in his place, as soon as the committee met, pro- 
posed that they should recommend to the House 
the making an appropriation of money to enable 
the Executive to negotiate abroad. I understood, 
though it may not have been so expressed, that 
the object was the purchase of the Floridas. There 
was a great variety of sentiment in the commit- 
ite and other gentlemen of the committee, of 
whom I was one, objected, that in the confidential 
Message of the President, there was not a sylla- 
| ble about the purchase of the Floridas, or an ap- 
| propriation of money for foreign negotiation, that 
there was not a word in it to induce us to believe 
that Spain was willing to make the sale or to 
come to an amicable adjustment of difference with 
us; but that, on the contrary, a direct and oppo- 
site inference could only be drawn from its con- 
tents. 

On coming to town, and conversing with gen- 
tlemen of this House, I was apprized of the exist- 
ence of a project for the purchase of the Floridas 
from Spain; and I was prepared to have consid- 
ered any expressions in the Executive Message as 
having this meaning, which could at all warrant 

| it. There was such a diference of opinion in the 
| committee that they came to no direct conclusion. 
Circumstances of an imperious nature called me 
to Baltimore, where I staid, I think, six days. On 
my return on Saturday, I found, from the infor- 
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mation of a gentleman from Maryland, (Mr. 
NicHotson,) that there had been considerable ex- 
eitement in consequence of the committee not 
reporting. Without even changing my clothes, 
or going to my lodgings, I immediately met the 
committee, and it was agreed to write to the Sec- 
retary of War, and learn from him the number of 
troops necessary to protect the Southern frontier 
from Spanish inroad and insults. But, although 
in the public Message of the President, at the 
opening of the session, we heard much of Span- 
ish outrages and insults, and though the private 
Message of the President held a language in con- 
sonance with the public, I found a backwardness 
in the head of the War Department, and of the 
Executive government, generally, on taking a de- 
cided attitude as to Spain; and I found what was 
worse—betore I left town to go to Baltimore— 
from a conversation with what has been consid- 
ered the head of the first Executive department 
under the Government, that France was the great 
obstacle to the compromise of Spanish differences; 
‘that France would not permit Spain to come to 
any accommodation with us, because France 
_, wanted money, and that we must give her money. 
From the moment I heard that declaration, all 
the objections I originally had to the procedure, 
were aggravated to the highest possible degree. 
I considered it a base prostration of the national 
character, to excite one nation by money to bully 
another nation out of its property, and from that 
moment, and to the last moment of my life, my 
confidence in the principles of the man entertain- 
ing those sentiments, died, never to live again. 
Well, sir, during my absence in Baltimore, the 
despatches contained in the Message of the 17th 
of January arrived. This I shall have occasion 
to mention again. The House began to act on 
the subject of our foreign relations. Gentlemen 
who, in select committee, had declared that they 
considered the Executive Message as a requisition 
to buy the Floridas, though there was not a word 
in it about the Floridas, or about money, took a 
different. ground in the House. They said, that 
though the Executive did not reeommend to Con- 
gress to purchase the country, yet that they were 
adequate to give the business this direction; that 
if they chose, they were at liberty to doit. But 
unfortunately for this new doctrine, and the pre- 
vious one broached, and unfortunately for the 
whole system that gentlemen stepped forward to 
enforce, one gentlemen asserted that he was ready, 
in his own person, to vouch that the course in 
question was in consonance with the secret wishes 
of the Executive; and this is one òf those reasons 
which calls most imperiously for the motion 
which lam about to make. What wasafterwards 
done the House will perceive. I pass over the 
motion made to restrict the purchase to the coun- 
try not in dispute with Spain, and to exclude from 
that purchase the country in dispute, thereby test- 
ing the principle, whether we were-actually buy- 
ing land or peace. In spite of every obstacle, of 
all opposition, and the contradictory votes given; 
the bill was sent to the Senate, and on the next 
day, the 17th of January, after the business was 


out of our possession, we received despatches from 
our Minister at London, which had arrived before 
Christmas. It will be recollected that it was at- 
tempted to be insinuated by individual members, 
that inasmuch as we received the original paper, 
and not a copy, the despatches had just arrived, 
and there had not been time for transcribing them. 

ut in returning from the House, I was so well 
convinced to the contrary, for I had myself re- 
ceived letters from London of a contemporaneous 
date, that I madeinquiry of the Secretary of State, 
and was told that they had been received the 
week before Christmas, at the same time with my 
letters. 

While I am up, I will undertake to rectify a 
trivial inaccuracy, (for I wish everything which 
I state on this floor to be literally exact,) which, 
on some former occasion, escaped me. I said that 
the existence of these despatches was unknown 
to a high Cabinet Minister; although it is certain 
that I so understood, it is no less so that I was 
mistaken. But though their existence was not 
unknown, yet their contents were. That Minister 
had no reason to believe that they contained—on 
the contrary, he had every reason to believe that 
they did not contain—anything relative to our 
differences with Spain ; and as to their being sent 
to the House, he knew nothing of it until after 
they had been received. They were no sooner 
opened here than they excited an instantaneous 
sensation, and produced a declaration that the 
course we had taken was wrong; they produced 
also an impression that it would be in vain, on the 
subject of our differences with England, to assume 
a manly attitude towards her, if we became the 
panders and caterers of the lustful appetite of 
France. 

The question is now reduced to this point, 
whether the public shall read the secret journal 
without understanding one word about it, or shall 
read it intelligibly. For it is impossible to decide 
how far the report of the select committee is con- 
sistent with the Message of the President, unless 
that Message isalso published. A difficulty may 
be raised by saying this is a confidential Mes- 
sage. But this is got over by the publicity given 
to the proceedings on it. It was confidential, be- 
cause the proceedings on it were so. For in- 
stance: Let us suppose the United States were 
preparing for some strong and decisive measure 
against Spain, which it was politic to conceal 
from her till taken; but as to anything decisive. 
in the Message, no man can contend that it con- 
tains anything of this nature. When I speak of 
the Message, I do not allude to the communica- 
tions of the Minister of the United States with: 
the authorized agents of Spain. Though I seë 
no reason why even those should not be published, 
as the negotiation has been entirely closed by thë 
abortion in which it has terminated. I however 
restrict my present motion to the Message. ‘ 

The public, from this vague and desuitory 
sketch, may acquire some principles by which to 
appreciate the conduct of members in this House. 
They will see what members were disposed to 
have adopted that course which the most authen- 


` „man who has offered this resolution that we have 
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ject were printed. Some gentlemen appear to 
me to have given an importance to a certain doc- 
ument which it does not merit; and it has been 
especially in the shape of a bribe, and when such | said it was withheld until our vote was taken for 
a course was not asked for by the Executive. | the purpose of trepanning us. I have heard of 
They will see who were these members, and I| but two gentlemen who have declared it would 
believe there are now but few who would be | have affected their votes. On me it would have 
willing to take the responsibility on themselves | hada different tendency. I wishit published. I 
which properly belonged to another department | will say for one, that I think had it been received 
of the Government; and to do all the dirty work, | before the passage. of the bill, it would have had 
which would otherwise have soiled their fingers. | a tendency to increase the majority, stupendous 
They will see and beware. as it was, because—but I am not at liberty to say 
Mr. J. Ranpoups concluded- by moving that} why. I hope the Speaker will decide this ques- 
the Message of the President of the 6th of De- | tion not proper to be discussed with open doors. 
cember last be printed; that it be inserted in the| Mr. J. Ranvours said that he had to his as- 
Journal of the secret proceedings; and that a | tonishment founda detailed report on the Journal, 
new edition of that Journal should be printed for | which it was not usual to enter upon it. He 
the use of the members. found also three Messages, and this was the only 
Mr. Jacxson.—I think it highly probable that | instance in which a Message was not entered up- 
a majority of this House will be disposed to take | on it. 
off the injunction of secrecy, not only on this} Mr. Lers asked whether it was consistent with 
document, but on all their’ proceedings, that the | the rules of the House to have the Message now 
people may be enabled to judge for themselves | read? If it were not, he could not concur with 
whether the representations made from time to| the gentleman from Virginia in voting for the 
‘time are correct; but I submit whether it is cor- | motion under consideration, though he agreed 
rect in point of order to act in this way. What | with him in the propriety of taking off the in» 
is the resolution adopted by this House? That | junction of secrecy from all the papers. 
the injunction of secrecy relative to their pro-| Mr. J. Ranpoupu asked whether, when the 
ceedings, not the messages or other communica- Journal was read, the Clerk had not began to read. 


tic information from Europe recommended. They 
will see who were indisposed to acting through 
the intervention of any foreign Power, and more 


tions shall be taken off. This is not the proper | the Message, when the reading was dispensed 
course to effect the object in view. I, for one,| with? This was his recollection, and if so, it 
am. willing to go into conclave, and have the in- | must be considered as a part of the Journal, re- 
junction on the whole taken off. It isnot my | specting which the injunction of secrecy had 
wish to see the eyes of the people hoodwinked | been taken off. 

The Clerk said this was the fact. 

Mr. Leie then said, before he decided on the 
resolution, he wished to hear the Message read. 

The Speaker said it would be most accepta- 
ble that the House should decide whether the 
reading were proper. 

Mr. Auston.—I merely rise to remind the 
Speaker of the decision he gave, and of the ques- 
tion I putto him when the injunction of secrecy 
was removed. I well recollect the decision of 
the Chair that the Message of the President and 
the letters of our Minister were not embraced in 
the motion for taking off that injunction. And 
I have not a doubt on my mind that it was in 
consequence of that decision that the vote of the 
House was such as it was. As to the publication 
of the Message, it is immaterial to me. I voted 
against giving publicity to the secret Journal un- 
til we had heard the result of the negotiation. 
To act consistently on this subject with that vote, 


any longer. It has heen declared by the gentle- 


not an inch of territory beyond the Iberville. It 
was therefore that I considered it all-important 
to have the Floridas, and it was therefore I voted 
as Congress did in the memorable instance of the 
purchase of Louisiana. And it was the fear that 
taking off the injunction of. secrecy might affect 
- the issue of this all-important negotiation that 
- induced. me some time since to vote against it. 
But‘during the whole of the discussion we have 
had on this subject, no proof has been adduced 
that the money we have appropriated is to be 
given to France, although the gentleman from 
Virginia has declared there is no Spain, no Pyre- 
nees; although he has declared that Spain is con- 
fessedly merged in France; although he has de- 
clared France would not permit Spain to settle 
her differences with us, and although this has been 
adduced as an argument to show that we can do 
nothing with Spain; ane although the gentleman | lam for going no further. I believe, however, 
has further said that if we could see the despatch- | for the justification of those who voted as I did, 
es'of the Spanish Minister, we should see them | the publication of all the documents will be ad- 
signed “Charles Maurice Talleyrand;” and al-! vantageous. In voting, therefore, against pub- 
though he has alleged that a negotiation could | lishing this Message, I shall make a sacrifice of 
not be opened. with a Government reduced to a | my feelings to the public interest. For this vote 
mere nonentity; as I did not anticipate the mo- | the good of the nation will be my only motive. 
tion of my colleague, I cannot be expected to be | But when a negotiation is about to be opened for 
prepared to go into an examination of the mo- j an object so important as the Floridas,.I ask whe- 
tives, as has been done by my colleague, which | ther it is not right; I appeal to the American 
influenced the decision of the House. This could | people whether they do not think it right to use 
not be done unless all the documents on this sub- | every necessary means for insuring it success ? 
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With regard to the appropriation of two millions | 


with a view to this purchase, I voted for it is as a 
set-off to the resolution reported by the select 
committee. I voted for it in preference to a 
standing army. I would rather strengthen the 
arm of the Executive with money, than witha 
standing army so fatal to liberty. And I believe 
a majority of the Republicans in this nation will 
uphold me in this opinion. Everybody knows 
the importance of this country. Has it not been 
said on this floor that there does not belong to 
you a foot of ground between the Mississippi and 
the Perdido? Į recollect when this country was 
ceded to the United States to have had a conver- 
sation on the subject with a gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, for whose opinion I have a high respect, 
and he was of opinion with me that it was very 
doubtful whether this country was included, in- 
deed we rather thought it was not in the treaty. 
Will any man say that it is not of vast import- 
ance to us to have the small territory that divides 
our people, and by a fair purchase remove all 
grounds of future quarrels? If it has entered in- 
to the minds of gentlemen to make other than a 
fair purchase of this country from its rightful 
owner, this is not my opinion, nor have I any rec- 
ollection that any such motive has been avowed. 
A particular document has been referred to, the 
receipt of which I have heard one or two gen- 
tlemen say might have altered their votes on the 
bill passed by the House. But I was astonished 
to hear such a declaration. It could not have 
altered my opinion; it had in my mind no bear- 
ing on the measure. I have one further observa- 
tion to make. If it was doubtful whether this 
country belonged to us, what would have been 
the effect of adding one or two additional regi- 
ments to your standing army, and placing them 
on a territory you acknowledge you do not be- 
lieve to be rightfully yours? I would rather 
put down a regiment of the present standing 
army than add one man toit. When our rights 
are invaded we shall not require a standing army 
to defend them—it will be the militia that will 
defendthem. Iam opposed to a standing army, 
and ever will be opposed to it. For these rea- 
sons I was in favor of strengthening the arm of 
the Executive by an appropriation, instead of 
strengthening it by a standing army. 

Mr. Crank requested the Speaker to examine 
the secret Journal, and see whether this Message 
were in it. 

The Speaker said it was, and might therefore 
be discussed with open doors. 

Mr. J. Cuay.—I was astonished when I found 
this Journal without the Message. Five Messa- 
ges appear to bave been received, all of which 
appear on the Journal, excepting this, which is 
the only Message of any consequence. I did be- 
lieve, when the injunction of secrecy was removed, 
it applied to all the papers received by the House, 
and I did not conceive myself bound to conceal 
one title of what occurred while we had locked 
doors. I should, therefore, wish my friend from 
Virginia soto amend his motion, as to include 
all the documents. 1 consider this essentially 


necessary to elucidate the transactions of this 
House. It seems to have been fashionable for 
gentlemen to declare what were their motives for 
the several votes they have given during the time 
our doors were shut. I had but one motive, which; 
I hope, will contiuue to govern me so long as L 
have a seat in this House. My object was, to bè” 
prepared for war, while I endeavored to maintain 
peace. I voted for the resolution for the increase 
of the Army, because everybody knows, who is: 
acquainted with the state of the south and south- 
western frontiers, that the militia in that quarter 
are not able to defend it. They are, indeed, but 
a people of yesterday—aliens to your habits and: 
language—and, indeed, aliens in every sense of 
the word. We had seen that frontier invaded by 
Spain. I was not willing, therefore, to withhold: 
from the Executive the means of chastising this’ 
aggression—I therefore voted for the resolution. 
I also voted for the appropriation of money, bes: 
cause I was willing to show Spain, that while we 
were prepared to chastise her aggressions, we were. 
also willing, by amicable negotiation, to adjust: 
our differences. I therefore voted for an appro-:.. 
priation to purchase a country which I deemed. 
highly valuable to us. Whether the money ap- 
propriated was to go to France, or Spain, did not 
influence the vote I gave. I did not know the 
that any circumstances were concealed from t 
House calculated to throw light upon the sul 
ject, and.of the contents of the Message of th 
17th of January, I was totally ignorant—as it was 
handed in the day I went to Philadelphia, and: 
was immediately afterwards returned to the Pres 
dent. Icould have wished, that between the 24t 
of December and the 17th of January, there ha 
been found time to make an official copy of ‘it, 
since we have heard that it would have a consid» 
erable bearing on the votes of the members of this: 
House; and I should conceive that it would. bi 
very important as forming an item in the tran 
actions of the session. When we came here, the 
public expectation was highly excited. We ha 
been injured and insulted by Spain on land, an 
by Hapana atsea. The nation required the ado 
tion of measures to procure redress, and to prevë 
similar aggressions in future, What have bee 
the consequences? We have passed an act ap- 
propriating two millions to purchase the Floridas 
and to chastise Spain, and we have passed an act 
prohibiting the importation of certain goods fro 
Great Britain, as a peace-offering to her. [tis 
not, in my opinion, necessary that all the docu- 
ments should be published, to give the people'an 
opportunity of judging whether their Represent 
tives have been faithful to their trust. Therea 
parts of those documents, which I suppose, wi 
never be published, which had a considerable is 
fluence on my mind on the votes which I gay 
I allude to the threat of hostility by France. 

Mr. Speaker here called to order. ce 

Mr. Cray concluded by observing that, as they 
had published five Messages which had contained 
nothing, he hoped they would publish the- one 
that contained something. 

Mr. Dawson expressed himself ın favor of gi 
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Mr Atston observed that his colleague would 
better get.at his object by taking a question on 
~ the reading of the Message; and Mr. BLACKLEDGE 
so modified his motion. 
$o <- Mr. Smitm said a regard to consistency would 

“prevent him from voting to give publicity to the 
Message. He could not vote for it, because he 
did not wish to take on himself that responsibility 
which might flow from the publicity, defeating 
“>the negotiation. It rested with those who voted 
for taking off the injunction of secrecy, to take 
that responsibility on themselves. At the same 
time, however, that he must vote against it, he 
‘hoped a majority would be found in its favor, be- 
cause he saw it would be necessary ta publish 
this document in order to place their conduct in 
a proper point of light. So far was the Message 
of the 17th of January, which had been alluded 
0, from having any influence in changing his 
‘vote, that it tended strongly to confirm him in the 
“propriety of it. 

~On the Speaker reminding Mr. Smiw of the 
question before the House, he declined saying any- 
‘thing further than requesting the yeas and nays 
‘to be takea. 

Mr. Exmer said if he understood the decision 
of the Speaker, the motion of the gentleman from 
Virginia was altogether useless. He had under- 
stood, from a former decision, that the Journal 
did not include the Message; but other gentle- 
men appeared to have considered it in another 
way. He was perfectly willing that it should be 
published, and he did not think any ill could arise 
from ite For reasons already assigned by other 

entlemen he had been against taking off the in- 
junction of secrecy at this time. He should, 
therefore, vote against every question of this kind. 
«Mr. Jacxson.—Is it not the right, Mr. Speaker, 
ofany member to demand an official copy of the 
Message? You have decided it to be a part of 
the public: journal, ordered to be printed, and an 
“appeal has been made from that decision; how can 
itthen with propriety be said, it shall not be read, 
because the reading of it will give it publicity? 
‘Asso much has been said of the important bear- 
ing of documents sent to us, and we have pub- 
lished our proceedings, it is my wish to see them 
-all exposed to public scrutiny. I am not now 

repared to make a motion which I shall offer 
‘at a proper time, unless anticipated by some other 
gentleman, that the President he requested to lay 
Felore the House all the papers heretofore com- 
junicated by him, with a view of giving them 
ablicity.. I wish on all occasions to give pub- 
ty to my conduct as well in conclave as when 


country, that those claims should be compromised, 
and voted for the compromise of them; yet last 
year, when I found gentlemen in whom I had great 
confidence of opinion that such a measure would 
tend to sanction a scene of nefarious swindling, 
I was induced to determine then, and so expressed 
myself, that I would not vote again upon the 
question, and I was more inclined to pursue this 
course from a supposition that my knowledge of 
the vital injury which my district had sustained 
by the existence of a claim, called the Indiana 
purchase, which hovers over their heads, and in 
consequence of its recent resuscitation, lands had 
been sold at one-fourth of their value, and which 
claim is certainly more exceptionable than that of 
the persons who purchased from the Yazoo men, 
might produce a bias in favor of compromise 
which was improper, and I was willing to think 
that my opinion was incorrect. But at the same 
session when the gentleman from Virginia charg- 
ed all who had voted for the compromise with 
corruption, and threatened them with the ven- 
geance of the people, and when it was declared 
that no member from Virginia, who had the 
temerity to vote for it, should be re-elected, I 
was driven from the neutral ground I had taken, 
and thus borne down by the impetuous intemper- 
ance of the gentleman, I thought it became me 
not to shrink from the vote I had given. The 
reasons on which I acted were made public. I 
brought the question fairly before my constituents, 
and they re-elected me by a greater majority than 
formerly. I could not, therefore, decline to vote 
for a measure which they and my judgment ap- 
proved, and which I believe the taith of Congress 
had been pledged to sanction. Asan individual 
I cared not what was the fate of the bill from the 
Senate. As a judge to whom the claims of our. 
citizens was presented, I wished that it should be 
ex equo et bono. 

The gentleman from Virginia knows I refused 
by my vote to give leave to the gentleman from 
Maryland to be excused from voting, as I not only 
stood up when a division was called for, but made 
the remark which he repeated, that he was not 
compelled to vote, but might retire. After giv- 
ing this vote I went across the House to ask a 
friend from North Carolina to spend a social 
evening with me. He is now in his seat, and I 
appeal to him that I did not even mention the 
subject before the House. When the same ques- 
tion occurred I voted by him, as I had hefore 
voted; I knew of nothing that could drive me 
from my purpose, or from my seat. I will not at- 
tempt to scan the feelings which predominate in 
the mind so illiberal as to attribute unworthy mo- 
tives to, and manifest a jealousy of every man 


ese-doors are open, and I will take this occasion | that differs from it; it is a topic fruitful of com- 
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mentary, it involves considerations which. I will 
not delineate; for my part I cannot envy: those 
feelings, I thank God such is not my nature. I: is 
always unpleasant to me to engage in controver- 
sies which have a tendency to excite the malig- 
nant passions. 1 wish to avoid them as much as 
any man living, as far as is consistent with my 
honor and reputation, but I never will shrink from 
a contest, political or personal, in this House or 
out of it, at the sacrifice of either. 

Mr. Buacktenee said he was astonished at the 
course which this debate had taken. The ques- 
tion is this, shall a paper, heretofore secret, be 
made public? And the Chair has decided that 
this very paper is already public. Let the question 
then be decided which way it may, the paper goes 
to the public. My object is to get a vote which 
shall decide whether this question shall be debated 
with closed doors or in public. 

Mr. Speaker said it was in order to appeal 
from his decision. 

Mr. BLackvence then said he would appeal from 
that decision. 

After some further conversation, Mr. Brack- 
LepGe withdrew his motion, which was renewed 
by Mr. J. Cray. 

The Speaker then said, the reading of the 
Message of the President of the 6th of December 
is called for; the Speaker has decided that that 
document is a part of the Journal ordered to be 
published, and may be read. From this decision 
an appeal is made to the House, on which appeal 
there can be no debate. 

When, without taking a question, two succes- 
sive motions were made to adjourn, the last of 
which prevailed. 


Monpay, April 7. 

Mr. Grece, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, to whom were referred, on the fifth instant, 
the amendments proposed by the Senate to the 
bill, entitled “An act to continue in force an act, 
entitled ‘An act to authorize the Secretary of War 
to issue land warrants, and for other purposes,” 
reported to the House their agreement to the same 
without amendment, 

The House proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments proposed by the Senate to the said bill: 
Whereupon, 

Ordered, That the said amendments, together 
with the bill, be committed to a Committee of the 
whole House to-morrow. 

The Spsaxer informed the House that the bill 
ta compensate the witnesses who attended the 
trial of Samuel Chase was for a third reading, on 
which, . 

Mr. Lers rose, and said that he had a motion 
to make on the subject. It was that the bill 
should be re-committed to a Committee of the 
whole House. By the provisions of the bill com- 
pensation was to be made-to the whole of the wit- 
hesses.who attended the trial, on behalf of the 
accused as well as of the prosecution, and to. this 
he never could or would consent. It was the es- 
tablishment of a principle, which did not obtain 


in the courts of the United Siates, nor he believed 
in the courts of the respective States, and in the 
case of a greatculprit. He had been pronounced 
guilty by a great majority of the House, and. a 
majority of the Senate had concurred in the de- 
cision, and to make this provision for the pay- 
ment of his witnesses, indicated a consciousness : 
that the decision had been unjust. To this he ~ | 
was. not willing to subscribe. He was not dis- 
posed to libel the House by any act of this sorts 
for it was a libel on themselves for the members 
who accused, to manifest their consciousness of 
having acted unjustly by a provision to reward 
the culprit by the payment of his witnesses. If 
it is just thus to provide in the case of Chase, we 
ought to travel back, and commence the business 
of justice in eases of innocence, It cannot befor- 
gotten, that an insurrection was said to have ex- 
isted in the year 1794, in the western counties of 
Pennsylvania, and that for certain purposes this 
insurrection was produced. Victims were then 
required by certain members of the Govern ment, 
and among them wasa member of this House 
(General Hamilton.) He was dragged fiom his 
home to the city of Philadelphia, incarcerated, and 
a bill against him sent to the grand jury. It was 
returned ignoramus, and notwithstanding the in- 
nocence of this gentleman was thus established, 
he was put to an expense of between five and six 
hundred dollars, not a cent of which was ever 
refunded to him! Are we then disposed to pro- 
vide for an acquitted felon, to remunerate him, to 
give him a premium for his iniquities, and to leave 
innocence unnoticed? He trusted not. He hoped 
the House would not dishonor itself by such an 
act, and he, therefore, hoped a recommitment of 
the bill would take place. 

The motion: was agreed to, and the bill re- 
committed. 


SPANISH AFFAIRS. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
question depending at the time of their adjourn- 
ment, on Saturday last, on an appeal from the de- 
cision of the Chair respecting a point. of order: as 
therein stated, 

Mr. Buack.epas moved thatthe galleries should 
be cleared. The House continued in. secret sit- 
ting for a short time, when the doors were opened _ 
and the question taken by yeas. and. nays on the 
point of order, whether the decision of the Speaker 
was correct, viz: 

“That the said Message being contained in the 
journal of the secret proceedings of the. House, and the 
same had been. read in the House, it was now in order 
to call for the reading of the said Message.” 

It was decided in the negative—yeas 43, nays 
59, as follows: 


Yzas—George M. Bedinger, Silas Betton, Martin 
Chittenden, John Claiborne, Christopher Clark, Joseph 
Clay, Leonard Covington, John Dawson, James Elliot, 
William Ely, John W. Eppes, John Fowler, James M. 
Garnett, Charles Goldsborough, Edwin Gray, Seth 
Hastings, David Holmes, David Hough, James Kelly, 
Thomas Kenan, Jonathan O. Mosely, Jeremiah Nelson, 
Timothy Pitkin, jun., Josiah Quincy, John Randolph, 
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Thomas M. Randolph, John Rea of Pennsylvania, 
Thomas Sammons, John Cotton Smith, Samuel Smith, 
Thomas Spalding, Richard Stanford, William Sted- 
man, Lewis B. Sturges, Benjamin Tallmadge, Philip 
R. Thompson, Thomas W. Thompson, Abram Trigg, 
Philip Van Cortlandt, Killian K. Van Rensselaer, Pe- 
leg Wadsworth, David R. Williams, and Alexander 
Wilson. 

Nays—Willis Alston, jun., Isaac Anderson, David 
Bard, William Blackledge, John Blake, jun., Thomas 
Blount, Robert Brown, William Butler, John Chand- 
ler, Matthew Clay, John Clopton, Frederick Conrad, 
Jacob Crowninshield. Richard Cutts, Ezra Darby, 
Elias Earle, Caleb EHis, Ebenezer Elmer, William 
Findley, James Fisk, Peterson Goodwyn, Andrew 
Gregg, Isaiah L. Green, Silas Halsey, John Hamilton, 
Walter Jones, John Lambert, Michael Leib, Duncan 
McFarland, Robert Marion, Josiah Masters, William 
McCreery, Nicholas R. Moore, Jeremiah Morrow, John 
Morrow, Gurdon S. Mumford, Roger Nelson, Gideon 
Olin, John Pugh, John Rhea of Tennessee, Jacob 
Richards, John Russel, Peter Sailly, Thomas Sandford, 
Ebenezer Seaver, James Sloan, John Smilie, Henry 
Southard, Joseph Stanton, David. Thomas, Uri Tracy, 
Joseph B. Varnum, John Whitehill, Robert White- 
hill, Eliphalet Wickes, Marmaduke Williams, Nathan 
Williams, Richard Winn, and Joseph Winston. 

The question then recurred on the motion made 
by Mr. J. Ranpowpy on Saturday, as follows: 

“That the printed supplemental journal of secret 
proceedings be amended, by inserting after the word 
“read” in the third line ofthe first page, the Message of 
the President of the United States of the 6th of December 
last, and that a new edition of the said journal, thus 
amended, be printed for the use of the members.” 

Mr. Dana said he was happy they were enabled 
to take a direct vote on the publication of the Mes- 
sage. On the vote just taken he had felt himself 
bound to consult the opinions of gentlemen who 
thought when the injunction of secrecy was taken 
off, it did not apply to the publication of the Mes- 
sage. The question. now presents itself directly 
for consideration, whether it would be most ex- 
pedient to publish it. It appears to me, said Mr. 
Dana, that there will be no breach of confidence 
in publishing it. If in private life one man makes 
a communication to another, and the person who 
receives it says he will not pledge himself to keep 
it secret, there is no obligation on him not to di- 
vulge it, and should he divulge it there will be no 
question about the violation of confidence. Under 
what form then, was the communication of the 
President made to this House? Is there anything 
in the Constitution relative to the President’s com- 
municating anything toeither House in confidence, 
and absolutely prohibiting either House from dis- 
closing it? If there is no such thing in the Con- 
stitution the disclosure must be left to our discre- 
tion, of the propriety of which we must be the 
judges. In the first place, the Constitution of the 

Jnited States provides for such communications 
to Congress as the President may see fit to make, 
it also declares that each House shall be governed 
by such rules as they shall make. Now when this 
Message was received, the rules of the last House 
‘were adopted, and are such as are now in force. 
What is the rule.applicable to the present point ? 


«“ Whenever confidential communications are receiv- 
ed from the President of the United States, the House 
shall be cleared of all persons except the members and 
the Clerk, and so continue during the reading of the 
communications, and (unless otherwise directed by the 
House) during all debates and proceedings to be had 
thereon. And when the Speaker, or any other member, 
shall inform the House, that he has communications to 
make, which he conceives ought to be kept secret, the 
House shall, in like manner, be cleared till the com- 
munications be made; the House shall then determine 
whether the matter communicated requires secrecy or 
not, and take order accordingly.” 


The President can make no communications to 
us except under this rule. It was under this rule 
that this Message was communicated. What is 
the inference? The rule was peremptory, so far 
as it required the communication of the President 
to be read with closed doors; but after having been 
so received, it is strictly within the power of the 
House to decide whether it shall continue private, 
or be published. The President must have com- 
municated the Message under this impression. No 
obligation of confidence can be infringed by pub- 
lishing it. Believing, therefore. that the publica- 
tion will be no violation of confidence, and believ- 
pete it will be for the public good, I shall vote 
or it. 

Mr. Sioan.—I shall as decidedly as the gentle- 
man from Connecticut vote against the publica- 
tion of the Message; and on a principle which it 
behooves me never to abandon so long as I hold a 
seat on this floor. If I understood anything of the 
matter, it was communicated to the House by the 
President in confidence that it would nor be pub- 
lished; and if I have any idea of propriety, it 
ought to be still kept secret, and the reasons which 
first made it so still continue. If we are not Con- 
stitutionally bound to keep the communications 
made by the President secret, I do conceive we 
are under an obligation of respect to the other 
branches of the Government, not to betray the con- 
fidence reposed in us; and should this communi- 
cation be published the other branches of the Gov- 
ernment ought first to sanction it. Such a course 
would, in my opinion, have a direct tendency to 
destroy our confidence in the President, and our 
diplomatic character abroad. 


Mr. J. RanvoLpu.—Beforethe question is taken 
I have a few observations to offer in addition to 
those which I submitted the other day on the sub- 
ject of the secret proceedings, to show that the 
Message of the President ought to be published, 
not only in justification of the report of the select 
committee which has been published, but in justice 
to the Government itself. An attempt has been 
made in the public prints, and on this floor, to give 
a color to the proceedings of the House, when in 
conclave, totally inconsistent with, and in oppo- 
sition to truth. It has been intimated that the 
minority were in favor of war; or by’intimating 
that the majority were in favor of specific mea- 
sures, the inference has been drawn that the mi- 
nority.were in favor of war. The fact is this— 
and as the Message of the President has been read 
as a part of the journal ordered to be published, as 
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the Speaker and Clerk have attested, I will under- 
take to state what it contains, unless prevented by 
the Chair. 

The Speaker interrupted Mr. R. by observing 
that such a statement would not be in order. 

Mr. Ranpotpu.—I will confine myself to stating 
that the division of sentiment in the House, was 
whether we should havea territorial accommoda- 
tion of our differences with Spain. whether we 
should have an accommodation which did not 
merely suit Spain and us, ora moneyed accom- 
modation which neither suited us or Spain, but 
France. A recurrence to the journals will show 
this to have been the principal difference that sub- 
sisted within the walls of this House. There was 
no party of men in this House, or elsewhere, in 
favor of war—for I beg leave to call gentlemen on 
the committee to witness that the opinion of the 
majority of the select committee was, that we 
should neither give money nor make war ; but that 
we should defend the limits of the old United 
States and the territories acquired from Spain 
What were the facts? Our army was dispersed 
in cantonments, God knows where. The country 
to be protected was far removed from any consid- 
erable surrounding population—a country which, 
from the circumstances in which it is placed, must 
be kept and held by military force. When the 
militia of the United States from the most conti- 
guous States to New Orleans were deputed to take 
possession of the country, events proved that it 
could not be defended by militia unless indeed by 
the militia of the Chickasaws, the Creeks, and 
Choctaws. Itisnotonly cut off from the populous 
parts of the United States but it is protruded into 
the Gulf of Mexico, and also surrounded by ex- 
tensive marshes, which do not admit of its being 
defended in the same manner as the other parts 
of the United States. So much with regard to a 
standing army. The committee applied to the 
head of the proper department to know what force 
would be required to defend the frontiers. Our 
report has been published. Why have not the 
letter addressed to the Secretary of War and his 
report been likewise published? Ifthe Executive 
of the United States will take upon itself the re- 
sponsibility of defending the country witha single 
granadier, be itso. But it was said there was not 
sufficient force to defend the country; and are we 
not now attempting by alanded bounty to generate 
this force? Thése circumstances prove our views 
in committee, and I do not hesitate to say that all 
the force we have should have been placed in the 
vicinity of New Orleans—that was the weak point 
which ought to have been guarded. 

There ts another view of the subject. Against 
Spain, with whom we had tried the fair experi- 
ment of negotiation, and which had totally failed, 
we took no manly attitude; while we reserved all 
our energy for Great Britain, and determined to 
coerce her by prohibiting the importation of her 
millinery. Yes, against Spain, when our negotia- 
tions had totally failed, and under circumstances 
of disgrace to the United States, we took no man- 
ly ground, but begged her to take money ; while 
with Great Britain, with whom negotiation had 


not failed, while a negotiation was depending, 


we declared ourselves in favor of taking a deci-: 


sive and hostile attitude. Here is the real differ- 
ence of opinion. In the one case we had a pend- 
ing negociation. In the other it had been tried 
and failed. But that is not all. Because we 
bought Louisiana from France, it was contended 
that we should be following the old precedent by 
buying the Floridas of Spain. But in answer it 
was observed thatin the first case we made an 
offer to purchase, asa prelude to negotiation; and 
it was declared that the misconduct of the Span- 
ish agents was unauthorized. But here the case 
was completely reversed. There was no doubt 
of the misconduct of the Spanish agents being au- 
thorized, and negotiation had been tried and had 
failed. There was another difference. In one 
case we made a fair and honorable purchase from 
France who owned the property; but in this case, 
we observed that we were about to make a dis- 
honorable purchase of a highwayman of property 
taken from its rightful owner, or to obtain his sere: 
vices to bully it from its rightful owner; and it: 
was known, the declaration had been repeatedly’ 
made, that a high officer of the Government of the 


United States, the head of the Department of State, } 
Where, 


avowed that the money was for France. 
has the Hornet sailed? To Corunna or to Cadiz? 
No, to Nantz, the high road to Paris. It was not 
because there was a party in the House indisposed 
to the honest acquisition of the Floridas, but be- 
cause there wasa party indisposed to acquire them 
at the expense of the national treasure and honor, 
that opposition originated to the measures you 
have taken. No, sir, we were not for war, we 
were for peace—for acting on true policy, an the 
principle of taking firmer ground than has been 
taken—that ground which we thought was called 
for; and not for endeavoring to curry favor with 
one of the European Powers by throwing our 
weight in her scale, and thus producing a cause 
of quarrel with another nation during a pending 
negotiation. This is the fact. We told gentle- 
men, that, after France had said, if you give Spain 
one blow I will give you ten or two, I do not re- 
collect which,—after she had told you that your 
claims against Spain must be abandoned,—after 
she had in the most insulting and degrading man- 
ner interfered in your differences with Spain,— 
that, under these circumstances to put money into 
the hands of France was not only a violation of 
your neutrality with Great Britain; but that the 
ground subsequently taken towards Great Britain 
wasa most dastardly accommodation to the wishes 
of France, in order, by putting on a hostile atti- 
tude to Great Britain, to curry favor with the Em- 
peror of France; and which was not demanded 
by the situation of our affairs with Great Britain, 

What is our true policy? To take part with 
neither of those nations—to let. neither of them 
finger one dollar of our money—to resist the unjust 
pretensions ofall. This policy we have abandoned, 
and what is the consequence ? 
honor has received-a stain which all the waters of 
the Potomac cannot wash out. It is on the page 


The national’ 
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of history, and cannot now be taken off. The na-’ 
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_ tion is stigmatized—it. has received a blot, which 
-all your India rubber cannot efface. 


But it has been represented that I- took part with 
the Spanish against the American Government in 
relation to the disputed territory between the Per- 
dido and the Mississippi. I took part so far as this: 
I did not wish to see the American honor sacri- 
ficed in a contest with Spain. -I took part so far 
as to be called a Spanish. partisan by some gentle- 
men, while others charged. me with being willing 
to kindle a war with Spain. I stated that we had 
never received copies of the instructions of the 
Minister delegated to negotiate with.the Spanish 
Government; and that, if we should call for the 
documents, we should find that the business, from 
the first to. the last, had been managed in the most 
imbecile manner. -I do not speak of the negotia- 
tor—God forbid !—but-of those who drew the in- 
structions of the man.who negotiated. We bought 
Louisiana from France, under the terms of the 
Treaty of St. Ildefonso. According to. the Exec- 
utive understanding, that country. extended to.the 
Perdido and the Rio ‘Bravo. We immediately 
legislated.on our first claim, and passed a law erect- 
ing.the bay and shores of the Mobile into a reve- 
nue district. What was the fact? That-we were 
legislating without information. We had never 
been told that Laussat had been directed to receive 
the country only to the Iberville and the Lakes. 
We consentently, legislated in: error, for want of 
correct Executive information. This was the be- 
ginning. We then sent Commissioners to Mad- 
rid. ‘These Commissioners had various causes of 
complaint against Spain. One was for the injury 
we had sustained from the suspension of the right 
of deposit at New Orleans, which -has not-to this 
day been satisfied ; another was for spoliations com- 
mitted on our commerce in the West Indies; an- 
other:for spoliations committed by France; and 
another relative.to boundaries. -We claimed to 
the Rio Bravo, but: our Commissioners declared 
themselves ready to.agree, in case:Spain ceded the 
disputed country to the east, that the Colorado 
should be the.boundary line; and to make even 
this offer, our agents were obliged to exceed their 
instructions. This information.isnot drawn from 
documents before the House—it is not confiden- 
tial. -If gentlemen doubt its correctness, let them 
call for official documents. We- wanted the.ter- 
ritory on the.east-of the Mississippi, and offered to 
pay for it with territory west of the Mississippi; 
but Spain replies, That territory: belongs to.me; 
and.as-I am able and willing to defend both, I will 
not give up one to pay for the other. And so far 


‘from making the. Colorado river a boundary—be- 


ing a great concession, the present actual bound- 
ary is, 1-know:not how many. hundred -miles this 
side of.it. Could such a negotiation, thus con- 
ducted, fail to. sueceed? -The.great wonder with 
me, is,.that the Ministers of the United. States made 
out to continue their exertions so long as they 
did,in pressing such-a proposition. At last, some 


of the X, Y,and-Z men go to our Ministers,.and: 
say, Put.on.a.hostile. attitude towards Spain, and,- 
A when things are coming to.a rupture, refer Spain. 
“y to our mediation—give. us a round sum, and we 


9th Con. —31 


will dictate the terms on which an accommoda- 
tion shall take place. When the fact came out, 
a general astonishment prevailed ; and my worthy 
friend from Maryland, who no longer holds a seat 
in this House, told you that he hoped in God the 
negotiation would fail. I have said so much, that 
at least that portion of the public in our hearing 
may be undeceived in respect to the proceedings 
of the House, when in conclave, and may give due 
information to their constituents. when they go 
home; for, situated as we are, in this remote cor- 
ner-of the Union—in a wilderness and desert, with 
but a single press—it is impossible that anything 
like a correct transcript of our proceedings can go 
to the public. I make this statement, that itmay 
be known that we felt no indisposition to respeet 
the national honor, either as to Britain or Spain, 
and that we were for no half-way measures with 
either nation. ‘We were willing to try negotiation 
with Britain, and when that had failed, we were 
willing to go to the requisite length. 

I hope, for the honor of the Executive Govern- 
ment of the United States, the Message of the 
President will be published. With regard to any 
effect it may have on the negotiations at Paris, it 
is the most idle thing in the world to talk of any 
effect being produced there by anything bat 
money. They will look at your cash—if it is 
enough you will have your business done ; if not, 
it will not.be done. On this point, I will add a 
single word. Iam prepared to hear it said that, 
if this negotiation fails, it will be in consequence 
of the secret journal being published. But it re- 
quires no wizard to foretell that it will fail. -It 
must.. The battle at Austerlitz has settled that 
question. It cannot succeed. It is impossible; 
and, were it possible, the success of the negotia- 
tion would depend on nothing done in this House, 
save thesum of money given to France to com- 
pel Spain to-do soand so. What will be the con- 
sequence of your measures? If there shall-bea ~ 
peace.in Europe, you will expect a strong Span- 
ish squadron, aided. perhaps by .a French force, in 
the bay of Pensacola, and you may be glad to get 
off with a loss of two millions—you may be glad 
to get off with a loss of twenty millions. France 
sold Louisiana to the United States for so many 
millions; $3,750,000 of which were to be paid to 
our citizens. We have been gulled out of that. 
But the last thing that has entered into. the mind 
of France is to-settle anything definite with fixed 
metes and boundaries. -Her object is to deal with 
you for money. -She means to sell by the-degree, 
and every time you apply to her for a settlement 
of boundaries, she will call upon you for more. 
money. We- were indisposed to give into these 
terms. 

‘Mr. Finpiey said, that the question before the 
House was only a motion for amending the secret 
journal from which the injunction of secrecy was 
taken off, by inserting the President’s confidential 
communication. Yet, by attending to the argu- 
ment of the gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. RAN- 
DOLPH,) it would appear that he was engaged in 
supporting articles of impeachment against the 
high officers of the Government, and not against 
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them only, but also against a respectable majority 
of this House, as if he had been vested with au- 
thority to censure and denounce their legislative 
measures on their own floor, when the subjects 
were no longer before the House. 

But, Mr. Speaker, no motion has been laid on 
your table for impeaching the conduct of these 
high Executive officers, nor can any motion be 
admitted to enable a member of the minority to 
impeach the majority. It is contrary to good or- 
der, it is an outrage on decency, to defame the 
character, or impeach the conduct, in this way, of 
publie officers or citizens on this floor, where they 
cannot answer for themselves. It has never been 
admitted in other public bodies in the United 
States, nor in Congress, till it was introduced by 
the member from Virginia; and, fortunately, it 
is peculiar to him alone to entertain the House 
with tales brought from out of doors, or from the 
whispers behind our bar, and with unsupported 
slanders on the Administration, and officers of the 
Government. 

This is not the first time he (Mr. R.) has at- 
tacked the respectable character of the Secretary 
of State in this rude manner on this floor. This 
manner of doing it is entirely improper. If Mr. 
R. had a charge against him, he ought to have 
moved for an inquiry into the conduct of that 
high officer, as had been done not long since with 
another respectable head of a Department; but 
this would not have answered the gentleman’s 
purposes of slander. The Secretary of State 
would have had the opportunity of defending his 
own character. 

But, Mr. Speaker, what is the charge for which 
the Secretary is so vehemently denounced? It 
is some sentences of a confidential conversation, 
told in Mr. R.’s own manner. It is true, indeed, 
that that gentleman is in the habit of entertaining 
the House with scraps of confidential conversa- 
tions, but surely he knows that the House cannot 
take his statements for vouchers. He knows,and 
this House knows, that he has already had to cor- 
rect on this floor a statement which he had rudely 
made, of part of a confidential conversation he 
had had with the Secretary of the Treasury ; but 
even the correction is justly presumed to have been 
defective; it was not the whole truth. The House 
does not receive the assertion of any member, in- 
stead of vouchers, not even on a motion for im- 
peachment, or a complaint of contempt. In such 
cases, testimony is required. When the gentle- 
man’s habits, in this House, are considered, and 
the evident resentment which he declares to be 
irreconcilable, and which he expresses in a manner 
not to be mistaken, against the Secretary of State, 
we are justified not only in receiving his asser- 
tions with some abatement of confidence, but with 
suspicion. 

Mr. F. said, the gentleman from Virginia has 
this day, as on former days, said a great deal about 
France; that we were about to give money to 


are to judge from the desultoriness of his argu- 
ments, perpetually wandering from the subject 
before the House, dragging in subjects that have 
no bearing on the question, flying from one sub- 
ject to another, without coherence; we might 
justly presume that the last and many other of his 
arguments were the dreaming effusions of a vivid 
imagination, highly disordered. 

Mr. F., taking the secret Journals, now made 
public, in his hand, read the resolution agreed to 
with shut doors, declaring that the appropriation 
was made toward defraying the expense which 
may be incurred in the purchase of the Spanish 
territories lying on the Atlantic ocean and the 
Gulf of Mexico, and eastward of the Mississippi. 
This resolution, he said, was the foundation of the 
bill now enacted into a law, with such a change 
of language, as has been usually made hitherto in 
such eases respecting our foreign relations. Mr. 
F. turned to another resolution, moved and sup- 
ported and voted for by the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia himself, authorizing the President to make 
a settlement of existing differences between the 
United States and the Court of Madrid, by mak- 
ing an arrangement between the two Govern- 
ments, which shall secure an ample barrier to 
Spain on the side of Mexico, and to the United 
States the countries watered by the Mississippi, 
and to the eastward of it. Both these resolutions 
| were carried to the President, agreeably to the 
order of the House, by the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia himself, and another member. 

Mr. F. said he voted against the second resolu- 
tion, because the subject belonged to the treaty- 
making power, over which the House had no 
control, except where grants of money were re- 
quired ; but it was carried, and it was Mr. R. who 
prepared, moved, supported, and presented to the 
President both resolutions. Thesame gentleman 
who has so frequently, on this floor, in his reveries 
about France, asserted that there was no Spain, 
no Pyrenees, that Spain was in France, &c., and, 
on this wild assertion, he grounds his still more 
wild assertions, that we are giving money for a 
bribe to France. Does he never reflect, in his 
dreams, that he has given from under his own 
hand, confirmed by his official vote in the House, 
that there isa Spain with whom the United States 
should make an exchange of territory, and to 
whom we ought to grant an ample barrier on the 
side of Mexico; that there is a Court of Madrid 
with whom it is competent for the United States 
to make arrangements? There is not a word 
about France in either of the resolutions, nor in 
the law, nor in any part of the proceedings. This 
is evident to every citizen who reads the Journals 
of the secret proceedings. Mr. F. asked, how 
will the gentleman reconcile his frequent and bold 
assertions, that there was no Spain, no Spanish 
territory, &c., with his deliberate and solemn offi- 
cial act directly in opposition to his assertions? 
How, at this time, with these Journals. before 
France; to give a bribe to France, &c. Does the | him, could he have the effrontery to declare that 
gentleman dream about France at nights, and re- | the United States were irrecoverably dishonored 
tail his dreams in this House in days, or is his; by these transactions ?. 
imagination always in a dreaming state? If we | But, he says, in proof of this assertion, that the 
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ship with the instructions, &c., has gone to Nantes, | isiana; but the parties had differed in opinion. 
in France, instead of Corunna in Spain. What | The President might have very properly negotia- 
sort of proof is this? Why did he not tell the | ted for the purchase of the territory sò very de- 
whole truth? Why did he not tell the House | sirable to us, and might have laid the treaty before 
that the ship carried the appointment of Envoy | Congress for their approbation and provision ; and 
Extraordinary, and instructions to our Minister at | in so doing, have thrown the responsibility on 
the Court of France, to go to the Court of Spain| them. But he, no doubt for good reasons, chose 
to assist our Ministers at Madrid, in negotiating | to have the approbation of Congress, and provis- 
at that Court, agreeably to the gentleman’s own | ion for the object before he commenced the nego- 
resolution, and the law passed for that purpose by | tiation. This he has obtained, but not in time for 
Congress? No. So much candor would not have | the negotiation to have yet been begun. 
answered the gentleman’s purposes. It is well known that, with respect to the im- 
But a few days since, that gentleman informed pressment of our seamen, a real and unequivocal 
the House that the ship had sailed, and taken the | act of hostility, negotiation has been attempted 
money with her before the appropriation was | with Britain during the whole course of the former 
made, &c. Presently, it got into the newspapers, | and present European war, but without effect. 
that a great many tons of specie, ‘he believed | At one period it seemed to be agreed upon; but 
above sixty, were carried away in that ship. | it was afterwards clogged with inadmissible ex- 
Every member who understood the subject knew | ceptions. Last summer, after the new and ruin- 
that the assertion was wholly unfounded. They | ous aggressions on our commerce had been author- 
knew that money was never sent in this way for | ized, the Minister of the United States at the 
such purposes. They knew that the object was | Court of London, after other attempts to negotiate 
always accomplished by providing a credit for | had failed, gave into that Court a sensible and 
bills to be drawn when the negotiation was com- | spirited memorial, to which no answer was given 
pleted. That this was the case at present, any | when we received the latest information. ‘There- 
member may be informed by inquiring at the | fore the whole extent of negotiation with Brit- 
proper source; but he would take no notice of |ain on those subjects amounts to this, that the 
several other such misrepresentations, calculated | United States perseveringly endeavored to nego- 
to impose on the House, and to occasion false- | tiate, and Great Britain as perseveringly declined 
hoods to be published in the newspapers. negotiation. Mr. F concluded by saying, that as 
Mr. F. said, that he was opposed to publishing | he had no intention when he rose to follow the 
the secret Journals, though he knew they would 
operate to correct numerous unfair allusions that 
‘had been made to them by the gentleman from 
Virginia, on some occasions with open doors, that 
they would convince the citizens that the proceed- 
ings with respect to,Spain had no analogy to or 
bearing on, our commercial relations with Britain, 
and will show what confidence is to be placed in 
the gentleman’s assertions. But the unprecedent- 


gentleman through all his se evagen wander- 
ings, he would detain the House no longer. 

Mr. Fisx.—I shall, with some reluctance, vote 
against amending the Journal. It is my wish, at 
all times, to bring before the public eye whatever 
is done by its public agents, whenever the good 
of the country admits of it. I conceive, however, 
this communication to be confidential, and that it 
would involve a breach of faith to the other de- 
ed publication, not only while the negotiation was | partments now to publish it. Weare told to-day, 
depending, but before it had commenced, being | for our consolation, that some members have voted 
calculated to defeat it, agreeably to the gentle- | with their eyes open to truckle to France, in order 
man’s wish, so frequently expressed, he (Mr. F.) | to coerce Spain, and that others have voted to the 
voted against taking off the injunction of secrecy | same effect ignorantly. I, however, am one of 
until the issue of the negotiation was known, | those who remain obstinate in my conviction, in 
agreeably to all former precedents in similar cases. | spite of all the information of the gentleman from 
He said he would also vote against publishing the | Virginia. I believe we have acted as our duty 
President’s communications, not only because the | required, and as justice to our constituents de- 
design was to defeat the negotiation, but to de- | manded. We are asked what is the situation of 
stroy confidence between the Executive and the | thiscountry with regard to Spain and Great Brit- 
Legislature, and between our Government and ain, aud where the injury towards us lies? Is it 
foreign nations; but, for this reason, he said, he | with Spain? If the gentleman from Virginia 
would wish them published, to correct the disor- | speaks the truth, we have no ground of complaint 
derly misrepresentations made of them by the gen- | against Spain as to territorial aggressions ; for, it 
tleman from Virginia, on the floor. will be recollected, that that gentleman, when 

Mr. F. said, the gentleman has charged the | our doors were shut, said that the boundary line 
majority of this House with giving money to pur- | claimed by Spain was on this side of the country 
chase peace with Spain, who refused to negotiate | where those aggressions took place, and. that, 
with us, and took measures that would lead to | when the negotiation took place between France 
war with Great Britain, while negotiation with | and the United States, Spain entered a caveat 
that nation was depending. “Mr. Speaker, the | against our acquiring this country; and, in his 
gentleman gives a mistaken view of the case. | opinion, by the treaty with France, we acquired 
With Spain there was no negotiation depending | no territory east of the Iberville. ‘There was, it 
for the purchase of Florida.” A negotiation had | is true, an Outrage committed by officers of Spain 
taken place about setiling the boundaries of Lou- | within the acknowledged jurisdiction of the Uni- 
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ted States. But what are the facts attending this | and are perfectly ready to resist the aggressions of 


affair? The moment representation was made to 
the Governor of the Floridas, he declared the ag- 
gression unauthorized, and promised to make a 
full and strict inquiry into the circumstances at- 
tending it. Does this look like settled hostility on 
the part of Spain? No, it ought to be received 
as 4 sufficient disavowal of any such hostile in- 
tention. This information we have from official 
‘documents on our tables. Let me now ask, what 
is our situation relative to Great Britain? Has 
she not committed lawless aggressions on our 
commerce, and continued to impress our seamen 
for years past? Under these circumstances, what 
ought to be the policy of this Government? 
Ought we forthwith to declare war against Spain 
while we negotiate with Great Britain? The 
gentleman from Virginia says he is not for declar- 
ing war against Spain; but the resolution which 
he proposed contained a proposition for raising a 
number of troops to repel the aggressions of Span- 
ish subjects. Let me ask, then, whether it is 
probable that the raising additional troops would 
be less likely to produce war than a mere com- 
mercial regulation? But it is said that Spain is 
under the control of France; that she is indeed 
in a state of bondage to France, and it is inquired 
whether it would be just to receive this country 
from a Government in such a state of vassalage ? 
But if Spain is in this state, are we therefore to 
renounce our own interest? Or, is our obligation 
to pursue that interest, by the means in our power, 
to be lessened? If Spain sees fit to suffer herself 
to be controlled by France, I am not one of those 
who are for erossing the water to be the guardian 
of her rights. [am not so much of a republican 
et. In this country this species of republican- 
ism belongs exclusively to that gentleman, though 
he has not the honor of being the original in- 
ventor. The despots of Europe have long under- 
stood it. The Emperors of Germany and Rus- 
sia, with the King of Prussia, were actuated by 
it in the conquest and division of Poland, and the 
same would have led us to war with Spain, and 
a conquest of the Floridas. It is said to be abso- 
lutely. necessary to raise an army, as the frontiers 
could not be defended by militia.” But I believe 
that this is not true. I believe, on the contrary, 
that the militia are able and ready to defend the 
country whenever it shall be in danger. As. to 
the Government of Great Britain, we are told we 
have assumed a hostile attitude to her. How? 
By barely going into commercial regulations? 
Have we not a right to do-this—and has Great 
Britain a right to complain of what she herself 
daily practises? But the gentleman, it seems, is 
principally against the negotiation with Spain, 
because of the effect it will have on our affairs 
with Great Britain. 
- It seems, then, that the gentleman is not dis- 
posed to shrink from war when it-would carry 
im to his true point. With Great Britain he 
sees war in all its horrors; but when we come to 
Spain, he says that, unless we take hostile meas- 
ures towards hey, Great Britain will take umbrage. 
The gentieman says, that he and his friends wish, 


both Powers. But let.me ask how? When meas- 
ures were proposed to be taken with. Great -Brit- 
ain, he deprecated her power and the danger of a 
conflict with her ; with a prophetic spirit and in 
glowing colors, he painted the dismal seene—our 
coasts invaded, our towns in flames, and our citi- 
zens flying to the mountains for shelter. Should 
we realize this prediction, I can tell the gentleman 
for his consolation, that undoubtedly some guar- 
dian British angel will protect him from harm, 
and, by the hand, conduct him from. the scene of 
destruction to some place of safety. f 

I was really at a loss. to discover the motives of 
the gentleman, when he brought so often.to our 
view the egregious folly, weakness, or wickedness, 
of one of the heads of departments. At every 
turn of his discourse we met with a complaint 
against, or.a denunciation of this officer. If there 
is any truth in the charges he has preferred, he 
ought to bring them fairly before the House and 
institute an inguiry. But to assault the char- 
acter of a man in this side way, is.a piece of cru- 
elty and breach of good conduct, which ought 
not to be suffered. If that character be gullty, 
his conduct ought to -be properly inquired inta; 
but I fear that the gentleman from Virginia, in 
these remarks, had a different. view. The other 
day much was said by. that gentleman, of the half- 
way house. I believe that he has engendered 
ideas on this subject in his own brain, until not 
being any longer able to keep them, he has di- 
vulged them to the House. I will say that he is 
the only man whom I have heard say a word on 
the subject. 

The present question is.to publish the Message 
of the President. This once effected, other doc- 
uments may be called for. We shall be told that 
it will be incomplete without the documents from 
our foreign agents. -I believe this tobe a branch 
of one and the same system,.the effect of which 
will be to destroy the harmony.essential to the 
Government. When the President made this 
communication to the two Houses, he informed 
us that it would not, in his opinion, be prudent to 
communicate jt tothe public while great national 
affairs were depending ; nor would we be author- 
ized to-do it, in my opinion, without consulting 
the other branch of the. Legislature. -Unger these 
impressions I am.decidedly against publishing it 
at present. oo 

I have heard with regret the remarks of the 
gentleman from Virginia made this and the other 
day; and particularly the denunciation of one of 
our heads of departments, relative to a production 
which we have just reason to admire, and re- 
specting a man who has served his country for 
thirty years in various high stations. I hold.a 
very different opinion on this point. from the gen- 
tleman from Virginia. My confidence is unsha- 
ken in the gentleman he denounces; nor do J 
believe the confidence of the nation is shaken. 

Mr. G. W. Campseci.—Before the question is 
taken, I will. take the liberty of submitting a few 
remarks to the House. I understand the question 
to be, to insert the Message of the President of 
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the 6th December, in the Journal. In the re- 
matks which have been made on the question, 
the proceedings of the House while in secret sit- 
ting have been brought into view. I was op- 
posed to making those’ proceedings publie; I 
thought then, and I still think, that we were there- 
by committing the honor of the nation. I did 
think, when the majority had sanctioned a nego- 
tiation, that no méasure calculated to frustrate it 
should‘have been taken, until the negotiation had 
been fairly tried. It was for this reason I was 
Opposed to removing the injunction of secrecy ; 
and not because I was unwilling that the people 
-of this country should be made acquainted with 
the proceedings which took place in this House 
with closed’ doors. My object was to prevent 
the' interference’ of foreign’ nations, who might 
féel'an intérest in defeating’ the measure. The 
public’ will judge of the propriety, under these 
circumstances, of making these proceedings pub- 
lic. But as a‘part of them ‘has been made public, 
‘wish the whole could’ be made so, consistent 
with’ the interest'of the nation; though I’enter- 
tain: strong’ doubts of the propriety of the-mea- 
stire, I shall'not, however, oppose’ the motion be- 
fore you. But, before the question is taken, I bég 
leave tó remark; that so far as relates to the ob- 
servations between'the gentleman from Virginia, 
(Mr. Ranpoura,) and’ the head of one of the 

epartments of this Government, they have noth- 
ig to do with this business; and they can haveno 
influence on the decisions of this House. I did 
nöt expect to have heard any such conversation 
introduced on this floor: : We didnot come here 
to-hear such conservation or to act upon commu- 
‘nieations of that kind. What may be the private 
opinions of a‘ particular head of department, it is 
not for this Housetoknow; they cannot officially 
come before us; we have nothing to do with them. 
~> It is’ said, sir; that’ a certain communication 
which was calculated to affect our votés relative 
ö the bill making appropriations for-the purchase 
the Floridas, was detained somè weeks after 
was'received from our Minister abroad, before 
dt was" laid before us. I say, Mr. Speaker, that 
d communication ‘made to this House was cal- 
ulated, in my opinion, to alter the votes of the 
embers of the House on that’subject—certainly 
none-that would have changed mine; but whe- 
(lier ‘that communication was or was not miade 
6 us in due time after it was‘ received, I do not 
retend to say. Ido not know, however, that we 
lave any claim: to it from the head of depart- 
nt. It was not his duty to communicate it to 
that belonged to’ the Executive; and why the 
‘ireumstance has been’ mentioned here, I cannot 

tend to say. With regard to some other re- 
‘marks' made by a gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
Mr. J. Cuay,) I think it proper to state that there 
zis no’ communication before this House which 
authotizes the assertion’ thata threat has been 
smade by: France against the United States. I deny, 
ir, that’ there is any document which, if properly 
inderstood, can be construed to havestich a mean- 
A I say, likewise, that’ there is.no document 
Before the House’ which-authorizes the assertion, 


that France told us, if you give. Spain one blow 
we will give you ten or two, as stated by the 
gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. Ranpotrn.) 
There is no such expression, nor any other that 
would countenance the idea. France was not 
brought into the question as being concerned in 
our differences with Spain. She has, indeed, 
been lugged in, in the place of argument; and 
we have been charged with truckling-to France, 
when in all our proceedings the name of France 
has hardly ever been mentioned, except by gen- 
tlemen in debate who will not admit that Spain 
exists as a nation. I deem it proper also, to 
say, that the assertion that any member of this 
House voted fora measure calculated to. bribe 
one nation, to induce another to give up her 
rightful property, so far as it may be applied to 
me, is without foundation, and not authorized’ by 
any act of mine, and that no man will undertake 
to say so. The word bribery ought not, indeed, to 
enter the walls of this House, as applicable to any 
of its measures or proceedings. It will,, Mr. 
Speaker, appear from the Journals of the House, 
now made public, who have or have not support- 
ed the interest of this country ; who are willing 
to support just measures calculated to maintain 
peace, and are disposed to take a manly attitude 
against those who violate our rights; and it will 
also appear who they are, whose proceedings 
tend to embarrass the nation, to bring. the Goy- 
ernment into contempt, to produce schism, and to 
impair the confidence of the nation in the Admin- 
istration, ata time when I believe it is as. high as 
it ever was; and, I apprehend, deservedly so. I 
believe, too, the nation will not be found ready to 
withdraw that well-placed confidence from the 
head of department who has been denounced in 
this House. It will appear, too, who have taken 
measures calculated to disturb the peace of the 
Union, and to produce an alarm of danger for 
which there is no foundation, J solemnly wish 
that not only the Message of the President, but 
every document,'and every word uttered in secret 
might be made known to the people, I wish it, 
because I think it would not then be practicable 
to impose on, the nation by a coloring given to 
those’ proceedings, unauthorized. by the facts that 
took’ place. 

Twill state to the House, while I am up, that I 
voted against increasing the army, because I be- 
lieved that no emergency existed to require it. I 
saw no call for it, either in the information 
contained in the public Message, or in the other 
communications made to the House. In the pub- 
lic Message, we were told that Congress would, 
in the course of the session, be enabled to deter- 
mine whether it would. be necessary to increase 
our land force, by the events which would prob- 
ably take place, Noevents had taken place, when 
the measure in question was before the House, 
that changed the former state of things. It was 
also my opinion that we ought not, on every trivial 
occasion, to increase our present Military Estab- 
lishment, and abandon the ground we had. taken, 
of reducing the number of our regular forces— 
acting on the principle that standing armies are 
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dangerous to liberty, and are the most fatal scourge 
in the hands of an usurper or a despot. On this 
ground I have been always opposed to them, and 
ever shall be, unless an extraordinary emergency 
should render it indispensable to resort to them. 
I was of opinion that, even on an emergency, the 
militia were, in the first instance, to be resorted 
to, not only as the Constitutional, but as the most 
competent and safe defence that we could pro- 
vide. I know of no reason why we should think 
them not competent, as we have always heretofore 
found them to beso. For these reasons, amongst 
others, I was opposed to an increase of the army. 
I was also induced to be of this opinion from the 
documents on your table, from which it did not 
appear to me that Spain had any serious intention 
to commit hostilities against the United States, or 
that her Government, or commanding officers, had 
authorized any in the territory of which we had 
taken possession. The inconveniences, with re- 
gard io our undefined limits, and the embarrass- 
ments attending the passage of our commerce 
down the Mobile, together with the necessity of 
having those other differences existing between 
us and Spain amicably adjusted, induced me to 
vote for the principal measure, adopted by this 
House with closed doors. I voted, sir, for the ap- 
propriation of two million of dollars, to authorize 
the Executive to negotiate with Spain for the pur- 
chase of the Floridas. In doing so, I did not au- 
thorize the Government to bribe Frarice to coerce 
Spain into this measure, nor do I believe that 
there is the least ground for any such allegation, 
with regard to any member of this House. No, 
sir, our object was to obtain a fair purchase of the 
Floridas. We believed it important to acquire 
them ; because the acquisition would connect our 
disjointed territory, would give us the command 
of an extensive seacoast, including the outlets of 
many large rivers and some good harbors, and free 
us from the inconveniences to which we were 
exposed by neighbors who were likely to become 
more and more troublesome. In the vote I gave, 
I contemplated the measure to be carried into ef- 
fect only ina just and legal manner, by a fair 
purchase. I know no other way in which a terri- 
tory can be acquired, consistent with common 
right and principle. It was intimated, it is true, 
to us, that it would be easy to take possession of 
this country by force, and that it would be always 
in our power to take it whenever we should wish 
to become the owners of it; but, for one, I disclaim 
all disposition to wrest that country from its right- 
ful owner without any other ground of claim than 
superior force. So far as the country is ours by 
purchase, I am disposed to claim and hold posses- 
sion of it, but no further. 

But suppose, sir, we take possession of this coun- 
try by force; we should not thereby acquire a just 
right to it. Such a measure would not be con- 
sistent with, or authorized by, the law of nations, 
and could vest in us no valid title. It was for 
these reasons, that I considered the only effectual | 
way of acquiring a just title to this country was, 
by entering into a fair and honorable compact 
for it with its rightful owner. The measure was 


agreed to by a large majority, made by two-thirds 
of the members of this House. It seemed to be 
agreed by all, we ought to acquire this country, 
and the principal question was, how shall we get 
it, or, what shall we give for it? I was, sir, of 
opinion that it would be best to give money for it; 
that we should, in this way, get it cheaper than 
by resorting to any other means. That it was 
much cheaper to pay for it with money than with 
the blood of our citizens. I considered that the 
land would repay, and more than repay us for the - 
purchase money, and that the additional revenue 
we should acquire, would give usa still further 
compensation for our trouble, and advance made 
in acquiring the country. 

A proposition was offered about the same time, 
to exchange territory to the west of the Mississippi 
for the Floridas. I was decidedly opposed to that 
proposition. I protested against it then, and shall 
ever oppose it. 

I conceived it contrary to the Constitutional 
right of the people at large, that Congress should 
assume the power of giving away, or disposing of 
a single acre of our territory to a foreign nation. 
I considered that the territory in question was. 
part of the Union, and if so, that we might as. 
well attempt to give away a part of a State. E 
considered this as establishing a principle of a 
most dangerous kind, which might, in time, lead 
to a dismemberment of the Union. 

If you can dispose of this patie) to a foreign. 
Power, you canof a part or the whole of a State. 
You may transfer, at one time, a portion of coun- 
try to the east, and at another, a portion to the 
south, as well as to the west; and by this means, 
a designing majority would be enabled—if appre- 
hensive of rivalship in power or influence, from 
the increasing population of any part of your 
country—to round off the Union at pleasure, so as 
to suit their own particular views. I did, therefore, 
call upon this House to guard against such danger~ 
ous consequences. I also considered, that the 
country in question would be settled by people of 
some nation. I preferred it should be possessed 
by those of the United States and their posterity, 
forever—that they might form but one great fam- 
ily, from the Atlantic to the Pacific Ocean—and 
I did not wish, on the contrary, to enable the sub- 
jects of a foreign nation to increase and strengthen 
themselves in our neighborhood, who might at 
some future day, not very distant, become our 
rivals and our enemies. 

It was observed that this money would go to 
France. It was then stated, and it has been re- 
peated, that there was nothing to authorize the 
belief that France was to get this money from 
us. It is true, it was well known, if we believe 
the public prints, that France had got money from 
Spain; that Spain, previous to her being engaged. 
in the present war as the ally of France, had to. 
purchase her neutrality from France with money, 
and that the treasury of Spain was, in a great de- 
gree, the treasury of France. And suppose this. 
to be the case, what have we to do with it? Is it 
material to us what Spain does with the money: 
after she gets it? And if Spain consults France, 
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who is her ally, with regard to the sale, has she 
not a right to do it? Has she nota right to be as 
submissive to France as she pleases? Would 
that be any objection to our acquiring the terri- 
tory from Spain? I can see no objection, even 
should we believe that France would eventually 
get the money we pay to Spain, to our making 
the purchase in question. But is it unusual for 
two nations, in close alliance, to consult each 
other as to their transactions with a third Power? 
Is it not, on the contrary, the constant practice to 
do so? The alliance may be such that Spain 
cannot alter her territorial situation without the 
consent of France. And is this a reason why we 
should not make a fair proposition to Spain to 
purchase territory which she has and we want ? 
It cannot be; there is no foundation for this ob- 
jection. 

Mr. Speaker, I think it proper here to state, that 
there was no part of my conduct such as to au- 
thorize any man to say the measure I voted for 
was calculated to bribe any nation. This was 
not my intention; it was not the intention of a 
majority of this House; and such an allegation 
cannot be believed by the public or by any unpre- 
judiced or candid individual. I have only one 


‘other remark to offer, in regard to an observation 


made by the same gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. 
Ranpotru,) that the ground we have taken is 
calculated to show a dastardly spirit towards Spain 
or France, and to present a hostile attitude to- 
wards Britain. Ido not consider it in that point 
of view. Ido not think the conduet of Spain re- 
quires from us the manifestation of any hostile 
intention. That Government does not appear to 


‘have authorized, and her public officers have dis- 


avowed, the aggressions alluded to. It is well 
known, however, that we did take an attitude to- 
wards that nation caleulated to show a determin- 
ation on our part to repel aggressions. Our sol- 
diers were ordered to patrol the country, and they 
did so, without meeting with any hostile opposi- 
tion from Spain. There is no ground, then, to 
believe that either Spain has a hostile intention 
towards this country, or to say that we have been 
disposed to shrink from taking a manly position, 
or that we have manifested a dastardly conduct 
towards her. With regard to France, I will only 
say that I know of no differences existing between 
the United States and that nation. And so faras 
regards Great Britain, it is fully known to the 
public what her conduct was towards us, and 
what measures we have adopted in this House, in 
regard to her, on which I have already delivered 
my sentiments, and shall not here again repeat 
them. 

Mr. KeLLy.—I did not expect to offer any ar- 
guments either in favor of, or in opposition to, the 
decisions lately made, from which there has been 
an appeal; but, as that appeal has been made, I 
rise, not for the purpose of going into any wide 
argument, or of accusing any set of men, but for 
the purpose of justifying myself and the vote 
which I shall now give, as well as that which I 
have given. It-has been said on this floor, with 
open doors, that the reason of giving money was 


to prevent the necessity of raising a standing 
army ; and that it was better to strengthen the arm 
of the Executive with money than by a standing 
force. From this, it might be inferred that the 
reasoning, on the part of the minority, went. to 
raising a standing army. As I voted with the 
minority on this occasion, I will briefly state some 
of the reasons which influenced my vote. It is 
not in order to say anything relative to the con- 
fidential message, but it is perfectly in order to 
speak of the message delivered at the opening of 
the session; and I believe it is perfectly fair to 
say that there was no occurrence between the 
third day of December, when the public message 
was delivered, and the sixth, when the confiden- 
tial message was received, to change the circum- 
stances in which we were previously placed. I 
shall vote in favor of the publication of this mes- 
sage as being the ground-work of the proceed- 
ings we have adopted in secret. I wish it pub- 
lished, that the public may judge whether those 
proceedings were consonant to this message or 
not. ishould wish the public to see whether the 
part taken by the minority, or the measures of. 
the majority, are the most consonant with it; To 
enable the people accurately to judge, I think it 
essential that it should be published, as the Ex- 
ecutive branch of the Government is presumed to. 
be the best acquainted with our foreign. relations. 
The Message of the President, at the opening of 
the session, specially mentioned and designated 
Spain. It informed us that “Inroads have been 
‘ recently made into the Territory of Orleans and 
‘the Mississippi; our citizens have been seized, 
‘and their property plundered, in the very parts 
‘of the former which had been delivered up by 
‘Spain, and this by the regular officers and sol- 
t diers of that Government.” The message also 
advised us that something was necessary to be 
done. It said that some of these aggressions 
might, perhaps, admit of a peaceable remedy, but 
that others could be met by force alone. That 
message, it will be allowed on all hands, called 
loudly for efficient measures on the part of the 
Government; for taking against Spain, if nota 
hostile, at least a defensive posture; and I will 
undertake to say that nothing which has occurred 
in secret, tended to inculcate the propriety of a 
different course; nor could there be anything, 
for the one message so quickly followed the other, 
as not to allow time for any intervening circum- 
stances. What followed? A report of a com- 
mittee, stating the aggressions of this Power to be 
of a most atrocious nature; not recommending a 
war to check the rising growth and prosperity of 
the country, but recommending that a cértain 
number of troops should be raised, at the discretion 
of the President of the United States, to repel the 
insults that might be offered,and to chastise those 
who offered them. This measure appeared to be 
proper in itself, anditappeared like wise to be recom- 
mended by the tenor of the message. It appeared to 
be the more necessary, as we had information of 
the collecting of a considerable force in the. prov- 
inces of Spain, and at Pensacola. For these rea- 
sons, it appeared to me desirable that such a force 
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should be raised, as the President might deem ne- 
cessary. This was not creating a standing army. 
The number of troops to be raised was to be left 
entirely to his discretion. Theresoltition propos- 
ed is:as follows: , 

Resolved, That such number of troops, not exceed- 
ing , as the President of the United States shall 
deem sufficient to protect the southern frontiers of the 
United States from Spanish inroad and insult, and’ to 
chastise the same, be immediately raised: 


It-has been alleged that the militia would have 
been competent to defend the frontier; but this 
could not prevail on me to abandon the measure, 
a8 Ycould not think it proper that the militia, even 
if competent, should’ be forced out into so un- 
healthy a service. The resolution embraced no 
Other idea but that the standing force in that quar- 
ter should be strengthened. I considered this safe 
and proper, to make provision for cases which 
might arise. I could not believe that the militia 
would be competent to defend the country. They 
are too remotely situated, and the country too 
sickly ; and the only just calculation was, that they 
would have found their graves there. It was not 
contended that a large army was necessary, but 
that it would be requisite, in case the Spanish 
trodps should be superior to ours, to raise a few 
recruits. 

These are the reasons that induced me to vote 
for the resolution, I had others. We were in: 
formed of the necessity of having additional land 
batteries, of putting our ports and harbors in a state 
of defence, and of building an additional number 
of gunboats. If these measures were carried into 
effect, I thought, as militia would not be compe- 
tent to these objects, it would be requisite to have 
anaddition made to our troops. Under all these 
circumstances, I was in favor of empowering the 
President to raise a small number of troops. But, 
while I was in favor of this measure, I’ was as 
strongly opposed as any man on this floor to any- 
thing like a large standing army: I will never 
consent to such a measure, without'an urgent ne- 
cessity for it. 

I was opposed’ to the measure adopted by the 
House on many grounds. It appeared by the re- 
port of the Secretary of the Treasury that there was 
not in the Treasury more than a surplus million 
of dollars. I considered it improper, when we 
were threatened from every quarter, to lay a magic 
hand on the two millions appropriated—to antici- 

ate the receipts of revenue by a million of dol- 

ars—and thus drain the Treasury, when money 
might soon be wanted for the most urgent pur- 
poses. 

I was opposed to it on another ground—it did 
not appear for what purpose it was to be applied. 
It is true, I heard one gentleman say, it was in cor- 
respondence with the secret wishes of the Presi- 
dent; but I could pay no regard to that declaration: 
We had before us no communication, either pub- 
lic or private, which declared that it was either 
with Spain or France that the negotiation was to 
be carried’ on; nor had we any reason for enter- 
taining the idea that the two millions, whether 
they‘are gone or not, would make one farthing’s 


difference. It was necessary for me, voting oti 
this occasion, to see the necessity and propriety of 
the measure. We had been told, in the Message: 
of the President, that the negotiation with Spain 
had come to an issue, and that that issue was not 
favorable; but’ we had received no information’ 
that Spain was disposed to adjust her differences’ 
with us respecting boundaries. We had, on the 
contrary, different information. Neither had‘ we 
any intimation that the contemplated negotiation 
would be agreeable to’ Spain, or to the President 
of the United States. Was it, then, proper for the 
House or myself to vote for appropriating two 
millions of dollars—for the Lord knows whiat— 
when it neither appeared from any communica« 
tion from the President, or from any other official 
source; to be desirable? If we had had’such inti+ 


mation from the President, what security was there: 


that the negotiation would have been made? And 
Tam inclined to believe that I should have been’ 
opposed to its having been entered upon. What 
gave rise:to the first purchase? The right of det 
posit stipulated by treaty to us had been refused: 
It is well known thata considerable number of 
vessels came down the Mississippi, which, from 
their peculiar construction, could not reach’ thé 
ocean; and thence resulted the necessity of a place’ 
of deposit. The refusal of that right first gaverise 
to the idea of a purchase. We got possession’ of 
New Orleans, and of the river, and-found ourselves 
also possessed of a strip of land on the other sidé 
of it, after having thought we had purchased West 
Florida. 


willing to negotiate a 
lic treasure. 
it will be extremely easy for France or some ‘other 
Government to raise a difficulty, and‘ claim’ an 
additional sum for its adjustment. Was it not 
believed, on the part of our Government, that we 
had made a fair purchase, not only to the Rio 
Bravo in one direction, but to the Perdido in the 
other? 


gain, and giveaway the pub+ 


Thad another reason against this measure. I. 
thought this an. improper time to‘ accomplish‘ it: « 


Having already got the-navigation of the Missis? 


sippi and the island of New Orleans; I thought it: 
most advisable to delay the negotiation till'a gen=". 
eral peace, when we might make an engagement.’ 


And when F find, instead’ of this, wë © 
have been swindled out of our money, I am unë 


Even after this shall have been done; - 


with Spain as an independent nation, and have-.-., 


some assurance that thie nation which sold would 
be able to guarantee the country. On these grounds 
I voted in favor of the resolution reported by the 
select committee, and against the measure adoptéd 
by the House. 

I have thought it proper to assign these reasons; 


that all may understand the grounds on which I: 


voted. And this consideration will justify me if 
voting to give publicity to the Message, that the 
public may see what is the ground-work of the 
measures we have taken. I wish the nation to'sëé 
whether that Message recommended taking’ the 
ground which we have assumed, or that which we 
refused to take. , 
Mr. J. CLay.—I must say that the observations 
which have fallen from my colleague,and other 
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have strongly impressed me with the propriety of 
the motion under consideration. There appears 
to be a material difference of opinion as to the true 
construction of the Message and the documents 
communicated by the President. It is apparent 
that I understand those communications in’ one 
way,and my colleaguein another. We have been 
told that one nation (France) has been improp- 
“erly dragged into this discussion. The Message 
ofthe President ought, in my opinion, to be pub- 
lished; to show that thisisnot so. Thereare other 
sources of differences of opinion which can only 
be understood by giving publicity to the Message. 
Gentleman have gone into a long detail of the mo- 
tives which governed them in the votes which 
they have given. Itis not necessary tor me to imi- 
tate the example they have set. I hope, when my 
motives are called in question, it will be before the 
public, and not here. I shal! be ready to defend 
them by all'the means I possess, the vote of this 
House notwithstanding. I believed; when the in- 
junction of secrecy was removed, it was removed 
from: our proceedings; and I considered all that 
was laid before:'this House as so far my property 
that I had a right to use it in my defence. We 
have been told there is one for voting against the 
resolution—that a standing army was ‘proposed to 
be raised by it, while the militia would have an- 
swered every useful purpose: This may be a'very 
good and popular argument, but we have been 
within afew days told, fromthe same quarter, that 
itis necessary to have a Brigadier General in the 
Armies of the United ‘States, to defend one of these 
very Provinces ‘attacked by Spain. Some allu- 
sion has been made to a conversation held out of 
doors, and my colleague has shown some squeam- 
ishness'to act'‘on such authority. But I will ask 
him, if heinvariably makes up his votes from offi- 
cial documents laid on this table, and whether he 
does not sometimes traveloutoftherecord? When 
a gentleman tells you such and such‘a thing, in 
which the honor of the nation is implicated, ought 
he to be considered as out of order? Was it not 
his duty to'give’ that’ information tothe House? 
Iwill say, if I had’ been acquainted’ with these 
things, my doubts as to the propriety of the appro- 
ptiation of two millions would have been much 
increased. Permit me here to observe, that when 
a gentleman intimated that the money was already 
gone out of the country, no man in his senses could 
have dreamt'that'it was intended to assert that it 
Was sent out’ in so many actual Spanish milled 
dollars. 

Does the Secretary of the Treasury, when he 
informs us thereare-so many dollars in‘the Treas- 
uty, mean to-say there are so many round silver 
dollars there? No; he only means to say we have 
a credit to such an amount. So, with regard to 
our transactions with Spain; I understand that 
our credit isin Holland, and that the fund-is ere- 
ated there from which we are to draw. Is not 
this, to all intents ‘and purposes, the ‘same as trans- 
Mitting the money to Holland? When a man 
pays a debt, is it to be supposed that he carries 


is a material difference of opinion as to the con- 


struction of the documents and the Message of the 
President, it is a duty which we owe to ourselves 
to lay before the people all the information on 
which we acted,.that we may stand justified or 
condemned by it before them. 

Mr. Eppes.—I rejoice that the period has at 
length arrived, when our public conduct is to be 
submitted to the people—when, what has been 
done in our Representative capacity is to be col- 
lected, not from eloquent representations on this 
floor of what other gentlemen would not do, but 
from the record of our proceedings. The secret 
is out—the bubble has burst—and gentlemen find 
themselves and the public disappointed. I con- 
sider the publication of the Secret Journal as an 
appeal tothe people: Iam willing to indulge gen- 
tlemen in making itas perfectas they can. I shall 
vote for the amendment of the gentleman from 
Virginia, or for any other calculated to bring this 
subject fairly before those to whom we are re= 
sponsible for our conduct. The Journal is the best 
answer to their speeches. Amend ‘it as they will, 
they cannot realize the public expectations. Its 
publication, I firmly believe, will excite no senti- 
ment but surprise. On the day the injunction of 
secrecy was taken off, your doors were crowded 
with persons anxious to hear this tremendous secret. 
I witnessed nothing but disappointment. Congress 
has appropriated two millions of dollars to buy 
Florida! Is this all? Have you not confiscated 
the public debt, or, at any event, the Louisiana 
stock? Most certainly you have voted’ money to 
bribe Talleyrand. No, I assure you we have done 
nothing more than appropriate two millions of 
dollars for the purchase of Florida, in a law con- 
taining precisely the same words with the one 
passed for that purpose in the year 1803, and sup- 
ported by the very persons who have denounced 
this measure. Gentlemen haveattempted to draw 
a distinction between the situation of the United 
States in the year 1803 and in the year 1806. I 
am not so uncandid as to say that the present dife 
ferences with Spain are precisely such as we’had 
in the year 1803. This, however; I will say, that 
every objection urged against the present appro- 
priation applies with equal force to the measureof 
1803. Let us examine what was the situation of 
the United States with Spain at these two periods. 

In the year 1803, Spain had committed spolia- 
tions on‘ our commerce toa considerable amount, 
the payment of which had been either wholly or 
in part refused. She had cut off the whole West- 
ern country, from an outlet to the ocean, by pro- 
hibiting a deposit at Orleans, and refusing to assign 
an equivalent one elsewhere, as stipulated by treaty. 
The remedy adopted: by the collected wisdom of 
the nation, was, holding in readiness a detachment 
of militia, and making a secrét appropriation to 
buy Florida. 

In the year 1806, Spain had refused an amica= 
ble adjustment of limits—had refused to pay’spo- 
liations on our commerce—had: in one instance 
violated our territory. The remedy resorted to, 
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therefore, as a course which no man wished to 
pursue. The next course was either to increase 
our standing troops, or to hold in readiness a de- 
tachment of militia. Here was room foran hon- 
est diversity of opinion. A majority of the House 
preferred depending ona militia. I was of that 
number. I thought the standing troops in that 
country sufficient for the protection of it, unless 
Spain determined to force a war. Subsequent 
events have shown the correctness of that opin- 
ion. No violation of territory has taken place 
since the case of the Kemplers, except by twenty. 
Spaniards, who crossed the Sabine, and were 
driven off by the American troops. The next 
course was either to exchange territory, or to 
purchase. A majority of the House were in favor 
of both. I wasof that number. On the east side 
of the Mississippi there was territory to which 
Spain had an undoubted right; there was terri- 
tory to which the United States had an undoubted 
right; and there was territory which Spain and 
the United States both claimed. On the west 
side of the Mississippi, the situation was the same. 
Each nation had an undoubted right to territory, 
and there was territory claimed by both. It was 
not to be supposed that Spain, while she held the 
territory to the east of the Perdido, would be 
disposed to relinquish the claim which she sets 
up to the country between the Perdido and Mis- 
sissippi. It was necessary to purchase the ter - 
rilory to the east of the Perdido, to which Spain 
has an undoubted right, and after disposing of 
which, it would certainly be her interest to re- 
linquish her claim between the Perdido and Mis- 
sissippi, on obtaining an equivalent surrender on. . 
the part of the United States to claims west of 
the Mississippi. Isee nothing dishonorable in this... 
transaction, and really it appears to me that the». 
difference between the majority and minority is. . 
narrowed down to this: The majority were in 
favor of militia. The minority of standing troops. 
The majority were in favor of exchange and of 
purchase. The minority in favor of exchange 
only. : 
On the importance of Florida to the United... 
States, I shall not say anything. The foes to this 
measure have admitted its importance in the full- 
est extent, and their willingness to acquire it on ©. 
fair and honorable terms. All their objections ... 
have been made not to the. purchase but to the 
mode. It is said we have appropriated money. 


militia, and to appropriate money for the pur- 
chase of Florida. 

This was the situation of the nation at these 
two periods. Whether at either period, the wisest 
course has been pursued, I shall not attempt to 
prove. In both cases the nation adopted the same 
principle. To avoid war if possible, and to pur- 
chase territory, rather than to fight for it. All 
the strong objections urged against the measure 
at present adopted, apply with equal force to the 
measure adopted in 1803.. The two laws contain 
precisely the same words, and neither specify the 
object of appropriation. The law of 1803 was pass- 
ed in secret, with closed doors. The law of 1806 
was passed in the same manner. The appropria- 
tion in 1803, was not recommended by the Ex- 
ecutive, but founded on a resolution submitted by 
a member of the House of Representatives. The 
appropriation in 1806, was not recommended by 
the Executive, but founded on a resolution submit- 
ted by a member of the House of Representatives 
also. The object of the appropriation in the year 
1803, concealed from the people twelve months; in 
the year 1806, made public in afew weeks! Gen- 
tlemen may draw nice distinctions, but they will 
find it difficult to make the people believe, that the 
measure adopted in 1803, was wise and virtuous, 
and the same measure in 1806, infamous. I ap- 
peal with confidence to the people: they will and 
must see, that this is the very same measure 
adopted three years ago, without noise, in a law 
containing the same words, passed in secret in 
the same manner, and supported by the very per- 
sons who have denounced this measure. 

When, however, this measure shall be fairly 
brought before the public, it will be found, that 
notwithstanding the noise and clamor which 
has been made, the difference between the ma- 
jority and the minority on this question is not 
very considerable. Every member of the House 
of Representatives admitted the necessity of do- 
ing something. What were the yemedies within 
our reach? Ist. To declare war. 2d. Hither to 
increase our standing army for the purpose of 
strengthening our posts, or holding in readiness a 
detachment of militia. 3d. To exchange territo- 
ry, or to purchase. : 

As to the first of these, declaring war, no member 
of the House of Representatives wished to pursue 
that course. The gentleman from Virginia cer- 
tainly did not. His report speaks only the lan- 


guage of peace ; all the evils of war to this coun- 
try, are dwel¢ onin that report with care and 
labor. If, however, we had not this proof, that he 
did not wish for war with Spain, he has given 
unequivocal proofs of it in his arguments on ano- 
ther question. A war with Spain, we know, must 
be a war with Spain and France combined. 
They are joined by alliance offensive and defen- 
sive. Toa war against France and Spain com- 
bined, all the objections urged against war with 
England, would apply with full force. If war 
with England would have increased Executive 
patronage, and endangered the Constitution and 
the.liberty of the people, so also would war with 
France and Spain combined—we put war aside, 


not for the purchase of Florida, but to induce 
France to bully Spain out of her right. 

On this subject, I have never had but one opin- ~ 
ion. I have always believed, and I still believe, i 
that the money will be fairly empluyed in pur- 
chasing Florida of the righful owner. The gen- 
tleman from Virginia will do me the justice to 
recollect, that I held this language with. closed 
doors. I hold it now in the presence of the péo- 
ple. That France may ultimately get the money 
is highly probable, and why? Has not the gen- 
Ueman from Virginia told us the sovereignty o 
Spain is annihilated, that the powers of her Min- 
ister are signed Charles Maurice Talleyrand ? 
But of what importance is it to us what becomes 
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of the money we pay Spain? Are we to become 
the guardians of Spain? Shall we not purchase 
a territory important to the United States, because 
Spain may be bullied or cheated out of the mo- 
ney she receives from us? If Spain is really in 
such a degraded state that she has no will of her 
own, has her conduct towards the United States 
been such, as to induce us not to avail ourselves 
of the situation in which we find her ? For my 
own part, I care not what use Spain makes of the 
money paid to her for Florida. It is of no impor- 
tance to me as a Representative, nor to the peo- 
ple. That the purchase will be fairly made of 
Spain, I have no doubt. The Government dare 
not employ it in any other way. 

I shall vote for amending the Journal, by 
inserting the Message. I know, however, that 
this will not satisfy the gentlemen. They will 
next want the correspondence of cur foreign Min- 
isters, and this they know cannot be printed. I 
am willing, with these observations, to trust my 
conduct with those by whom Iam elected. A 
Representative is not responsible for the wisdom 
of measures. All he is answerable for, isan honest 
exercise of his judgment. On the present, as on 
every other occasion, I am certain, I have hon- 
estly exercised for the public good, that under- 
standing which God and nature bestowed on me. 
. Mr. J. Ranpotpa.—lItis not my wish, Mr. Speak- 
er, to trespass on the patience of the House. Butl 
think it necessary to explain what lam sure the 
House have not well understood ; for my positions 
have been grossly perverted, whether intentionally 
or not I will not undertake to say. Gentlemen 
opposed to us act a very strange and inconsistent 
part. They will not give credit toa private in- 
dividual as to a conversation had with a head of 
department.. Ido not wish them. I only stated 
that conversation as a reason for saying that I had 
withdrawn my confidence. And will gentlemen 
say I am bound, when evidence has come to my 
private knowledge, which is sufficient to damn 
any man, to legislate on a principle of confidence ? 
When I find misrepresentations made to the pub- 
lic and insinuations of the most despicable kind on 
this floor, 1 come out, and call on any man to deny 
what I have stated. They cannot—they dare 
not—tor I take it for granted no man will declare 
in the face of the nation a wilful falsehood. But 
while gentlemen will not give credit to what has 
fallen from one individual, they have no hesita- 
tion in giving credit to an individual member for 
the whole course of the Government. My opinion 
is, that the Government knowing the caveat enter- 
ed by Spain, and that Laussat was not authorized 
to receive the country from Spain, which they 
claim, and that France refused to deliver it by 
metes and boundaries—I say, my opinion is that 
the claim of Spain to the country between the 
Mississippi and the Perdido is a good claim; and 
Ladduce this as one instance of misconduct on 
the part of the Government. But this is only an 
Opinion of my own. The Government, on the 
contrary, lay claim to the country, and press their 
claim. abroad. When the Executive say we have 


a right to the country, the question is, whether, | 


when they have taken that ground, you will give 
them money to buy the country, or in other words, 
to buy peace? Isay no. If, on the contrary, the 
Government had shown the validity of the claim 
of Spain, I should not, perhaps, have hesitated to 
give the money. Ido not absolutely» say that I 
should. While gentlemen say the opinion of an 
individual is not to be relied on, they justify the 
Government by that opinion, at the same time that 
the Government tell you their opinion is directly 
opposite. If the Government had acted on those 
principles, the case would be directly the reverse 
of what itis. But they decided that the country 
did belong to the United States, and they are bound 
to act on this principle, or magnanimously aban- 
donit. Ihope, therefore, hereafter, that gentlemen 
will justify the Government in its foreign relations 
on the principles avowed by it, and not on princi- 
ciples of a hostile nature. 

In my opinion it is of the first importance that 
the Message should be published, from a material 
fact which took place in this House. A-member 
in his place told you that the course recommended 
by a particular individual was consonant with the 
secret wishes of the Executive. I did then repre- 
hend that language, as the most unconstitutional 
and reprehensible ever uttered on this floor. Idid 
believe that the people of the United States possess- 
ed as free a constitution as the British people, and 
I had hoped more free; and I knew that such lan- 
guage had in the British Parliament been consid- 
ered as reprehensible, and had brought forward a 
vote of indignation in that body. T allude to the 
case where the King’s name was used for the pur- 
pose of throwing out Mr. Fox’s India bill. I then 
reprobated this back-stairs’ influence, this double 
dealing, the sending one Message for the journals 
and newspapets, and another in whispers to this 
House. I shall always reprobate such language, 
and consider it unworthy of any man holding a - 
seat in this House. I had always before flattered 
myself that it gould be a thousand years hence 
before our instifations would have given birth to 
these Charles Jenkinsons in politics. I did not ex- 
pect them at this time of day, and I now declare it 
important, in my opinion, that the Message should 
be published, that the public may be enabled to 
compare ‘the official, with the inofficial Message 
which decided the vote. 

There is another reason for its publication. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania has said there is no 
mention of France on the journals; and that we 
have no cause of complaint against France. I 
wish the publication of the Message to prove what 
causes of complaint we have against France. Let 
men of sense take a view of all the papers, and I 
am willing to abide the issue, It is said France 
hasdoneusnoinjury—that the bubbleisburst. We 
are told that this isa plain answer to all the speech- 
es made on this floor. Permit me to say, the gen- 
tleman (Mr. Erpes) has given a plain answer to 
all the speeches delivered on this floor-—it was.im- 
possible to have given a plainer answer to them. 
He says I will vote with you, but I will make a 
speech against you. Permit me to say, this is the 
first time I would not rather have had his vote than 
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word to say ; for'it is not to be supposed that Iin 
tended to reply to anything offered by the gentle- 
man behind me. If Iam to fall, let me fall in the 
face of day, and not be betrayed by a kiss—-I mean 
no profaneallusion. I shall do my duty as an hon- 
est man. [came here prepared to co-operate with 
the Government: in all its measures. 1 told them 
so. But Isoon found.there was no choice left; 
nd that to co-operate in them would be to destroy 
thenational character.” Ifound I might co-operate, 
or be an. honest man—I have therefore opposed, 
and will oppose them. Is there an honest mai 
disposed to'be the go-between, and to carry down 
secret messages to this House? No-—it is because 
men of character cantiot be found to do this busi- 
ness, that agents must be got to carry thirgs into 
effect which men of uncompromitted charactet 
will not'soil their fingers or'sully their characters 
with. 

One word: onthe subject: of voting on inofficial 
notice, om the representations of individuals, in 
the place of communications: officially received 
from the officers‘of the Executive department. I 
havealways considered the Executive in this coun- 
try as standing inthe same relation to the two 
Houses, that the: minister or administrator bore to 
the legislature under governments similar to out 
own. >I have always considered that the respon 
sibility for public’ measures rested more particu- 
larly on them: For those’measures they are an+ 
swerable to'the people—and'to me it has‘ been a 
subject of peculiar regret (I do not speak’ of the 
general character of the Constitution) that they 
have not a seat on this floor. For whatever may 
be supposed to be my feelings as to the members 
of the Administration, I'am‘ ashamed: when T seg 
their fame and characters committed to such hands 
as we are in the daily habit’ of witnessing. If 
their measures are susceptible of justification,’ I 
should: like to have a justification: at their owt 
hands, instead of hearing Yazoo men defend thei’ »» 
Much less did I expect, on-such am occasion, to’. 
hear a: Yazoo man: assigning his motives for @ 
vote on a totally different subject. and this in) 
justification of a man with whom he is‘ connected: 
by ties of consanguinity. This reminds me of thé’ 
intention: imputed to me'to bring forward’an‘i 

eachment against a great officer of State. T 

owever; isso far from ‘being the truth, that Faj 
peal to:those who heard me, whether I did not det 
clare that I washed my hands of impeachments— 
that Lwas done with them. No—I will neither 
directly, nor indirectly, have anything to do with 
them. But I will, in all questions that shall comé 
before this House, discuss the public character an 
onduct of any: public agents, from a secretary ti 
a constable; and I will continue to do it, unt 
shall be admitted by the Constitution, that the Kin 
can do no wrong. Isay [wish the heads of dë 
partments had: seats on this floor. Were this 
case, to one of them I would immediately p 


his speech. After this speech there can be no 
doubt as to the issue of the question. I will go fur- 
ther—after the adjournment on Saturday there 
could be no doubt. Saturday, it seems, is an un- 
fortunate day, on which no expedition is. to. be 
undertakerg no forlorn hope conducted. 

The same geritleman has said that we pursued 
precisely the same course in 1803 as in 1806, and 
for obtaining-the same object. He says the same 
cóurse is now pursued—and yet he says he will 
not. undertake. to say the cases are not dissimilar. 
Put this and that together; and what do you make 
of it? The cases are: decidedly dissimilar. In 
1803 there was no existing misunderstanding be- 
tween the American: and French Governments 
with regard to our differences with Spain: Those 
differences had started'up like a mushroom inthe 
night. We made an appropriation to purchase 
the Floridas—to buy them—from whom? from 
their rightful owner, The circumstances would 
have been similar, if the United States had given 
money to France to compel Spain to form a trea- 
ty with us, then the national honor would have 
received a deadly wound. But there. was nothing 
of this sort. in the formation of the treaty then 
made. Spain, under the operation: of causes, in 
which we had no agency, transferred Louisiana 
to France, and France transferred it to us. But 
this isnot now the case. Weare told that Spain 
is no longer an independent Power, but is under 
the control of France. What follows? That 
France is the aggressor on us, which proves every 
thing I have alleged. 

There is another thing to be observed. The 
wublic have been given to understand that two mil- 
ions have been appropriated forthe purchase of 
the Floridas. This is:not so—the appropriation 
is only towards doing something ; but: what that 
is, is not defined by law. Now if, in 1803, weap- 
sao two millions for the purchase of the 
“oridas, and did not get them, what security is 
there now that by making an appgppriation:in the 
same language we shall obtain thêm? Although 
the persons. making the appropriation are not the 
same identical beings, those applying the sum:ap- 
propriated are. Ido not believe that we shall get 
the Floridas. In this I may be mistaken. [hope 
Ishall be—for after having descended to prosti- 
tute the national character, let usat least receive 
the wages of iniquity. 

But gentlemen inquire, will you become the 
a of Spain? This is a mistake which 
ias run through every attempt at argument I have 
heard. We never professed to bethe guardians 
of Spain. We professed to be the guardians of 
our own honor. We care not for France tramp 
lingon Spain. Let her pick her pockets for what 
wecare; but if we instigate her to it, it is no long- 
er a mere question between France and Spain, 
but a question in which our own honor is engaged, 
which is at once mortgaged and gone. 

Until. the gentleman from. Virginia got up, I 
confess that, what with my exhausted: state, the 
badness of the air, and the tenuity of the argu- 
ments of gentlemen—so- excessively light that they 
at. once: vanished. in thin air,—that [ had nota 


ro- 
pound this question: Did you, or did’ you not, in. 
your capacity of a public functionary, tell mie; it- 
my-capacity of a public functionary, that France 
would not suffer Spain to settle her differences 
with us; that she wanted: money, that we must 
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give her money, or take a Spanish or French war ? 
And did not I answer, that I was neither for a 
war with Spain or France, but in favor of de- 
fending my country? I would put that question 
tohim. Iwould put this question to another head 
of department: Was or was not an application 
made.to you for money to be conveyed to Europe 
to carry on any species of diplomatic negotiation 
there? I would listen to his answer, and if he put 
his hand on his heart, and like a man of honor 
said no, I would believe him, though it would re- 
quire a great stretch of credulity. I would call 
into my aid faith, not reason, and believe where I 
was notconvinced. I would then turn to the First 
Magistrate of the nation, and say, did you not buy 
Louisiana of France? Has France acted in that 
transaction in a bona fide manner? Has she de- 


. livered into your possession the country you be- 


lieved you had bought from her? Has she not 
equivocated, prevaricated, and played off Spain 
against you, with the view of extorting money ? 
[will answer for the reply. ‘There cannot be the 
smallest doubt about it. I will put the whole busi- 
ness on this issue. All the difficulty has arisen 
from that quarter. 

Yes, the bubble has burst! It is immaterial to 
us whether you publish the President’s Message 
or not. “But it is material to others that you 
should; and, let me add, the public will not rest 
satisfied with the conduct of those, who profess to 
wish it published, while they vote against the pub- 
lication. The public will not confide in such pro- 
fessions. Gentlemen may show their bunch of 
rods, may treat them as children and offer them su- 
gar plums; but all will not avail them, so long 
as they refuse to call for the despatches of our Min- 
isters, and other documents, which, if published, 
would fix a stain upon some men in the Govern- 
ment and high in office, “which all the waters in 
the ocean would not wash out. Gentlemen may 
talk of our changing, and chopping about, and all 
that. What.is the fact? We are what we pro- 
fess to'be—not. courtiers, but republicans, acting 
on the broad principles we have heretofore pro- 
fessed—applying. the same scale with which we 
measured John Adams tothe Administration. Do 
gentlemen flinch from this, and pretend to. be re- 
publicans? They cannot be republicans, unless 
they agree that it shall be measured to them, as 
they measured to cthers. But we are, perhaps, to 
be'told that we have all become ‘federalists—or 
that the federalists have become good republicans. 
This, however, isa chargé, which, I am convinced, 
the federalists will not be more anxious to repel, 
than we to be exonerated from. No, they will 
never become good republicans. They never did, 
they never will.act with us. What has happened ? 


_ They are in opposition from system, and we, guo 


x 


AS 


ad-hoc, as to.this particular measure. Like men, 
who have ruffed it together, there is a kind of fel- 
low-feeling between us. There is no doubt of it. 
But as to political principle, we are as much as 
ever opposed. There is a most excellent alkali by 
ta to test our principles. The Yazoo business 


ga of our alphabet. With that our differences 


‘the beginning and the end, the alpha and ome- 


began and with that they will end, and I pray to 
God that the liberties of the people may not also 
end with them. 

Mr. Varnum.—I am not about to take up the 
time of the House by any discussion of the ques- 
tion before them, which has already been debated, 
three or four weeks ago, and principally occupied 
by the declamation of the gentleman from Virginia. 
I think it my duty, however, to give a short his- 
tory of the circumstance from which has arisen 
the celebrated story of backstairs influence, Charles 
Jenkinson, &c. Gentlemen declared there was 
nothing in the Message of the President that jus- 
tified the measure before the Committee, that it, 
on the contrary proved and pointed out as most 
proper the measure reported by the select commit- 
tee. Idid not believe that it pointed out that mea- 
sure, or that there was any cause to believe that 
anything had occurred between the 3d and 6th of 
December, which could haveinduced the President 
to change the opinion he entertained, when he 
communicated the first message. In the Message 
of the 3d of December, he says—“ Whether it 
will be necessary to augment our land forces will 
be decided by occurrences probably in the course 
of your session.” ‘No such occurrences had taken 
place between the 3d and the 6th of December. 
Taking this into view, and also taking into con- 
sideration what I considered to be the true mean- 
ing of the Message, I said that I would venture to 
assert as my opinion, that the measure of the ap- 
propriation was agreeable to the Executive; and 
that I formed this opinion from documents on the 
table. On this the gentleman from Virginia rose 
and commenced a violent attack similar to that 
we have witnessed to-day. I asked leave to ex- 
plain. I did explain; and I now appeal to the 
House, whether I did not observe at that time, that 
the measure of the appropriation I considered to 
be agreeable to the wishes of the Executive, and 
whether I did not support this opinion from doc- 
uments before you; and added, that if any other 
idea had escaped me, or could be attached to what 
I said, that this was my explanation, and that it 
‘was not my intention that what I had said should 
go farther than intimate this opinion, and that I 
did believe I had not said anything that could 
fairly be construed to have a different meaning. 
It is a fact, that it has been published in some pa- 
pers to the Eastward, that Mr. Jefferson expressed 
‘to me his secret wish that a resolution should be 
brought forward contrary to his Message. I say 
this representation is contrary to fact. I say that 
Mr. Jefferson never mentioned any such thing to 
me; and if I had made such a statement, I should 
have wronged the First Magistrate. Why these 
observations areagain brought forward at this time 
I do not pretend to say; but what I have stated 
are the facts connected with this-business. “I be- 
lieve such an attack as this has never been made 
before, in the face of an explanation made at the 
time, which I did believe would have been satis- 
factory. 

Mr. J. Ranpotpn—When the veracity of a 
man is called in question it is a serious business. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts has appealed 
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to the House tor the correctness of his statement. 
I too appeal to the House whether this was not 
his expression, when he undertook to explain away 
what he had said, for he did not deny it—that he 
would vouch that such were the secret wishes of 
the President; and whether I did not observe that 
his’ attempt to explain, was like Judge Chase at- 
tempting to draw back a prejudicated opinion in 
the case of Fries; that he might take back the 
words, but not the effect they had made on the as- 
‘sembly: that the Constitution knows only of two 
ways by which the Executive could influence the 
Legislature; the one by the recommendation of 
such measures as he deemed expedient, the other 
by a negative on our bills; and that the moment 
it was attempted to influence the House by whis- 
pers and private messages, its independence was 
gone, I stated the proneness of Legislative bodies 
to be governed by Executive influence, and in il- 
lustration referred to the Senate, who, from its as- 
sociation with the Executive and the length of 
time for which its members hold their seats, was 
necessarily made up of gaping expectants of office. 
And there can be no doubt of the fact. It must 
be so from the nature of things. Now, if it be ne- 
cessary, let the House appoint a committee’of in- 
quiry to ascertain what the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts did say, and let us see who can adduce 
the most witnesses and swear the hardest. No— 
the gentleman from Massachusetts had on that oc- 
casion so differenta countenance, dressand address, 
that I could not now recognise him for the same 
man. He seemed thunderstruck—and to be ina 
state of stupefaction at his indiscretion. He ap- 
peared hieimblen in the presence of those who heard 
what he had said and beheld his countenance. His 
words were these—my life on it: “I will vouch 
that such are the secret wishes of the President— 
or the Executive”—I do not know which. 

Mr. Varnum.—I must deny that I made use of 
the words vouch or secret. | stated what I have 
declared. As to being thunderstruck, if that was 
the case, I was not aware of it. And as to being 
humbled, I have never felt humbled by any man. 
T have never felt or shall feel afraid at the face of 
any mortal man. I have béen in the service of my 
country for many years,and I have never heardany 
argument but what I should be willing to meet, 
if it was not too indecent to require an answer—I 
have done my duty, and am not conscious of hav- 
ing injured any man. 

r. Jackson.—In consequence of the ground- 
less and illiberal allusions which have been made 
to me, I have felt myself under the obligation of 
rising. lhad hoped that an adjournment would 
have allowed me time to have examined the 
voluminous notes I have taken of the former re- 
marks of the gentleman from. Virginia, and to 
have presented to the people some criterion where- 
by to judge of their accuracy: But as Iam thus 
called upon in such an illiberal manner, and the 
question is to be decided to-day—although not ex- 
paon to rise, and being totally unprepared, I 

ave no choice left me. Sir, the assertion is un- 
true, that I have attempted to vindicate the char- 
acter of the Secretary of State against the vari- 


ous charges exhibited by the gentleman from 
Virginia against him. I should have been deter- 
red from such an attempt by many considerations. 
1st. Because the even tenor of his well spent life 
isa complete answer and refutation of the malig- 
nant calumnies which disappointed ambition and 
prejudice have given rise to; and secondly, for 
the reason that the charge of indelicacy which 
had been urged against the remarks of. my col- 
league, (Mr. Epss,) from the relation in which 
he stood to the Executive, would apply with equal 
force to me. I never deemed such vindication 
necessary; however competent I might be to the 
task, I did not consider the conduct and character 
of the Secretary of State as requiring any sup- 
port; they have made an impression on the Ameri- 
can people, not to be erased by declamation un- 
supported by fact. In relation to the principal 
charge made against him, his having attempted 
to draw money from the Treasury without.an ap- 
propriation by law, it is not true; nosuch attempt 
was made. I happened to see the Secretary of 
the Treasury near the door of this House, and 
asked him whether it was true that such an at- 
tempt was made, and he told me it was not; that 
it was proposed in the Executive cabinet before 
Congress met, to instruct our Minister to open a 
negotiation for the purchase of the Floridas, upon 
the supposition that Congress would appropriate 
the money when they met; but that he remarked 
it was not certain that Congress would make the 
appropriation, and he added that this proposition 
did not come from the Secretary of State, but 
from the President himself. This has been tor- 
tured by misrepresentation into an attempt to ~ 
draw money out of the Treasury without the 
sanction of an appropriation by law. When the 
main charge against the Secretary of State is 
so destitute of truth and foundation—mark the 
expression, I say it is destitute of truth—it is 
not necessary that the other should be repelled, 
namely, that he told my colleague [Mr. RANDOLPH 
interrupted, “I am not the gentleman’s colleague.” ] 
Very well, that he told Joun Ranpotpa—[The 
SPEAKER said it was out of order to call gentlemen. 
by name.] Sir, I know of no more appropriate. 
appellation unless it isthe descendant of Powhatan, 
whom he told that France would not permit Spain 
to settle her differences with us; that France 
wanted money, and if we did not give it we should 
havea Spanish and French war. Now admit- 
ting for argument, what I do not admit in fact, 
that the prejudiced mind of the gentleman was 
not controlled by a determination to misconstrue 
what he had heard; and that he was informed 
there was no doubt France would get the money, 
has he not said the same thing in effect? He repeat 
edly declared there is no Spain, no Pyrenees—that . 
France would not permit Spain to settle her dif- 
ferences with us; and if the despatches of the 
Marquis Yrujo could be drawn from his private 
pocket, they would be found with the signature 
of.C. M. Talleyrand—he has declared’that it is 
evidence of political weakness to act on things as 
they ought to be, disregarding the knowledge of 
what they are. Weil, if all this was known, that 
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Spain had placed herself under the protection and 
control of France, would it not have been pre- 
posterous to speak of Spain, as if she were totally 
independent of her ally? Would it not have 
been absurd to shut our eyes to the truth? But 
was it ever suggested by the Secretary of State? 
It has not even been urged on this floor, that it 
was—and I should not believe it if it were so 
urged, that we were to give this money to France 
to coerce Spain. The gentleman has declared 
that France can compel Spain to take such mea- 
sures as she sees fit, and that it is dishonorable in 
us to take advantage of the humiliation of Spain. 
This isa complete vindication of the conduct of 
the Executive and of Congress in the measures 
they have taken to purchase this country, which 
ison all hands admitted to be so important to us; 
as it is surely more honorable to buy than to take 
it by force from its enfeebled miserable owner, in- 
eapable of protecting it. Although it has been 
decided to be out of order to disclose the secret 
communications, the gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. J. Ranpotps) has declared that France said 
ifwe gave Spain one blow, she would give us two 
or ten in return, and others have declared France 
threatened us with war. Sir, I assert there are 
no such facts contained in the secret despatches 
sent to us. I regret I cannot pursue the course in 
which other gentlemen have been indulged by 
stating what are the facts in contradiction of what 
they are declared to be; and though this should 
be a violation of order, it would perhaps be pro- 
per, as a disclosure has been provoked by gross 
misrepresentations, to repel them, and justify 
ourselves to the people by stating the information 
itself. I will, therefore, undertake to say that all 
the information we received-from the documents 
on this point, was in answer to the inquiry, what 
their conduct would be, if we declared war against 
Spain, to which they replied they were compelled 
to take part with Spain. [There was a loud call to 
order by Mr. J. Ranpoupu and others.] Mr. J. 
continued: I shall always respect the calls to 
order from the Speaker and the House, but not 
from that person (J. Ranpoupn.) After some 
conversation relative to the point of -order, Mr. J. 
proceeded——Sir, I wish to know whether it is in 
order for the gentleman from Virginia to affirm 
that France declared she would for. every blow 
‘we gave Spain, give us twoor ten in return? It is 
not in order for me to correct the misstatement, 
and it neither is in order to ask where was the 
vestal vigilance of the Speaker, when he (Mr. 
RANDOLPH) prostrated every rule of order and 
decorum. Mr. Speaker, I have said and I repeat 
it to-day, I should rejoice if all the secret commu- 
nications could be made public, and not such parts 
only as the opposition wish ; they would then af- 
ford to our constituents not a garbled buta complete 
view of our conflict, and they would then justly 
appreciate the assertion that France threatened us 
with war; and the charges of our giving money 
to conciliate France. But when we perceive in 
the Message of the President, a request that it 
should be kept secret, I much doubt-the right of 
withdrawing the confidence thereby reposed in us 


atthistime. If when the Messages were received 
we had determined not to hear them, and with- 
hold their contents from public view, we should 
have returned them with their seals unbroken; 
but it is too late after getting them into our pos- 
session under the injunction of secrecy to divulge 
them without permission. I admit.there are ex- 
treme cases in which we ought to communicate 
what we may confidentially acquire; cases involv- 
ing the destruction of the Constitution itself; but 
this is not such a one. It may be likened to the 
case of an individual, who would be scouted as a 
dishonorable man, if when he received informa- 
tion in confidence, he afterwards, without permis- 
sion from his informant, divulged it. This House 
I repeat it, did not vote for the appropriation under 
the idea that it was intended to make use of 
France to coerce Spain into any measure. On 
the contrary, instructions have been sent to our 
Minister resident at the Court of France, who is 
appointed Envoy Extraordinary to negotiate with 
the Court of Spain for the purchase of this coun- 
try; the idea of coercion through the instrumen- 
tality of France was repelled by the gentleman 
himself; he declared that Bonaparte, with a reve- 
nue of 100 millions, besides what he could squeeze 
from his dear allies, would disdain to be bribed by 
a sum only equal to two weeks expenditures.— 
There can be nothing, therefore, exceptionable in 
the measure, and if the assertion made were cor- 
rect, and our candid opinion was, that the money 
thus appropriated would ultimately go into the 
coffers of France, there would be nothing impro- 
per in it as far as we are concerned. France and 
Spain are connected together by a Treaty of Al- 
liance, offensive and defensive. The one cannot 
go to war without involving the other. France 
would be compelled to take part with Spain unless 
she violated her faith to her; and I believe Bona- 
parte has never been charged with a want of faith 
to his allies; and this well accounts for the answer 
to our Minister, that they were bound to take part 
with Spain. Sir, this is national honor according 
to the British doctrines, and the gentleman will 
admit them. The Ministry frequently boasts in 
Parliament, that their continental allies will not 
forsake them, and that no separate treaty will be 
made, no settlement of differences nor arrange- 
ment of territorial limits will be entered into, 
without their approbation. There can, therefore, 
be nothing improper in Spain’s consulting France 
in this business, which relates to the transfer of a 
domain as large as Spain itself; and if she pleases, 
giving France the price of the purchase. The 
proposition was for the purchase of a country all 
important to us. So important as to have re- 
ceived the sanction of this House in 1802, under 
a consideration that we must have it by conquest, 
or purchase at a fair price. It was.determined to 
pursue a pacific course then—the character of 
the nation required it, not only at home but 
abroad. - For if we had determined to make inter- 
est the rule of national right, and resorted to force, 

because our interest dictated it, the Powers of 
Europe, justly alarmed by a spirit of ambition and 
aggrandizement which threatened themselves and. 
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their dependencies with destruction, would have 
made a common cause to crush us. The same 
‘course has been resolved on now, for the same 
wise .reasons; and we determined to purchase 


sucha part of the Floridas as did not belong to 


‘us; for it-was acknowledged by the gentleman 


(Mr. R.) that we, have not afoot east of the Iber- 
yilleand the Lakes Maurepas and Pontchartrain, 

- But admitting this point to be questionable, there 
“was no impropriety in, purchasing the territory 
“acknowledged to belong to Spain, and settling the 
‘ponndaries and.extent of a doubtful right in the 
‘bargain. For my part, I have no doubt that the 
measure in every point of view io which it can 
he placed was recommended by the soundest policy 
and the best interests of the nation. But we were 
‘told amongst other strange assertions, that by this 
vote of money we have violated our neutrality, 
that a neutral nation can do nothing beneficial to 
a belligerent, and as money is the sinews of war, 
‘we cannot on any account supply it. Whether 
this is not advancing British pretensions under 
British influence, itis for the sober sense of the 
community to determine. 

I consider the report of the select committee as 
the best justification of the opposition made to. the 
measure it recommends, and the severest commen- 
tary upon the conclusions which are proposed to 
be drawn fromit. Itspeaks of the “piratical dep- 
-redations upon our commerce ; of obstructing. the 
navigation of the Mobile,” and in the daring vi- 
olation of our undisputed limits, &c. affording 
“ample cause for a formal declaration of war.” 
Sir, the exactions of duty on the Mobile, will ua- 
‘doubtedly be continued so long as Spain holds the 
country ; the right is not settled by the laws or 
usages of nations ; and thus indeed the exported 
products of the.finest regions of the United States 
may be subjected to duties, as well as those im- 

orted into it, and the travellers returning on the 
high road from New Orleans will, by engaging in 
broils with the Spanish subjects, eternally endan- 
ger the peace and tranquillity of the United States; 
so that, instead of war, sound policy clearly dicta- 
ted a purchase. And whatis the daring violation 
spoken of? A molehill converted into a moun- 
tain—gigantic names given to pigmy events. It 
is nothing more or less than the arrest of the Kem- 
pers. Is that “ample cause of war?” A few peo- 
ple headed by:these men raised the standard of 
rebellion in the territory of Spain, from whence 
they fled-within our limits, and were seized by our 
citizens, carried within the Spanish lines and there 
delivered toa Spanish party. And this is what 
is declared in the report to be an-ample appear- 
ance of war. After urging that we are “too far 
xemoved from the powerful nations of the earth 
for our safety to be endangered by their.hostility,” 
that “ peace must always be desirable so long as 
it is compatible withthe honor.and the interest 
of the community”—that “we are heavily bur- 
dened with. debv’—and.the best interests of the 
nation cry aloud for * peace—that when the debt 
js discharged, and not till then, may we bid defi- 
ance to the world”—that: “the present moment is 
peculiarly auspicious for this great and desirable 


_work”—that “now if ever the national debt is.to 


be paid by reaping the rich harvest of neutrality » 
the report. concludes with recommending a war 


-measure—the raising a. number of troops to “ chas- 


tise Spanish inroad and insult.” I should haye 


-been convinced. had I voted for such a proposition 
and for such reasons, that the people, as they for- 


merly have, would withdraw their confidence. and 
dismiss from office an. Administration, fomenting 
national irritation, and adopting war measures for . 
such miserable reasons. founded on such insignif- 
icant causes. .[ had another reason for opposing 
this standing army. measure. I believed the mi- 
litia of the United States were most grossly tra- 
duced by its friends—they .were represented as 
inefficient, and not to be.relied on. I believed, on 
the contrary, that they were equal.to.any emergen- 
cies that could arise,and would defend.their coun- 
try with more.bravery than mere mercenaries. { 
feared that as in other countries so in this, this 
pretext might be made use of to get a standing 
army, the most potent engine In the hands of -a 
despot, to enforce obedience to.his will. And al- 
though cases. may arise when it. is necessary to 
raise armies—if it is.recollected that the aggres- 
sion most complained of was officially disavowed 
by the Spanish authorities, and satisfaction pro- 
mised—this cannot be of that description. 

A high officer of the Governmenthas been charg- 
el withan unconstitutionalattempttodraw money 
from the treasury without an appropriation by law; 
but, on the authority of the Secretary of the Trea- 
sury, I deny it. Thecharge therefore reverberates 
on its author, unless he justifies himself for mak- 
ing it. I will conclude my remarks by repeating 
what I commenced with declaring, that I did not 
mean, nor do I think it incumbent on any. one; to 
vindicate the character of the Secretary of State. 
The charges have been reiterated from day to day, 
and his friends repeatedly challenged to come 
forward and justify him. But when the principal 
allegation istotally untrue, the others willand must 
be duly appreciated. Those who make mere as- 
sertion for fact will believe them, but the,great mags 
of the people of this country will require more than 
adi yilaal assertion before they. withdraw their 
confidence, and .condemn the individual whose 
whole life has.been devoted to the service of his 
country, and whose services. are known and ac- 
knowledged by every liberal man—they will not 
consent to believe charges. without the least proof, 

The question :was then taken-by yeas and nays 
on the motion of Mr. J. Ranvoura, “that theprint- 
ed supplemental Journal of secret proceedings. be 
amended, by inserting .after the word ‘read,’ ing ~ 
the third line of the first page, the Message of the 
President of the United States of the 6th of De- 
cember last, and that a new edition of the said 
journal, thus amended, be printed for the use-o 
the members”; and decided in the negative— 
yeas 44, nays 74, as follows: 

Yuas—Burwell Bassett, George M. Bedinger, Silas 
Betton, George W. Campbell, Martin Chittenden, Chris- 
topher Clark, Joseph Clay, Samuel W. Dana, John 
Davenport, junior, John Dawson, James. Elliot, Caleb 
Ellis, William Ely, John W. Eppes, James M. Garnett, 
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Charles Goldsborough, Edwin Gray, Seth Hastings, 
David Holmes, David Hough, James Kelly, Joseph 
Lewis, junior, Jonathan O. Mosely, Jeremiah Nelson, 
Timothy Pitkin, junior, Josiah Quincy, John Randolph, 
John Rea of Pennsylvania, Thomas Sammons, John 
Cotton Smith, Samuel Smith, Thomas Spalding, Wil- 
liam Stedman, Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel Taggart, 
Benjamin Tallmadge, Philip R. Thompson, Thomas 
‘W. Thompson, Abram Trigg, Philip Van Cortlandt, 
Killian K. Van Rensselaer, Peleg Wadsworth, David 
R. Williams, and Alexander Wilson. 

Nays—Evan Alexander, Willis Alston, jun., Isaac 
Anderson, David Bard, Joseph Barker, William Black- 
ledge, John Blake, junior, Thomas Blount, Robert 
Brown, William Butler, John Chandler, John Claiborne, 
Matthew Clay, John Clopton, Frederick Conrad, Leon- 
ard Covington, Jacob Crowninshield, Richard Cutts, 
Ezra Darby, William Dickson, Elias Earle, Peter Early, 
Ebenezer Elmer, William Findley, James Fisk, John 
Fowler, Peterson Goodwyn, Andrew Gregg, Isaiah L. 
Green, Silas Halsey, John Hamilton, John G. Jackson, 
Walter Jones, Thomas Kenan, John Lambert, Michael 
Leib, Matthew Lyon, Duncan McFarland, Robert 
Marion, Josiah Masters, William McCreery, Nicholas 
R. Moore, Thomas Moore, Jeremiah Morrow, John 
Morrow, Gurdon S. Mumford, Roger Nelson, Thomas 
Newton, junior, Gideon Olin, John Pugh, Thomas M. 
Randolph, John Rhea of Tennessee, Jacob Richards, 
John Russell, Peter Sailly, Thomas Sandford, Martin 
G. Schuneman, Ebenezer Seaver, James Sloan, John 
Smilie, John Smith, Henry Southard, Richard Sand- 
ford, Joseph Stanton, David Thomas, Uri Tracy, Jo- 
seph B. Varnum, John Whitehill, Robert Whitehill, 
Eliphalet Wickes, Marmaduke Williams, Nathan Wil- 
liams, Richard Winn, and Joseph Winston. 


{Norz.—On a subsequent day Mr. Jackson made 
the following explanation: He observed that he had 
been misunderstood in the remarks he had made 
in relation to the conversation had with Mr. GAL- 
LATIN, or in the warmth of his feelings had ex- 
pressed himself differently from his intentions. 
He did not mean to be understood as repeating the 
words of Mr. G. when he said the charge of at- 
tempting to draw money from the Treasury was 
not true, but as stating the inference he drew from 
the expressions of that gentleman, for which he, 
Mr. J., held himself responsible. Indeed, he wish- 
ed to be understood throughout as repeating the 
substance of the conversation only. Nor did he 
mean to be understood that Mr, Q. had given a 
license or authority to him to repeat the conver- 
sation. He asked Mr. G.,as a public man, re- 
specting the charge, and received the answer as 
such—he therefore was authorized to pa it.] 

’ A message from the Senate informed the House 

- that the Senate do not agree to the appointment 
of a committee to confer with the committee of 
this House on the time that the two Houses of 
Congress ought to adjourn. 


Tusspay, April 8 


The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole, on the bill for establishing trading- 
houses with the Indian tribes. The bill was re- 
ported with several amendments thereto ; which 
were severally twice read, and agreed to by the 
House. 

9th Con.—32 


Ordered, That the said bill, with the amend- 
ments, be engrossed, and read the third time to- 
morrow. 

On motion of Mr. Harry, 

“ Resolved by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America, in Congress as- 
sembled, That the President of the Senate and the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives be, and they 
are hereby, authorized to adjourn their respective 
Houses on Wednesday, the sixteenth of April in- 
stant.” 

Ordered, That the Clerk of this House do carry 
the said resolution to the Senate, and desire their 
concurrence. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the amendments proposed by the 
Senate to the bill, entitled “An act to continuein 
force an act, entitled ‘An act to authorize the 
Secretary of War to issue land warrants, and for 
other purposes ;” and, after some time spent there- 
in, the Committee rose, and reported to the House 
their agreement to the same, without amendment. 

On the question that the House do agree with 
the Committee of the Whole in their agreement 
to the said amendments, it was resolved in the 
affirmative, 

Mr. Joun Ranpowrn, from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, to whom were referred on Sat- 
urday last, the amendments proposed by. the Sen- 
ate to the bill, entitled “An act to repeal the act 
to authorize the receipt of evidences of the public 
debt in payment for lands of the United States, 
and for other purposes relative to the public debt,” 
reported to the House their agreement to the 
same, with several amendments. 

The House proceeded to consider the said 
amendments of the Senate: Whereupon, 

Resolved, That this House do agree to the first, 
second, and third of the said amendments; and 
do agree to the fourth of the said amendments, 
with an amendment. 

Resolved, That this House do disagree to the 
fifth and last of the said amendments, and do qe- 
sire a conference with the Senate on the subject- 
matter of the said amendment; and that Messrs. 
Joun Ranpotpn, Quincy, and Josers Cray, be 
appointed managers at the said conference, on the 
part of this House. 

Ordered, That the Committee on the Public 
Lands be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the petition of the Legislative Council and 
House of Representatives of the Indiana Terri- 
tory, referred to them on the thirteenth of Febru- 
ary last ; and that the said petition be referred to - 
the Committee of the Whole to whom is commit- 
ted the bill respecting claims to land in the Indi- 
ana Territory, and State of Ohio. 

Ordered, That the Committee on the Public 
Lands be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the petitions of sundry inhabitants of 
Washington county, in the Mississippi Territory, 
referred to them on the twenty-fourth day of Jan- 
uary last; and that the said petitions be referred 
to the Committee of the Whole to whom is com- 
mitted the bill in addition to an act, entitled “An 
act regulating the grants of land, and providing 
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for the disposal of the lands of the United States 
south of the State of Tennessee.” 

On motion of Mr. Joun Ranpotpn, that the 
letter addressed to the Secretary of War, on the 
twenty-second of December last, by the chairman 
of the committee to whom was referred the Mes- 
sage of the President of the United States, of the 
sixth. of December last, together with the an- 
swer of the said Secretary thereto, of the twen- 
ty-fourth of the same month, be printed for the 
use of the members, and that the said letters be 
inserted in the printed Journal of secret proceed- 
ings. 

The question was taken on the said motion, 
and passed in the negative. 

On motion of Mr. JACKSON, 

. Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be requested to communicate to this House any 
information which he may possess in relation to 
an application said to have been made to draw 
money from the Treasury for the purchase of the 
Floridas, before an appropriation made by law, 
for that purpose. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole, on the bill in addition to an act, enti- 
tled “An act regulating the grants of land, and 

roviding for the disposal of the lands of the 

nited States south of the State of Tennes- 
see.” The bill was reported with several amend- 
ments thereto; which were severally twice read, 
and agreed to by the House. 

Ordered, That the ‘said bill, with the amend- 
ments, be engrossed, and read the third time to- 
morrow. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed a bill, entitled “An 
act to suspend the sale of certain lands in the 
State of Ohio, and the Indiana Territory ;” to 
which they desire the concurrence of this House. 

The said bill was read twice, and committed to 
the Committee of the Whole to whom is referred 
the report of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
made on the twenty-second ultimo, on the petition 
of sundry purchasers of public lands in the State 
of Ohio, and in the Indiana Territory. 

The House proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments reported from the Committee of the whole 
House on Friday last, to the bill to amend, in the 
cases therein mentioned, the “Act to regulate the 
collection of duties on imports and tonnage ;” 
and the same being severally twice read, were, on 
the question put thereupon, agreed to by the 
House. 

Ordered, That the said bill, with the amend- 
ments, be engrossed, and read the third time to- 
morrow. 


€ 
Wepnespay, April 9. 


Mr. Jonn C. Smita, from the Committee of 
Claims, to whom was referred, on the seventeenth 
ultimo, a letter from William Eaton, late Consul 
of the United States at Tunis, addressed to the 
Speaker, made a report thereon; which was read 
and considered: Whereupon, 

Resolved, That the proper accounting officers 


be authorized and directed to liquidate and settle 
the accounts subsisting between the United States 
and William Eaton, late Consul at Tunis, upon 
just and equitable principles, under the direction 
of the Secretary of State. 3 

Ordered, That a bill, or bills, be brought in, 
pursuant to the said resolution ; and that the Com- 
mittee of Claims do prepare and bring in the. 
same. 

Mr. Jonn C. Smrrn, from the Committee of 
Claims, presented a bill authorizing the settle- 
ment of accounts between the United States and 
William Eaton ; which was read twice, and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole to-morrow. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have agreed to the conference de- 
sired by this House on the subject-matter of the 
amendments depending between the two Houses 
to the bill, entitled “An act to repeal so much of 
any act or acts as authorize the receipt of evi- 
dences of the public debt, in payment for lands of 
the United States, and for other purposes relative 
to the public debt; and have appointed managers 
at the said conference, on their part. 

An engrossed bill for establishing trading-houses 
with the Indian tribes, was read the third time, 
and passed. ; 

An engrossed bill to amend, in the cases therein 
mentioned, the act to regulate the collection of 
duties on imports and tonnage, was read the third 
time, and passed. 

An engrossed bill in addition to an act, entitled 
‘An act regulating the grants of land, and pro- 
viding for the disposal of the lands of the United 
States south of the State of Tennessee,” was read 
the third time, and passed. 

The Speaxer laid before the House a letter 
from Joseru Horrsr Nicuoison, Esq, one of 
the members from the State of Maryland, con- 
taining the resignation of his seat in this House ; 
which was read and ordered to lie on the table. 

TENNESSEE LANDS. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole, on the bill to authorize the State of 
Tennessee to issue grants, and perfect titles to 
certain lands therein described; and to settle the 
claims to the vacant and unappropriated lands 
within the same. 

Mr. Buount moved to strike out the first sec- 
tion. 

This motion was supported by Mr. BLOUNT; 
and opposed by Messrs. Grece, ALsron, G. W. 
CAMPBELL, Rara of Tennessee. and PITKIN. 

Messrs. Bepincer, BLACKLEDGE, and ALBXAN- 
ae spoke against the provisions of the bill gen- 
erally. 

The question was then taken on striking out 
the first section, and passed in the negative with- 
out a division. 

Various amendments were offered, some of 
which were agreed to, and others disagreed to, 
after considerable debate. 

Mr. BuackLepge moved a new section, declar- 
ing that this act shall not take effect until the 
Legislature of North Carolina shall give their 
assent thereto. 


997 


Apri, 1806. 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


__ Tennessee Lands—Navy Appropriations. 


998 - 
H. or R. 


This motion was supported by Messrs. BLOUNT, 
Macon, and ALEXANDER, and opposed by Messrs. 
GREG, and G. W. CAMPBELL, and disagreed to— 
ayes 22. 

The Committee then rose, and reported the bill 
with sundry amendments; when the House ad- 
journed. 


Tuurspay, April 10. 


On motion of Mr. McCrezry, 
Resolved, That the Speaker be requested to in- 


form the Executive of the State of Maryland, of 
the resignation of Josera H. Nicuouson, one of 


the Representatives from that State. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed a bill, entitled “An 
act to regulate and fix the compensation of clerks, 
and for other purposes ;” to which they desire the 
concurrence of this House. 


TENNESSEE LANDS. 


The House took into consideration the amend- 
ments of the Committee of the Whole to the bill 
authorizing the State of Tennessee to issue grants 
and perfect titles to certain lands therein describ- 
ed; and to settle the claims to the unappropriated 
land within the same. 

These amendments having been agreed to, Mr. 
BLackLEDGE offered a new section : 

“That this act shall not take effect until the Legis- 
lature of North Carolina shall pass an act giving their 
assent thereto.” 

In support of this motion, Mr. B. spoke at con- 
siderable length, to show that the bill would be 
an infringement of the compact between the Uni- 
ted States and North Carolina, without this pro- 
vision. 

The adoption of this section was also supported 
by Messrs. BLOUNT and ALEXANDER ; and opposed 
by Messrs. J. C. Sara and ALSTON. 

The yeas and nays being required on it, were— 
yeas 21, nays 78, as follows: 

Yras—Evan Alexander, George M. Bedinger, Wil- 
liam Blackledge, Thomas Blount, John Claiborne, Ja- 
cob Crowninshield, James Elliot, David Holmes, Thos. 
Kenan, Duncan MacFarland, Jeremiah Morrow, John 
Morrow, John Randolph, Thomas Sandford, John 
Smith, Thomas Spalding, Richard Stanford, Abram 
Trigg, David R. Williams, Marmaduke Williams, and 
Joseph Winston. : 

Naxs—Willis Alston, junior, David Bard, Joseph 
Barker, Silas Betton, Barnabas Bidwell, John Blake, 
junior, Robert Brown, William Butler, George W. 
Campbell, Levi Casey, John Chandler, Christopher 
Clark, Joseph Clay, Matthew Clay, John Clopton, 
Richard Cutts, Samuel W. Dana, John Davenport, jr., 
John Dawson, Elias Earle, Peter Early, Caleb Ellis, 
Ebenezer Elmer, William Findley, James Fisk, John 
Fowler, Peterson Goodwyn, Andrew Gregg, Isaiah L. 
Green, Silas Halsey, John Hamilton, Seth Hastings, 
David Hough, John G. Jackson, Walter Jones, Michael 
Leib, Matthew Lyon, Robert Marion, Josiah Masters, 
‘William McCreery, Nicholas R. Moore, Thomas 
Moore, Jonathan O. Mosely, Gurdon S. Mumford, 
Roger Nelson, Timothy Pitkin, junior, Thomas M. 


Randolph, John Rea of Pennsylvania, John Rhea of 


Tennessee, Jacob Richards, John Russell, Peter Sailly, 
Thomas Sammons, Martin G. Schuneman, Ebenezer 
Seaver, James Sloan, John Smilie, John Cotton Smith, 
Samuel Smith, Henry Southard, J oseph Stanton, Lewis 
B. Sturges, Samuel Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, 
Samuel Tenney, David Thomas, Philip R. Thompson, 
Thomas W. Thompson, Uri Tracy, Killian K. Van 
Rensselaer, Joseph B. Varnum, Peleg Wadsworth, 
John Whitehill, Robert Whitehill, Eliphalet Wickes, 
Nathan Williams, Alexander Wilson, and Richard 
Winn. 

Mr. Atston then moved the following proviso : 

“ Provided, nevertheless, That nothing in this act 
contained shall be so construed as to impair the pro- 
visions of the act of North Carolina, ceding to the 
United States certain western lands.” 

This motion was disagreed to—ayes 34; when 
the bill was ordered to a third reading to-morrow. 


NAVY APPROPRIATIONS. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole, on the bill making appropriations for 
the support of the Navy of the United States, 
during the year one thousand eight hundred and 
Six. 

The bill was read by sections. 

The Cuarrman having read that part of the 
bill which makes an appropriation “for repair of 
vessels, store rent, pay of armorers, freight, and 
other contingent expenses,”* 

Mr. J. Ranpoira moved to fill the blank with 
$411,950. 

Mr. D. R. Wiuitams moved to strike out the 
words “and other contingent expenses.” He said 
he made this motion with a view of ascertaining 
for what objects these contingent expenses were 
intended to provide. He would ask the chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means for infor- 
mation on this point. He believed the sum con- 
templated to be appropriated unnecessarily large. 

Mr. J. RanpoLen said the gentleman had asked 
for information which it was not in his power to 
give. He was as much in the dark as the gen- 
tleman as to the items of contingent expenditure; 
and he should not have moved to fill this blank 
with so large a sum, but from the conviction that 
whether they provided the money or not, it would 
be spent, and an additional appropriation be made 
the next session. Mr. R. said he viewed an ap- 
propriation bill, under present circumstances, a 
mere matter of form; he believed also all the 
items of appropriation might as well be lumped 


*The item for contingent expenses of the Narvy, com- 
prises commissions to agents to foreign countries and 
in the United States, officers’ travelling expenses, ex- | 
pense of conveying seamen from one port to another, as 
for instance where seamen are entered in Philadelphia 
or Baltimore to join a vessel fitting out at Washington, 
the expense of nautical instruments, such as compasses, 
quadrants, spy-glasses, &c., charts, books, models, draw- 
ings, signals, lanterns, oil, candles, clamps, fuel, ham- 
mocks, trumpets, glass, cisterns, cases, mess kids, axes, 
gridirons, tea kettles, galleys, shovels, tongs, charcoal, 
sulphur, saltpetre, fire engines, fire buckets, bread bags, 
and an infinite variety of other such articles, not 
expressly provided by law. 
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together, and it might be declared that a million 
of dollars were appropriated. Had he been gov- 
erened by his own opinion, instead of the forms 
which had been observed, he would have been in 
favor of draughting the bill in this way, for this rea- 
son, Hf the expenditures of the Navy exceeded 
this sum by $600,000 there was no doubt the 
next Congress would make good the deficiency 
without any inquiry. He believed this, as what 
bad taken place once might take place again. 

Mr. R. said he had addressed a note to the head 
of the department, stating that on such a day the 
Committee of Ways and Means wished the ap- 
propriation bill to be taken up, and expressing a 
desire that he would give them information of the 
items of contingent expenditure, as they consider 
the sum required unnecessarily large. He had re- 
ceived an answer to this effect—the Secretary 
said he did not think the sum too large, without 
entering into any explanation. Mr. R. added, 
gentlemen may fill the blank as they please; it 
will be no check on the expenditure. 

The Committee divided on agreeing to the sum 
named by Mr. RanpoLtpn—ayes 46, noes 37. 

Mr. D. R. Wittrams moved to strike out “and 
other contingent expenses.” He had before said 
that he had been impelled to make this motion 
from a sense of duty. This impression had been 
strengthened by the statement of the Chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means. He could 
not think it proper to make an appropriation to so 
large an amount, when the proper organ of the 
House had without success required information 
from the head of the deparment, from whom he 
had only received a mere opinion. He hoped the 
Committee would agree to strike out this general 
appropriation, that all the items of contingent ex- 
penditure might be stated to the House, and there- 
by form some check on the expenditure. 

Mr. Lers said he perceived in another part of 
the bill other mention made of contingent ex- 
penses. He would be glad to know what they 
were. The House ought to know the various 
items, or otherwise make a general provision for 
contingent expenses, and leave it to the head of 
the department to apply the money as he pleases. 

Mr. Dana said the first contingent appropriation 
was for the navy, the second for the marine corps. 
If striking out the proposed words would enable 
the Committee to obtain the information sought, 
he should vote for the motion. He had no objec- 
tion to voting liberally for anavy; but he thought 
the Legislature ought to be well informed, as they 
would otherwise scarcely discharge their duty to 
their constituents. 

fhe motion of Mr. Wintiams, to strike out “and 
other contingent expenses,” was disagreed to— 
ayes 32. 

Mr. J. RaxpoLrn moved to strike out that part 
of the bill making an appropriation “for complet- 
ing the marine barracks at the city of Washing- 
ton.” Mr. R. said this object appeared to require 
a standing appropriation; and, though the build- 
ing was finite, the appropriation appeared to be 
infinite. 


Motion agreed to—ayes 66. 


The Committee rose and reported the bill. The 


. House having taken the report of the Committee 


into consideration, 

Mr. D. R. Wiliams called for the reading of 
a document, stating the annual expenditures on 
the Navy, by which it appeared that the expendi- 
tures had been as follows: 


For 1798 - - =- 7 =~ 7 $570,314 24 
1799 - - = = * + 2,848,187 26 
1800 - =- - =- *  * 3,385,340 48 
igol - - - + «= + 2,117,420 74 
i802 tt, 946,218 24 
1803 -  - - = *  - 4,107,925 32 
1804 - - = tt 1,246,502 74 
1805 - =- + =- = ~ 4,409,949 67 


Total 


13,631,853 00 


Mr. D. R. W. renewed his motion to strike out 
«and otber contingent expenses” He thought 
the House ought, under existing circumstances, to 
show a disposition to economise, and to curtail 
the expenses of the Navy. What is the necessity 
for this expenditure? Why, the Constitution is 
in the mud, and the President on her beam ends! 
Thirteen millions and a half have been already 
expended, and it is now proposed to add $411.000 
for contingent expenses. In making this motion 
I have no object but to confine the Navy Depart- 
ment to proper expenses; but let them first state 
what they are. 

The Speaker observed that this motion could 
not be received until the amendments of the Com- 
mittee had been acted upon. 

Mr. D. R. Witttams moved to strike out “ for 
ordnance $50,000."* He did not perceive the use, 
of this appropriation. No gentlemen accustomed 
to travel, but must have seen the unprotected 
state of the ordnance; look at the Turk’s house, 
you will there see it lying exposed. To his knowl-, 
edge it was in many other instances in the same; 
situation. ' 

This motion was lost—ayes 33. 

The amendment of the Committee to fill the 
blank with “$50,000,” was agreed to, without a 
division. 

Mr. Eppes offered a proviso declaring that a 
larger sum than $30,000 shall not be expended on’ 
the repairs of any one frigate. l 

Mr. J. RANDOLPH. — 
motion on the same principle that I voted to fill, 
the blank relative to contingent expenses, with 
$411,000. If we cannot restrain the expenditures 
of the Navy Department within the sum annually 
fixed, after giving as much as is asked for, is it 
not the idlest thing to attempt to restrain them 
by giving less? The principle on which I voted 
for Alling that blank was this: To give to the. 


* The item for ordnance comprises cannon, carro- 
nades, swivels, blunderbusses, muskets, pistols, swords, 
boarding-pikes, cutlasses, cannon ball of every descrip- 
tion, musket and pistol ball, cannon, musket, pistol 
and priming powder, powder horns, priming horns, 
flannel and paper cartridges, cartridge boxes, slow 
match, lint stocks, worms, rammers, sponges, wads, 
gun-locks, screw-drivers, flints, cartridge thread, &c 


I shall vote against this ~ 


Le 
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Navy Department wbat it asks, that if, at the end 
of the year, more shall be expended, the blame 
may fall on the shoulders of the Secretary, and 
not on us. The sum appropriated for contingent 


expenses amounts to $411,000; this is not the! 
half, but it is more than a third of the whole sum | 


appropriated, and it may be expended on repairs 
or any other item of contingent expenditure. It 
is enormous. But withhold the appropriation, 
and where are you? The expense may be in- 
curred, and the Government called on to make 
good the deficiency ; and there the business will 
end. 

With regard to the sum requisite for the repair 
of a frigate, her situation between this and the 
next year cannot be foreseen. The Secretary may 
have estimated $30,000 as sufficient to repair any 
one frigate as they now stand; but they may be 
placed in such a condition as to require a much 
larger sum. But I am against the amendment, 
said Mr. R., not only for these, but for other rea- 
sons. I will never consent to legislate in such a 
way as to make it appear that we did legislate in- 
telligently, when in fact we do not. If I can be 
satisfied that $30,000 will be sufficient for the re- 
pair of a frigate, I may be induced to vote for it. 
But even this would be unnecessary. For, after 


all, the business must be confided to the Head of 
the Department; and he will be a better judge of 


the sum required for the repair of a vessel than 
we are. If he cannot be trusted, we ought, in 
my opinion, either to refuse the appropriation alto- 
gether, or take a very different step from that now 
proposed. For these reasons I am unwilling to 
appear to act understandingly on a subject which 
I know nothing about. 

Mr. Eppes.— When I made this motion, it was 
under the impression that what is correct in pri- 
vate, is also correct in public conduct. We know 
that, when a vessel owned by a merchant gets in 
à certain state, it is more advisable to sell than to 
repair her. Ido not know whether I have fixed 
the proper sum. AH I wish to try is, whether the 
United States are disposed to repair at all events 
their frigates, whatever their state may be, or 
limit the sum, after expending which they shall 
be abandoned. I confess, however, that I am not 
anxious on this point. I merely wish to try the 
sense of the House, 

On agreeing to Mr. E’s motion, the House di- 
vided—ayes 38, noes 57. 

Mr. D. R. Witirams.—The curtailing Navy 
expenses may be unpopular, but I conceive it to 
be right. For that purpose I will renew the mo- 
tion I offered in committee. I am of opinion that 
all the expenditures of this department should 
pass in review before the House. When I first 
came to Washington, I went to the navy yard. 
I there saw an elegant building going on. Iin- 
` quired under what appropriation this was author- 
ized, and was answered, under the appropriation 
for contingent expenses. I remarked other ex- 
penditures, and received the same information. 
“These expenditures may be all proper; but L think 
that every gentleman on this fluor ought to be 


money is expended. Talk to them of contingen- 
cies, and they will understand as little of the 
term as of land in the moon. Mr. W. concluded 
by moving to strike out “and other contingent 
expenses,” and calling the yeas and nays. 

Mr. ALEXANDER was against the motion, as an 
agreement to it would not lead to the obtaining 
any further information, and as he was convineed 
it was impossible to specify every item of expen- 
diture. 

Mr. Fisx was of opinion, that it would be best 
to agree to the motion as the means of obtaining 
a detailed estimate. His confidence in the Head 
of the Department was not diminished; but it 
was their duty to be fully informed on whatever 
respected the expenditure of public money. 

Mr. Smivie said, that no gentleman would cen- 
sure him for attachment to the Navy. He never 
had been, nor was he now attached. to a Navy. 
But the situation in which they were placed was 
well known. If there was time, he should be 
glad to have every item of expenditure produced 
by the proper officer, that they might know how 
to act. He was fully aware that, in the Navy 
Department, it was more difficult to anticipate 
the expenses than in any other. Though, there- 
fore, he was no friend to a Navy, as it had not 
been thought proper to abandon the establish- 
ment, he considered ‘it right to make such grants 
as were necessary for its support. If it was early 
in the session, or if he thought it possible to get 
the information, he should vote for calling for it. 
But as they were reduced to the necessity of say- 
ing at once whether they would, or would not 
support the Navy, he should be in favor of mak- 
ing this grant. 

Mr. Ermer did not see the least good which 
could result from the motion. If it would pre- 
vent an unnecessary expenditure of the public 
money, be would vote for it. But the nature of 
the service was such as rendered it impossible to 
foresee, or provide with precision for expenses 
which might become necessary. 

Mr. J. Ranpoupu said, it had been stated by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, that it was too 
late to get this information. The gentleman was 
mistaken. Any information could be had now 
whick could have been got three months ago. 
Mr. R. then moved that the further consideration 
of the subject should be postponed until the next 
day, that gentleman, who said they wanted in- 
formation might obtain it by a vote of the House. 

The Sppaxer pronounced this motion not to 
be in order, as the Clerk had previously com- 
menced the call of the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays having been taken on Mr. 
D. R. Witttams’s motion, were—yeas 25, nays 
86, as follows: 

Yeas—Burwell Bassett, Christopher Clark, Joseph 
Clay, Matthew Clay, Leonard Covington, Ezra Darby, 
Peter Early, James Fisk, James M. Garnett, Edwin 
Gray, Michael Leib, Duncan MacFarland, Patrick 
Magruder, Josiah Masters, Gideon Olin, Thomas Sam- 
mons, Martin G. Schuneman, Henry Southard, Rich- 


enabled to tell his constituents how the public | ard Stanford, Benjamin Tallmadge, Philip R. Thomp- 
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son, Abram Trigg, David R. Williams, Alexander 


Wilson, and Joseph Winston. 


Nays—Evan Alexander, Willis Alston, jun., Isaac 
Anderson, David Bard, Joseph Barker, George M. 
Bedinger, Silas Betton, Barnabas Bidwell, William 
Blackledge, John Blake, jun., Thomas Blount, Wm. 
Butler, George W. Campbell, Levi Casey, John Chan- 
dler, John Claiborne, Frederick Conrad, Jacob Crown- 
inshield, Richard Cutts, Samuel W. Dana, John Dav- 
John ‘Dawson, William Dickson, Elias 
Ebenezer Elmer, 

William Ely, John W. Eppes, William Findley, Chas. 

Goldsborough, Peterson Goodwyn, Andrew Gregg, 

Isaiah L. Green, Silas Halsey, John Hamilton, Seth 
Hastings, David Holmes, John G. Jackson, Walter 
- Jones, Thomas Kenan, John Lambert, Matthew Lyon, 

Robert Marion, William McCreery, Nicholas R. Moore, 

Thomas Moore, Jeremiah Morrow, John Morrow, Jon- 

athan O. Mosely, Gurdon S. Mumford, J eremiah Nel- 

son, Roger Nelson, Thomas Newton, jun., Timothy 
» Pitkin, jun., John Pugh, Thomas M. Randolph, John 

Rea of Pennsylvania, John Rhea of Tennessee, Jacob 
- Richards, John Russell, Peter Sailly, Thomas Sand- 

ford, Ebenezer Seaver, John Smilie, John C. Smith, 

John Smith, Samuel Smith, Thomas Spalding, Joseph 

Stanton, Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel Taggart, Samuel 

Tenney, David Thomas, Thomas W. Thompson, Uri 


~ enport, jun., 
Earle, James Elliott, Caleb Ellis, 


_ Tracy, Philip Van Cortlandt, Killian K. Van Rensse- 


laer, Joseph B. Varnum, Peleg Wadsworth, John 
Whitehill, Robert Whitehill, Eliphalet Wickes, Marm- 
aduke Williams, Nathan Williams, and Richard Winn. 


„Mr. D, R. Wittiams moved to recommit the 
bill to a Committee of the Whole, with the view 
_of obtaining information from the Secretary of 


the Navy before it was definitively acted on. 
The motion was disagreed to—ayes 41, noes 
56; when the bill was ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading without a division. 
Mr. Jacxson hoped it would not be read a third 
time until Saturday, that information might be 


previously obtained from the Head of the Depart- 


ment. If it should not be then obtained, he 


would be the foremost in voting for a recom- 


. mitment. 

Mr, R. Netson hoped it would be read to- 
morrow. The bill had been delayed much longer 
than was usual, and great inconveniences had 
been experienced from the delay which had at- 
tended it. Should the third reading be delayed 
till Saturday, it might be late in the session before 
it was conclusively acted on. The other House 
might take time to discuss its provisions. As all 
gentlemen were anxious speedily to close the ses- 
sion; he hoped it would be read a third time to- 
morrow. Ishould coincide with the gentleman 

_from Virginia in the course proper to be pursued, 
if I thought we could by a delay of a few days 
get any important information. But I have been 
“told, and I cannot doubt it, that it would take an 
immense length of time for the clerks to make out 


a complete statement of the contingent expenses of 


the last year. I have been told that it would take 
months, even with the aid of additional clerks. 
`I have been told so by a gentleman whose vera- 
“city I cannot doubt, and whose knowledge on this 
“point must be correct. Putting off then this bill 
“to Saturday cannot be the means of giving us 


any correct information not already in our pos- 
session. If I thought otherwise I would willing- 
ly wait till Saturday. But when I reflect on the 
facts I have stated, and see that it is impossible to 
get this detailed information in any reasonable 
time, I think it best, in this instance, to do, as we 
have done heretofore—to vote on the information 
of the Head of the Department. 

Mr. J. Ranvoups said he felt himself called 
upon to reply to a remark made by the gentleman 
who had just sat down, who had said that, from 
some cause or other, this bill had been unusually 
delayed. He would tell the gentleman one cause 
of this delay. This very item of appropriation, 
which the gentleman had just agreed to, was 
part of the cause. But he wished it, at the same 
time, to be distinctly understood, that there was 
no disposition in the Committee of Ways and 
Means to delay this bill. It was long since re- 
ported to the House, and he had before called for 
taking itup. The committee had never received 
any intimation from the Head of the Department, 
stating the passage of the bill to be a matter of 
urgency; which had heretofore been common in 
case a department required an early appropriation 
of money. Had, then, the Committee of Ways: 
and Means any right to suppose, after having 
voted $600,000 in addition to the appropriation 
for the last year, that this department could not 
wait until the other departments had been served. 
The truth was, that the civil list appropriation 
had been the only one unnecessarily delayed, and 
that delay had not arisen in this House. Had 
they heard any complaints relative to the War 
Department? Had it made a demand of sixty or 
seventy per cent. on the regular appropriations, 
while this department was swallowing up money 
faster than they could provide it?. He had heard 
it insinuated out of doors that there existed a dis- 
position to distress this department. If there had 
been such a disposition, was it not in the power of 
any member to call up the bill? He appealed to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania if he had not 
asked him to call it up in his absence, and if he 
had not replied, that he would as soon as he could 

et the floor. 


¥ Mr. R. Nexson said the gentleman from Vir- 


ginia had grossly misunderstood him. When he 
said that this bill had been unusually delayed, be 
had had no disposition to insinuate that it had 
been designedly delayed, nor had he meant any 
reflection on the Committee of Ways and Means, 
or on the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. D. R. Witutams said his object was to get 
information. He hoped the demand of the House 
to give the general items would be complied with. 
He wanted no details; all he wished was a state- 
ment of general items. 


¥ Mr. R. NeLson remarked that such a statement 


could be of no use. The contingent fund of the’ 
Navy embraced articles, the extent of which could 
not be calculated with any precision—it could 
only be founded on past expenditures—it .was 
known that the last year there was an expendi- 
ture of $600,000 beyond the sum appropriated. 
The whole expenses of the Navy could not be cal- 
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culated at the beginning of the year with cer- 
tainty, particularly when our affairs were unset- 
tled in the Mediterranean. During the last year, 
three hundred of our captive seamen had been 
liberated, and to each seaman arrearage wages 
had been paid to the amount of four or five hun- 
dred dollars. In consequence of this and other 
circumstances, he presumed that neither the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, nor any other mortal man, 
could have known the expenditure at the begin- 
ning of the year. He did not pretend to say that 
there was all the economy in the Navy that should 
be; but if they got any information, it could only 
be a statement of what had been laid out in par- 
ticular years. 

Mr. J. Ranpo.ru said he would state a fact, to 
enable gentlemen to ascertain whether there had 
-been any extraordinary delay on this occasion. 
Such an insinuation had been thrown out, and 
this was the place any insinuation of this kind 
ought to be made and met, and not at the fire- 
sides or in the newspapers. By recurrence to the 
journals, it would appear that, in the first year he 
had had a seat in the House, the act making an 
-appropriation for the Navy had been passed, on 
the 10th of May; and that, in the first year he 
had had the honor of being on the Committee of 
Ways and Means, the bill making appropriations 
for the Navy had passed on the Ist of May. He 
said he had not had time to turn to the Journal 
of other sessions. But the truth was, a spendthrift 
never could be supplied with money fast enough 
to anticipate his wants. 

The motion to read the bill a third time on Sat- 
urday was carried—ayes 55, when the following 
motion, made by Mr. D. R. Wittrams, was agreed 
to without a division: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed 
to lay before this House an estimate of the respective 
sums necessary to be appropriated for repair of vessels, 
store rent, pay of armorers, freight, and contingent ex- 
penses of the Navy for the year 1806. 


: PLURALITY OF OFFICES. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill to prohibit officers of the 
Army or Navy from holding or exercising any 
civil office. : 

The bill, having been read, was reported to the 
House without amendment. 
_ Mr. N. Wiuuiams observed that when this bill 
was first read he had remarked that he thought 
it contained a principle not to be found in the reso- 
lution on which it was predicated—a_ principle, 
which appeared to him to be new; which would, 
if adopted, prove extremely pernicious, and which 
‘went to the removal of an officer in the enjoyment 
of an office Constitutionally holden by him. It 
did not belong to the Legislature to give to any 
Jaw a retrospective operation, or that would affect 
officers in the enjoyment of their Constitutional 
privileges. If they did so they would assume the 
Tight of removing an officer from his office. The 
bill, therefore, as it stood, struck him as altogether 
unconstitutional. The Legislature was not the 
proper department for the exercise of this power. 


The Constitution had provided a particular mode 
in which officers could be removed from office; 
and the Legislature had no power to over-rule 
this provision. It may be said that we are only 
making a regulation that officers of a certain de- 
seription shall not hold another office. Mr. WiL- 
trams said he agreed to the correctness of this 
principle; but in the present instance, they were 
assuming a power which the Constitution did not 
give. He, therefore, hoped that gentlemen favo- 
rable to this principle would so amend the bill as 
to remove the objection he hadstated. If it should 
be so amended as to confine its operation to alk 
future appointments, he should have no objection 
to it. But if it were to affect existing officers 
constitutionally enjoying their offices, he consid- 
ered it dangerous and should vote against it. Not 
having the bill before him, he could not state 
what amendment would be satisfactory to him. 
He therefore moved that the bill should be printed. 

Mr. J. Cuay said the bill was very short, and 
contained no new principles whatever. This 
was an age of discoveries, and the gentleman from 
New York has discovered that the bill to “ pro- 
hibit officers of the Army and Navy from hold- 
ing or exercising any civil office,” is at war with 
the resolution which declares “that provision 
ought to be made, by law, to render any officer in 
the Army and Navy of the United States in- 
capable of holding any office under the United 
States,” 

This is really a discovery, said Mr. C.; and how 
the gentleman can vote for the one and not for the 
other, isa most extraordinary thing. But the gen- 
tleman has doubtless made a Constitutional dis- 
covery—that when a man holds an office the office 
cannot be destroyed. But had not officers under 
the excise law been destroyed, and have they not 
been removed by the abolition of their offices? 
And have not the commissions of the judges been 
revoked? And I see nothing which shall prevent 
us from saying the Governor of Louisiana or Indi- 
ana Territory shall not be a military officer. As 
to printing the bill, as it consists of but three or 
four lines, I can see no occasion for it whatever. 

Mr. J. Ranvoupn said the gentleman from New 
York, notwithstanding his extraordinary modesty, 
had certainly made a great discovery, viz: that, 
passing a general law, which is a general rule, is 
similar to legislating on a particular case; that a 
law declaring that certain officers shall be appoint- 
ed for four years, is equivalent to A, B, and C being 
turned out at the end of four years, The bill, Mr. 
R.said, was strictly conformable to the resolu- 
tion—there was no difference between them, how- 
ever the gentleman might be for throwing an an- 
chor to windward to claw- off alee shore. Are 
we about to say that A, or B, holding a military 
office, shall be removed from the civil offices they 
now hold? No—we are merely saying they shall 
not be both held by the same person, which is 
surely a legislative act. If we violate the Constitu- 
tion and trench on the prerogatives of the Execu- 
tive, has not the Constitution armed the Execu- 
tive with a power to defend itself? If we pass 
such a bill, will not the Executive return it to 
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House? Are wea Legislative body, with the pow- 
er of binding by our acts the whole Government, 
or a mere Chamber to register edicts and pass sup- 

lies? I had always supposed that we were a 
Legislative body, and I had hoped an independent 

If we are, we have aright to pre- 
for the government both of the Ex- 


Legislature. 
‘scribe rules yO | 
ecutive and the Judiciary ; for, be it remembered, 


that before a bill becomes obligatory, it is neces- 


sary to have the assent of the other branches, 


But, on the construction we have heard, 


clare a man after a certain day shall not exercise 
both a civiland military office, as to say that no mil- 
litary officer shall hereafter be appointed to a civil 
office? The gentleman’s ideas will apply to 
one case as well as the other. If, however, gen- 
tlemen choose to vote out the bill, they will do as 
they please. It will be extremely easy for them 
to find a pretext; but they will not be able to 
assign reasons to influence the vote of any man 
possessed of a clear head and a sound con- 
science. 

„> Mr. R. Nexson said he had voted against the 
resolution on which this bill was bottomed, be- 
cause he thought it had a squinting at a particu- 
Jar case, and because he thought they had no right 
to pass such a law. It.was a sound doctrine ihat 
the laws of the land ought to be general, and that 
they ought not, under the cover of a general law, 
to provide for a particular case. Mr. N. said he 
should not have supposed that this was the case in 
this instance, had not some of the advocates of the 
bill mentioned the man against whom it was in- 
tended to operate. He had another reason against 
the measure. He thought they had no Consti- 
tutional right to pass such alaw. As the case 
of the Governor of Louisiana had been mention- 
ed, he would likewise notice it. He would ask 
whether the Governor of Louisiana held his office 
of Governor under a law of the United States or 
under the Constitution? If he held it under a 
law, he wished gentlemen to pointit out. He 
believed, however, there was no such law; but 
that he held his office under the general provis- 
ions of the Constitution. If he were correct in 
this opinion, he would ask whether it was com- 
petent to Congress to alter the tenure by which 
the office was held without first altering the Con- 
stitution. If, under the Constitution, the Presi- 
dent had a right to appoint a military officer Gov- 
ernor of Louisiana, he would ask whether they 
had the power by law of abridging this right? He 
apprehended not, as it required as great a power 
to undo as to create a Constitutional provision. 
The case had been likened to the case of an ex- 
cise officer. But the excise offices were held 
under a law, and it was only necessary to repeal 
the law to abolish the office. So with regard to 
the judges. When the law establishing them 
was repealed they fell with it. Butis this a simi- 
lar case? Are we about to repeal a law? No. 
We are about making a law, the effect of which 
is to drive a. man from an office which he now 
holds under the Constitution. Mr. N. said these 


I ask the 
gentleman why we have not the same right to de- 


if it be not previously arrested in the other | were the principal reasons which induced him to 


yote against the bill as well as the resolution, 

Mr. Smuuie hoped the bill would be printed. It 
certainly contained a principle which it was their 
duty carefully to examine before they adopted it. 
He would confine his remarks to one point—the 
Constitutional principle implicated in the bill. If 
it provided that after a certain day no appoint- 
ment shonld be made of a military man to a civil 
office, the case would be different. But it declares 
that after a certain day no man shall hold botha 
civil and military office. The cases which had- 
been mentioned were not analogous. The remo- 
val of officers by disbanding the army, and that 
of the judges, had been mentioned. What were 
these cases? In both instances a law had. been 
passed abolishing the establishment of which they 
formed apart. Was that the case here? No. 
On the contrary they were about to passa law 
removing a man from office, without abolishing 
the office. Could any gentleman show any pow- 
er possessed by Congress of removing a man from 
office without abolishing it? Mr. S. said he should 
adhere to the Constitution in good as well as bad 
times, and deeming this measure a direct viola- 
tion of it he should vote against it. 


€ Mr. Cark said the gentleman from Maryland 


had declared the officer alluded to, a Constitutional 
officer, created by the Constitution, and not by law. 
He wished the Territorial law might be read. 

Mr. R. Nexson replied that he had said no 
such thing. He knew full well that there was a 
law for the appointment of a Governor of Louisi- 
ana. If they wished to get ridof the man, they 
should repeal that law. He had said that the ap- 
pointment was under the Constitution, which be- 
ing Constitutionally made, there was no power 
in the Legislature to remove him. 

Mr. J. Cuay said the objections raised by gen- 
tlemen to this bill appeared to him very strange. 
Severa! acts had been passed by the Legislature 
establishing various offices. Gentlemen all ac- 
knowledged that it is in the power of Congress to 
destroy these offices by repealing the laws that 
create them, and yet they deny that it is in their 
power to modify them. It is within the power 
of the Legislature to say that a man, though ap- 
pointed for three years, shall vacate his office at 
the expiration of one year. So itis in their power 
to say no military officer shall be appointed Gov- 
ernor of a Territory. If they have power to re- 
peal a law and destroy the office created by it, 
there can be no question of their having the 
power of modifying the office. Your law, said Mr. 
C., constitutes the Governors of the Territories 
commandants of the militia. Surely then it is in 
the power of the law to say they shall no longer 
be commandants of the militia. So with the of- 
ficers of the Army, you have a right to destroy the 
office of Brigadier General, or to say it shall not 
be held by a Governor of a Territory. 

Mr. C. said he had no enmity to the person al- 
luded to. He had no personal knowledge of him. 
But he was of opinion that a man appointed toa 
civil office, which was from its nature local, ought 
not to hold a military office, which might carry /j 
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/ him from the place where the first was exercised. | ; i 
from hundred and six,” with several amendments; to 


It had been remarked, by the gentleman 
Maryland, that this officer had been appointed 
under the Constitution, by the President and Sen- 
ate, and that it would require as great a power to 
repeal as to make this provision. He agreed to the 
accuracy of this remark; but would answer it by 
stating that the proposed law, before it became 
binding, would require the concurrence of the 
President, the Senate, and that House. 

The House divided on the motion to print the 
pbill—yeas- 46 nays 52. 

Mr. N. Wiuuiams then moved to amend the 
bill by adding to it the following proviso: 

Provided, That this act shall not affect any officer 
now holding an office under the Constitution or any 
existing law of the United States. 


This amendment was supported by Messrs. N. 
Wixurams, R. Neuson, and SMILIE; and opposed 
by Messrs. J. Ranvors, R. WuiTEHILL, Dawson, 

-Jackson, and QUINCY. . 

Mr. Rura, of Tennessee, opposed both the 

amendment and the bill. 

"When the question was taken by yeas and 
¿< nays on the proviso, which was negatived—yeas 
j 36, nays 66, as follows: 

'  Yeas—Joseph Barker, Barnabas Bidwell, George 
W. Campbell, John Chandler, Jacob Crowninshield, 
` Richard. Cutts, Samuel W. Dana, Ezra Darby, Peter 
‘Early, James Elliot, William Ely, William Findley, 

John Fowler, Silas Halsey, John Hamilton, Joseph 

‘Lewis, junior, William McCreery, Jeremiah Morrow, 
Jonathan O. Mosely, Gurdon S. Mumford, Jeremiah 
Nelson, Roger Nelson, John Pugh, Thomas M. Ran- 
dolph, Peter Sailly, James Sloan, John Smilie, Henry 
‘Southard, Joseph Stanton, David Thomas, Philip Van 
Cortlandt, Killian K. Van Rensselaer, John Whitehill, 
Eliphalet Wickes, Marmaduke Williams, and Nathan 
Williams. ` 
..INays——Evan Alexander, Willis Alston, junior, Isaac 
‘Anderson, Burwell Basset, George M. Bedinger, John 
Blake, junior, Thomas Blount, William Butler, Levi 
Casey, John Claiborne, Christopher Clark, Joseph Clay, 
Matthew Clay, John Clopton, John Dawson, Elias 
Earle, Caleb Ellis, John W. Eppes, James M. Garnett, 
«2harles Goldsborough, Peterson Goodwyn, Edwin 
Gray, Isaiah L. Green, Seth Hastings, David Holmes, 
John G. Jackson, Water Jones, Michael Leib, Matthew 
Lyon, Duncan MacFarland, Robert Marion, Josiah 
Masters, Nicholas R. Moore, Thomas Moore, John 
Morrow, Thomas Newton, junior, Gideon Olin, Tim- 
‘othy Pitkin, junior, Josiah Quincy, John Randolph, 
John Rea of Pennsylvania, John Rhea of Tennessee, 
‘Jacob Richards, John Russell, Thomas Sammons, 
Thomas Sandford, Martin G. Schuneman, Ebenezer 
Beaver, John Cotton Smith, John Smith, Samuel 
Smith, Thomas Spalding, Richard Stanford, Lewis B. 
Sturges, Samuel ‘Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Philip 
R: Thompson, Thomas W. Thompson, Uri Tracy, 
Abram Trigg, Joseph B. Varnum, Peleg Wadsworth, 
“Robert Whitehill, David R. Williams, Alexander Wil- 
‘gon, and Joseph Winston. 


“<The bill was then ordered to be engrossed, and 
read the third time to-morrow. l 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed the bill entitled 
"Ah act making appropriations for the support 


of Government, for the year one thousand eight 


which they desire the concurrence of this House. 


E'ripay, April 11. 


Mr. Jonn C. Smith, from the Committee of 
Claims, to whom was referred, on the second in- 
stant, the memorial of Amelia Eugene Beaumar- 


| chais, made a report thereon; which was read, 


and ordered to lie on the table. 

The Spraxer laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report 
in relation to sundry claims to land for military 
services rendered in the late Revolutionary War, 
in pursuance of an act of the nineteenth of March, 
one thousand eight hundred and four, entitled “An 
act granting farther time for locating military 
jand warrants, and for other purposes ;” and an 
act of the third of March, one thousand eight 
hundred and five. entitled “An act to authorize 
the Secretary of War to issue land warrants, and 
for other purposes ;” which were read, and ordered 
to lie on the table. 

The bill seat from the Senate, entitled “An act 
to regulate and fix the compensation of clerks, and 
for other purposes,” was read twice, and commit- 
ted toa Committee of the whole House to-morrow. 

Mr. Joun Ranvo.pu, from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, presented a bill making appro- 
priations for carrying into effect a treaty between 
the United States and the Chicksaw tribe of Indi- 
ans; which was read twice, and committed toa 
Committee of the whole House to-morrow. 

Mr. Joan Ranpouru, from the same Commit- 
tee, presented a bill making appropriations for 
carrying into effect certain Indian treaties; which 
was read twice, and committed to a Committee 
of the Whole House to-morrow. 

A Message was received from the PRESIDENT 
or TAE Unirep STATEs, transmitting a statement 
of the militia of the United States, according to 
the returns last received from the several States 
and Territories. The Message was read, and, to- 
gether with the documents transmitted therewith, 


ordered to lie on the table. ~ ; 


The House proceeded to consider the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senate to the bill, entitled 
“An act making appropriations for the support of 
Government, for the year one thousand eight hun- 
dred and six ;? Whereupon, 

Ordered, That the said amendments, together 
with the bill, be referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

The House took up the bill prescribing the ef- 
fect in each State of the recurds of judgments 
and decrees of the courts of record of every other 
State. i 

A debate of considerable length aroseon this bill. 

A motion made by. Mr. G. W. CamPBELL to 
postpone the bill indefinitely was lost; when it 
was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading on 
Monday—yeas 63. 

The Spsaxer laid before the House: a letter 
from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting an 
estimate of the sums necessary to be appropriated 
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for repairs of vessels, store-rent, pay of armorers, 
freight, and contingent expenses of the Navy, for 
the year one thousand eight hundred and six, pre- 
pared in obedience to a resolution of the House of 
the tenth instant; which was read, and ordered to 
lie on the table. 


TENNESSEE LANDS. 


The bill to authorize the State of Tennessee to 
issue grants and perfect titles to certain landsthere- 
in described ; and to settle the claims to the unap- 
propriatéed land within the same, was read the 
third time. 

Mr. Auston moved to recommit the bill toa 
Committee of the Whole, for the purpose of in- 
troducing an amendment, declaring that nothing 
contained in this act should be so construed as to 
impair the cession act of. North Carolina. 

This motion was supported by Messrs. ALSTON, 
and ALEXANDER; and opposed by Messrs. GREGG, 
J. C. miry, and Q. W. CAMPBELL, and disagreed 
to, yeas 28; when the bill was passed—yeas 63, 
nays 28, as follows: 

Yzas—David Bard, Joseph Barker, Silas Betton, 
John Blake, jun, William Butler, George W. Camp- 
bell, Levi Casey, Christopher Clark, Joseph Clay, Mat- 
thew Clay, Frederick Conrad, Jacob Crowninshield, 
Richard Cutts, Samuel W. Dana, John Davenport, jr., 
John Dawson, Elias Earle, Ebenezer Elmer, William 
Findley, John Fowler, Edwin Gray, Andrew Gregg, 
Isaiah L. Green, Silas Halsey, Seth Hastings, David 
Holmes, David Hough, John G. Jackson, Walter Jones, 
Michael Leib, Robert Marion, Josiah Masters, William 
McCreery, Jonathan O. Mosely, Gurdon S. Mumford, 
Timothy Pitkin, jun, John Pugh, Josiah Quincy, 
Thomas M, Randolph, John Rea of Pennsylvania, John 
Rhea of Tennessee, Jacob Richards, John Russell, Pe- 
ter Sailly, Thomas Sammons, James Sloan, John Smi- 
lie, John Cotton Smith, Joseph Stanton, Lewis B. Stur- 
ges, Samuel Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Uri Tracy, 
Abram Trigg, Philip Van Cortlandt, Killian K. Van 
Rensselaer, Peleg Wadsworth, John Whitehill, Robert 
Whitehill, Eliphalet Wickes, Alexander Wilson, and 
Richard Winn. 

Nays—Evan Alexander, Willis Alston, jun., Bur- 
well Bassett, George M. Bedinger, Barnabas Bidwell, 
William Blackledge, Thomas Blount, Ezra Darby, 
James Elliott, John W. Eppes, Peterson Goodwyn, 
Thomas Kenan, Patrick Magruder, Jeremiah Morrow, 
John Morrow, Gideon Olin, John Randolph, Thomas 
Sandford, Ebenezer Seaver, John Smith, Samuel Smith, 
Thomas Spalding, Richard Stanford, David R. Wil- 
liams, Marmaduke Williams, and Nathan Williams, 
Joseph Winston. 


PLURALITY OF OFFICES. 


The bill to prohibit officers of the Army and 
Navy of the United States from holding or exer- 
cising any civil office, was read a third time. 

Mr. Grece said he never found himself in- 
volved in greater difficulty. He was in favor of 

.the principle involved in the bill, and yet he 
could not vote for its passage. He believed that 
it was a correct principle that civil and military 
offices should be kept distinct, and he wished the 
Constitution had prohibited the union. In rela- 
tion to the individual on whom it was mentioned 
yesterday this law was to operate, he was satis- 


get rid of the officer. 


fied it would be best if he could be iemoved from 
one of the offices he held. and if such a course 
had been pursued, he should have been in favor 


of destroying the office of brigadier general to 
The effect of this resolu- 
tion would be to take from a man an office which 
he held under the Constitution. This power 
they did not possess. The only Constitutional 


way to effect the object was to destroy the office. 


He would agree likewise to amend the Constitu- 
tion, so as to declare the union of civil and mili- 
tary office incompatible, or to a law providing 
that after a certain time no person should hold 
two such offices; and he should, if practicable, 
be for doing away the office of Governor of Lou- 
isiana, because he believed the person holding 
that office was, by his course of proceedings, pro- 
ducing a disturbance in the Territory. But al- 
though he entertained a favorable opinion of the 
principle of the bill, and would wish to remove 
that gentleman from one of the offices he held, 
yet he must vote against the bill, as it went to 
the unconstitutional removal of an officer. 

Mr. Survie thought the passage of this bill in- 
volved a principle of a very serious nature. As 
to the abstract principle involved in the bill he 
did not dispute its correctness, or that it ought to 
have been a part of the Constitution. But the 
question was, whether they hada right by a legis- 
lative act, to prejudice any other branch of the 
Government. They were not in his opinion war- 
ranted in travelling out of their own sphere to 
remove existing evils. There was but one way 
in which the Constitution provided for the remo- 
val of a public officer. It says “the President, 
t Vice President, and all civil officers of the Uni- 
* ted States, shall be removed from office on im- 
‘peachment for, and conviction of, treason, bri- 
‘ bery, or other high crimes and misdemeanors.” 
Here was the true and only sphere in which the 
House could move. If the Constitution did not 
give the right of removal in any other way, it 
did not exist, and if they undertook by a legisla- 
tive act to remove a man constitutionally ap- 
pointed, who would pretend to say what mischief 


should vote against the bill. 

Mr. Quincy said it appeared to him that one of 
the arguments urged by gentlemen against this 
bill was fallacious—that which considered it an 
invasion of the rights of the Executive. This 
argument went on the assumption that the Presi- 
dent would necessarily sign the bill sent to him, 
which might or might not be the fact. If he ac- 
cedes to it, the argument of gentlemen falls to the 
ground; and if it shall be returned, it will then 
be time enough to- discuss the Constitutional 
principle. With regard to the general expediency 
of passing such a bill, the strongest arguments 
would be found in favor of it on the page of his- 
tory. If history proved anything, it was that the 
condition of those was most degraded who lived 
under the colonial governments of Republics. 
This was amply proved by the annals of the Car- 
thagenian and Roman Republics. The territory 
under contemplation was a kind of colonial gov- 


might not result from it? For these reasons he»: 
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ernment, and might in the course of time be a 
powerful engine in the hands of the Executive. 
„He wished, therefore, for a separation of the civil 
and military powers which might arise under it. 
© Mr. Smiri said if the question was what was 
most convenient or best, he should have no diffi- 

: culty in agreeing with the gentleman from Mas- 
. sachusetts. But it rested on higher ground—on 
„ what was Constitutional. lf he had a right to 
-make the Constitution, he would have no hesita- 
- tion in separating the civil and military powers. 
But he could not forget the occurrences which 
- had taken place in the State he had the honor to 
_ represent in part. In that State there had been 
but a single branch of the Legislature without 
‘any Executive veto on the passage of the laws. 
He had seen that Government destroyed by 
sweeping away the Executive power before the 
irresistible authority of the Legislature, and he 
had seen the people obliged, from this circum- 
` stance, to give up that constitution and frame a 
new one. The measure under consideration was 
vof the same kind. The Constitutional powers of 
the Executive ought not to be encroached upon, 
~ unless the object was to produce confusion. He 
» had seen the effects of such measures, and depre- 
cated them. You may,said Mr. S., abolish the 
office, and the officer falls with it, but in no other 
_way, while the office continues, can you remove 
the officer except by impeachment. Shall we, 
. then, in order to get rid of a man who may not 
. have done right (and as for myself Iam ready 
“to answer I have no affection for the man) go in- 
toa new scene, the length of which we cannot 
‘foresee? This principle once established may 
-lead to anything; it may lead to a destruction of 
“the powers of the Executive altogether. Iam 
-as tenacious of the powers of the Legislature as 
any man, but I believe the powers of the Execu- 
‘tive to be equally necessary. Indeed I think there 
“is more danger to be apprehended from the over- 
_whelming power of the Legislature, than from 
“the powers of the Executive. For the Legisla- 
* ture is so powerful that there can be little danger 

“of the Executive encroaching upon it. 
© Mr. Erres.—If I took the same view of the 
‘operation of this law with the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, I should certainly give it my neg- 
“ative. As, however, I voted for the resolution on 
“which it is founded, and consider the law in con- 
formity with the resolution, I will assign, in a 
-few words, the reasons which will govern my 
vote. 
` We have been told that all the departments of 
Government are independent of each other. No 
' man denies the correctness of this principle. Let 
“us not interfere with the Constitutional rights of 
the other departments, nor abandon our own. 
The Executive has by the Constitution the right 
_ of nominating for office any citizen of the United 
_ States, whether an officer of the Army and Navy, 
or. not. This being a Constitutional right, he 
certainly cannot be deprived of it by law; the 
: right remains, and may be exercised if the law 
“passes; the law merely severs the civil and mili- 
tary offices, and leaves the military officer to de- 


cide whether he will vaeate his military command 
by holding or accepting a civil office; the Exec- 
utive will have the same right to appoint—the 
individual will have the same right to accept the 
civil office as heretofore, but the acceptance va- 
cates his command in the Army or Navy. If, 
then, the Executive right to appoint, and the 
right of the officer to accept, remains after the 
passage of this law, how can gentlemen contend 
that the Constitutional right of appointment is 
parrowed? All the difficulty on the present occa- 
sion arises from the law being made to bear on 
the Constitutional right of appointment. It is 
intended to operate only on offices in the Army 
or Navy which are created by law, to the tenure 
of which we may annex such conditions as the 
public good may require. Under the Constitu- 
tion we have a right to prescribe rules for the 
government of the Army or Navy. In passing 
this law we add a new clause to the articles of 
war, viz: That an officer of the Army or Navy 
shall not hold or accept a civil office. Do gentle- 
men really suppose that we have no right to 
make this rule? If we can say that an officer 
shall not get drunk, that he shall have short hair, 
a coat of a certain form; that he shall not absent 
himself from his duty; or if we can in fact an- 
nex any other condition calculated to insure to 
the public his services, why may we not declare 
by law that he shall not hold or accept a civil 
office, he shall forfeit his military. command? 
The public welfare is the basis of the rules for 
the government of the Army and Navy; we have 
a right to prescribe such rules as the public good 
requires, and it is our duty to establish such as 
will insure to us the services of our military offi- 
cersin that station to which they are appointed. 
But we are told we are about to remove from 
office a civil officer by law. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania has read the clause of the Consti- 
tution which provides for the removal of civil 
officers by impeachment. This law is not to ope- 
rate on civil but on military officers; civil officers, 
it is true, are removed by impeachment—military 
officers by such forms as we think proper to pre- 
scribe by law; the operation of this law will be 
precisely the same with any other new rule pre- 
scribed for the government of the Army or Navy. 
Suppose we were to pass a law that any officer 
found drunk after the Ist of July next shall for- 
feit his office—his having been drunk before would 
not subject him to the penalty of the law—but 
his being drunk after the first of July next would 
deprive him of his office. Apply this to the case 
of a civil officer. An officer of the Army or 
Navy having accepted a civil office, or holding a 
civil office, does not at present vacate his military 
office; the reason is obvious—there is no law 
against it. If, however, after the first of July 
next, he accepts or continues to hold a civil office, 
he forfeits his military command under the new 
article of war which this law establishes. The 
law severs the two offices, declares them incom- 
patible with each other, and leaves the individual 
free to make his election. As to the general prin- 
ciple that the civil and military ought to be sep- 
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arate and distinct, I have no doubt. If the prin- 
ciple is correct, the law ought to extend to all 
Cases, not only such as may hereafter arise, but 
to those which at present exist. 

Mr. Svanrorp supported, and Messrs. FIND- 
LEY and SLoan opposed the bill; when the ques- 
tion was taken by yeas and nays on the passage 
of the bill—yeas 64, nays 34, as follows : 

Yxas— Willis Alston, Isaac Anderson, Burwell Bas- 
sett, George M. Bedinger, Silas Betton, John Blake, jr., 
Thomas Blount, William Butler, Levi Casey, John Clai- 
borne, Christopher Clark, Joseph Clay, Matthew Clay, 
John Dawson, Elias Earle, Peter Early, James Elliot, 
Caleb Ellis, William Ely, John W. Eppes, James M. 
Garnett, Peterson Goodwyn, Edwin Gray, Seth Hast- 
' ings, David Holmes, John G. Jackson, Walter Jones, 
Michael Lieb, Matthew Lyon, Duncan McFarland, 


Robert Marion, Josiah Masters, Nicholas R. Moore, į 
Thomas Moore, Jeremiah Morrow, John Morrow, Gur- | 


don S. Mumford, Thomas Newton, jr, Gideon Olin, 
Josiah. Quincy, John Randolph, Thomas M. Randoph, 
John Rea of Pennsylvania, Jacob Richards, Thomas 
Sammons, Thomas Sandford, Martin G. Schuneman, 
John Cotton Smith, John Smith; Samuel Smith, 
Thomas Spalding, Richard Stanford, Lewis B. Stur- 
ges, Samuel Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Philip R. 
Thompson, Thomas W. Thompson, Uri Tracy, Abram 
Trigg, Robert Whitehill, David R. Williams, Alexan- 
der Wilson, Richard Winn, and Joseph Winston. 

Naxs—David Bard, Joseph Barker, Barnabas Bid- 
well John. Chandler, Jacob Crowninshield, Richard 
Cutts, Ezra Darby, Ebenezer Elmer, William Find- 
ley, John Fowler, Andrew Gregg, Isaiah L. Green, 
James Kelly, William McCreery, Jeremiah Nelson, 
Timothy Pitkin, jr., John Pugh, John Rea of Ten- 
nessee, John Russell, Peter Sailly, Ebenezer Seaver, 
James Sloan, John Smilie, Henry Southard, Joseph 
Stanton, David Thomas, Philip Van Cortlandt, Killian 
K. Van Rensselaer, Joseph B. Varnum, Peleg Wads- 
worth, John Whitehill, Eliphalet Wickes, Marmaduke 
Williams, and Nathan Williams. 


PUBLIC DEBT. 


Mr. J. Ranpoupn, from the committee of con- 
ference, appointed on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses to the act to repeal so much of any act 
or acts, as authorize the receipt of evidences of 
the public debt, in payment for lands of the United 
States; and for other purposes relative to the 
public debt—made a report. 

The House took up this report, which recom- 
mended to the House the receding from their 
amendment, to strike out that part of the original 
bill which authorized the appointment of an agent, 
with power to make purchases of the public debt 
by open purchase, and allowing him one quarter of 
one per cent. on all purchases made by him. 

A short debate took place on receding—Messrs. 
J. Cray, and Quincy supported; and Mr. J.C. 
Smiru opposed receding—which was disagreed 
to—-yeas 35, nays 38. 

When, on motion of Mr. J. Ranvoupn, the House 
resolved to insist on their amendment. 


SATURDAY, April 12. 
Mr. Josern Cray, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, to whom were referred, yesterday, the 


amendments of the Senate to the bill making ap- 
propriations for the support of Government, for 
the year one thousand eight hundred and six, made 


„a report thereon: Whereupon, 


Resolved, That this House do agree to the first 
of the said amendments. 

Resolved, That this House doth disagree to all 
other of the said amendments, and desire a con- 
ference with the Senate on the subject-matter 
thereof; and do appoint Mr. Josera Cray, Mr. 
MoseLy, and Mr. Rocer NELSON, managers at 
the said conference, on their part. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill making further appropria- 
tion towards completing the south wing of the 
Capitol, at the City of Washington. The bill 
was reported with an amendment thereto; which 
was twice read, and agreed to by the House, 

Ordered, That the said bill, with the amend- 
ment, be engrossed, and read the third time to-day. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill sent from the Senate, en- 
titled “An act for the relief of Gilbert C. Russell.” 
The bil! was reported without amendment, and 
read the third time, and passed. ‘ 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill making appropriations for 
carrying into effect certain Indian treaties. The 
bill was reported without amendment, and ordered 
to be engrossed, and read the third time on Mon- 
day next. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill making appropriations for 
carrying into effect a treaty between the United 
Statesand the Chickasaw tribe of Indians. The bill. 
was reported with several amendments thereto ; 
which were severally twice read, and agreed to by 
the House. 

Ordered, That the said bill, with the amend- 
ments, be engrossed, and read the third time on 
Monday next. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill respecting the claims to 
land in the Indiana Territory, and State of Ohio. 
The bill was reported with several amendments 
thereto; which were severally twice read, and 
agreed to by the House. 

Ordered, That the said bill, with the amend- 
ments, be engrossed, and read the third time on 
Monday next. 

An engrossed bill making further provision to- 
wards completing the south wing of the Capitol, 
at the City of Washington, was read the third 
time, and passed. : 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole, on the bill to suspend the sale of cer- 
tain lands in the State of Ohio and Indiana Ter- 
titory. 

The bill suspends the sale of lands on which in- 
stalments are due, until the first of October next. 

A motion of Mr. Lyon to extend the time till 
February the first, was lost. 

The Committee rose, and reported the bill with- 
out amendment, which was reada third time and 
passed—yeas 66. ae ; 
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A bill prescribing the effect in each State. of 
the records of judgments and decrees of the courts 
of records of every other State, was read the third 
time. 

Messrs. KeLLy and Rura of Tennessee opposed 
its passage; when the question was taken, and the 
bili passed—yeas 67, nays 18, as follows: 

. Yeas—Evan Alexander, Willis Alston, jun., Isaac 
Anderson, Joseph Barker, Burwell Bassett, Barnabas 
Bidwell, Robert Brown, William Butler, Levi Casey, 
John Chandler, John Claiborne, Christopher Clark, 
John Clopton, Frederick Conrad, Jacub Crowninshield, 
John Davenport, jun., John Dawson, Elias Earle, Peter 
Early, James Elliot, Caleb Ellis, William Ely, William 
Findley, James Fisk, James M. Garnett, Peterson 
Goodwyn, Isaiah L. Green, Silas Halsey, Seth Hastings, 
David Hough, Thomas Kenan, Michael Leib, Joseph 
< Lewis, jr, Duncan McFarland, Patrick Magruder, 
Robert Marion, William McCreery, Nicholas R. Moore, 
> Thomas Moore, Jeremiah Morrow, John Morrow, Gur- 
+ don S. Mumford, Roger Nelson, Gideon Olin, Timothy 
: Pitkin, jun., John Pugh, Thomas M. Randolph, Jacob 
Richards, Peter Sailly, Ebenezer Scaver, James Sloan, 
ohn Cotton Smith, Samuel Smith, Henry Southard, 
Thomas Spalding, Benjamin Tallmadge, Samuel Ten- 
ney, David Thomas, Philip R. Thompson, Thomas W. 
Thompson, Uri Tracy, Joseph B. Varnum, Peleg Wads- 
worth, John Whitehill, Nathan Williams, Richard 
Winn, and Joseph Winston. 
| WNays—George M. Bedinger, Silas Betton, Matthew 

Clay, Samuel W. Dana, Ezra Darby, Charles Golds- 
borough, Andrew Gregg, James Kelly, John Rhea of 
Tennessee, Thomas Sandford, Martin G. Schuneman, 
John Smilie, John Smith, Samuel Taggart, Killian K. 
Van Rensselaer, Robert Whitehill, Eliphalet Wickes, 
; and Alexander Wilson. 


PROTECTION OF MERCHANT VESSELS. 


The House went intoa Committee of the Whole 
on the bill concerning the further safeguard of 
merchant vessels in the vicinity of the United 
States. The first section of the bill was read as 
follows: 
| Be it enacted, by the Senate and House of Repre- 
| sentatives of the United States of America, in Con- 
gress assembled, That it shall be lawful for the Pre- 
sident of the United States, whenever he shall deem it 
expedient, to prohibit the exercise of hostilities against 
merchant vessels in any of the roads, or places of an- 
chorage, near the ports and harbors ofthe United States, 
and also in any of the tracts of sea within the principal 
headlands on the coasts of the United States; and to re- 
quire all foreign armed ships, or vessels of whatever de- 
scription, to abstain from seizing, annoying, or molest- 
ing, any merchant vessels, within any of the spaces 
and precincts aforesaid. 

Mr. CRowNINSHIELD moved to amend the sec- 
tion by extending the contemplated protection to 
“American citizens or other persons.” 

Mr. Dana considered.the amendment superflu- 
ous, as the section provided against molesting mer- 
chant vessels; he was of opinion that the im- 
pressment of seamen would be a molestation. 

‘Mr. Crowninsutzco held a different opinion as 
to the construction of the section—which only pro- 
vided against molesting merchant vessels. 


en 


Mr. Exy expressed himself of the same opinion 
with Mr. Dana. 

After some further conversation, Mr. Crownin- 
SHIELD withdrew his amendment, and submitted 


-it under a new modification; in which shape it 


was disagreed to, under the idea that it was.su- 
perfluous. 

On motion of Mr. Jackson, the section was so 
amended, as to apply the provision to all vessels 
whatever. 


After some other amendments, the committee 
rose, and the billas amended in Committee of the 
Whole was ordered toa third reading on Monday. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATIONS. 


The bill making appropriations for the support 
of the Navy was read the third time. 

Mr. J. C. Smrru moved to recommit it, for the 
purpose of restoring the provision for completing 
the marine barracks at the City of Washington, 
the amount of expense attending which, he un- 
derstood, had been already partly expended. 

Mr. Conran hoped the bill would not be re- 
committed, as he believed the provision unneces- 
sary, and as it had been struck out by a large ma- 
jority. 

Mr. J. C. Smita said, he presumed if the ex- 
pense had been already incurred, the House would 
not object to providing for it. 

Mr. Quincy said, he bad received like informa-. 
tion. He had not conversed with the chairman 
of the Committee of Waysand Means on the sub- 
ject, but he had with other members of the com- 
mittee, and had found them all of opinion that 
this item ought to be restored. He understood 
that a part of the sum had been already expended. 

The motion to recommit the bill having ob- 
tained—yeas 54—the House went into a Commit- 
tee of the Whole, Mr. J. C. Smita in the Chair. 


Mr. J. Cuay observed, that since the House had 
agreed to strike out the provision for completing 
the barracks, he bad understood that more money 
had been applied to this purpose than had been 
appropriated, and that it had been drawn from 
the private funds of one of the officers, under an 
understanding with the Head of the Department. 
He, therefore, moved to restore the item “for 
completing the marine barracks at the City of 
Washington, three thousand five hundred dollars.” 

Mr. D. R. Wruuiams said, he should not make 
any objection to. this motion. He would only 
call the attention of the House to the regard they 
had heretofore manifested to specific appropria- 
tions, under the hope that something would be 
done to circumscribe contingencies. He believed 
that this particular sum had been expended much 
to the interest of the country. 

Mr. Lure said, he was not very fond of making 
appropriations in this way—for particular officers 
to run into unauthorized expenditures, and then 
to call on Congress to make good the deficiency. 
Is this a provision for completing the house for 
the commandant? Is that the marine barracks ? 
If not, then under what appropriation is it made? 
Is it under that of contingencies? Look at the 


buildings at the navy yard; is all this expense in- 
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curred out-of the contingent fund? If it is not, 
it is not authorized by law. Mr. L. said, he did 
not know that he should make any objection to 
this item; but he thought it full time to check 
this loose mode of procedure. 

Mr. R. Netson said, he did not understand the 
force of the reasoning of the gentlemen from 
South Carolina and Pennsylvania. Both had 
made a great show of liberality, by saying they 
‘would not oppose this particular appropriation, 
at the same that they condemned the course of 
proceeding, and represented the country as cry- 
ing aloud at this kind of expenditure, before an 
appropriation was made tocover it. He believed, 
however, that it was almost next to impossible 
that the money should be misapplied. The esti- 
mates were made, the money appropriated; and 
when, in the application of it, either from the rise 
of materials, or other unexpected circumstances, 
they found a particular object unfinished, was 
it right to suffer it to be exposed to the weather, 
and not done for the want af a few thousand 
dollars; and like a young spendthrift, only half 
build his house, and let it fallin ruins? Mr. N. 
said, he should rather suppose the gentleman de- 
served credit for asking a less sum than was ne- 
cessary, and trusting to the honor of Congress to 
supply any deficiency that might arise. 

It had been inquired, if the expense of this build- 
ing was not paid out of the contingent fund? Mr. 
N. said, he did not know how this was; but he 
did know that a great part of the work had been 
done by the soldiery ; and for that he thought the 
officer deserved the applause of the House and 
the public, instead of their censure. 

Mr. D. R. Wiutams said, he had not dropt any 
such expression as had been intimated. : He had 
felt no censure; he had expressed none. If h 
had expressed any opinion of this officer, it was 
that this sum had been economically expended. 
He observed that much noise had been hereto- 
fore made about expenses incurred before an ap- 
propriation for them; and he was much mista- 
ken if the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. Ner- 
son) had not assisted in making it. 

Mr. Dana said, he was in favor of this appro- 

riation. But he believed the gentleman from 

outh Carolina was correct in saying that much 
noise had heretofore been made about adhering 
to specific appropriations. He had, however, never 
had much faith in this doctrine. And as to the 
Navy, especially, he believed the thing was unat- 
tainable; and less money was required for gen- 
eral than for specific appropriations. He believ- 
ed, however, that there need not be much talk on 
this appropriation, when they had recently made 
an appropriation of two millions of dollars with- 
out any specification of the object. 

The question was then put, and the motion of 
Mr. J. Clay was agreed to without a division. 

Mr. D. R. Wittiams said, he wished so to 
modify that part of the bill which appropriated 
four hundred and eleven thousand nine hundred 
and fifty dollars “ for repair of vessels, store rent, 
pay of armorers, freight, and other contingent ex- 
penses,” as to separate the items; to give the De- 


partment all it asked, but fix a particular sum to 

eachitem. He held, he said, the report of the Sec- 

retary of the Navy in his hand, and if he was dis- 

posed to be ill-natured, he could make a handle 

of it. But his opposition was to the system, not 

to the man; for, if he was correctly informed, the 

motives on which the gentleman went into office. 
were honorable to him. To gain his object he 

would move to strike out this provision. 

Mr. Conrap opposed the motion, and remarked 
that the expenditure under one item might fall 
short of the sum appropriated, which would require 
that the deficiency should be made up from the 
surplus of another. 

Mr. Dana said, this amendment was warranted 
by the former usage of the House, and the mes- 
sage of the President of the United States. At 
the first session of the seventh Congress the Pres- 
ident had observed that— 

“In our care, too, of the public contributions entrusted 
to our direction, it would be prudent to multiply barriers “ 
against their dissipation, by appropriating specific sums 
to every specific purpose susceptible of definition ; by 
disallowing all applications of money, varying from the 
appropriation in object, or transcending it in amount, by 


reducing the undefined field of contingencies, and there- ` 
by circumscribing discretionary powers over money.” 


This opinion had been given five years ago; 
and they might now infer that it had been found 
that it could not be carried into effect, as to the 
military or naval service. Mr. D. said, he con- 
sidered the gentleman from South Carolina as 
bringing up this question directly before the House: 
Will you adhere to specific appropriations, or will 
you abaidean them? Mr. D. said, he had never 
been in favor of them in relation to the Navy or 


y: 

Mr. R. Neuson said that, like the gentleman 

from South Carolina, he had been very early in 

favor of specific appropriations. The message 

which had been read, was founded in good sense, 

and met his approbation; but it had never been. 
intended to apply the recommendations it con- 

tained to such a case as this; and it was totally 

impossible to make the navy efficient if sucha 
specification were to be made. Did the gentle- 

man know how the accounts of the public vessels 

ata distance were kept? He had gained some’ 
information on this point from navy men. The. 
vessels in the Mediterranean were exposed to va- 

rious expenses. The captain drew a bill on the 

navy agent in London, or at some other place. 

This was sent to the Secretary of the Navy, who 

did not know for what the amount had been ex- 

pended, till the vessel returned to the United 
States, when the account was settled. So that it: 
was impossible for them, sitting here in Wash~ 

ington, to tell for what the amounts of these bills 

had been expended. If they appropriated specifi- 

cally for every object of expenditure, the over 

sum for each object must lie, although wanted 

for another object, tor which a sufficient sum had 

not been appropriated. Thus much, required to 

be done, must remain undone; for, although 

money enough might have been appropriated, it 

could not be got at for the purpose for which it 
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was wanted.. This result would be inevitable. 
Besides, in military affairs, it was impossible to 
calculate with precision. Ten thousand things 
might arise which could not be anticipated by 
any human wisdom. It followed that, although 
an adherence to specific appropriations was highly 
desirable in all cases where it was practicable, as 
in meeting. civil expenses, yet that, for military 
purposes, they must necessarily go on in the old 
way. 7 ` 

The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. D. R. Wit.iams, which was disagreed to— 
yeas 32, nays 51—when the Committee rose, and 
reported the bill, which was passed without a di- 
vision. 

[The following is the report of the Secretary of 
the Navy, alluded to in the above.] f 

Navy Dsranrmenr, April 11, 1806. 


Sır: In compliance with the resolution of the House 
of Representatives, I herewith transmit to you, to be laid 
before them, paper A, which specifies the several sums of 
money, respectively, wanted for repairs of vessels, for 
store rent, for pay of armorers, for freight, and for con- 
tingent expenses of the Navy forthe year 1806. 

The estimate for repairs, as well as for the other 
items in this statement, is obviously, altogether conjec- 
tural. Universal experience has ascertained that prac- 
tical men, however conversant in naval’ architecture, 
ean form no precise opinion from a revious survey 
of a ship requiring repair of consequence, as to the ex- 
tent and cost of such repair. The sum stated as ne- 
cessary may not, and I hope will not, be wanted. In 
such case, it of course will not be expended. But I 
have deemed it expedient to estimate for the largest 
sum that I have reason to apprehend, in any state of 
things, may be required. ThisI have done as a meas- 
ure of precaution, and under an impression that, at all 
times, and especially at a crisis like the present, all the 
frigates and other vessels of the Navy ought to be com- 
pletely prepared for service at any moment Govern- 
ment may have occasion for them. 

Jam, respectfully, sir, your obedient servant, : 

ROBERT SMITH. 

Hon. Naraanzer Macon. 


Estimate of the sums necessary to be appropriated for 
repairs of vessels, store rent, pay of armorers, freight, 
and. contingent expenses of the Navy, for the year 
1806, prepared in obedience to the resolution of the 
House of Representatives of the 10th April, 1806 - 


For repairs of vessels—This item comprises the ex- 
pense of procuring the necessary timber, masts, yards, 
copper, iron, anchors, cables, standing and running 
rigging, canvass, &c., the making and repairing the ne- 
cessary boats of a ship, water casks, &c., and the pro- 
fessional and manual labor, required for the purpose of 
repairing, and keeping in repair, all the vessels of what- 
ever description, belonging to the Navy of the United 
States - - - - - - - 303,300 
For store rent, in the Mediterranean, the Uni- 

ted States, and elsewhere, - “ - 
For pay of armorers - - 2 - - 
For freight—This item comprises the expense | 

of transporting, in the United States, and 
from the United States to the Mediterrane- 
an, timber, masts, yards, plank, cordage, 


3,500 
650 


canvass, powder, ball, beef, pork, flour, bread, 
spirits, molasses, peas, suet, butter, and ev- 
ery other description of articles required, 
either for the repairs of vessels, or the main- 
tenance of the crews of vessels - - - 
For contingent expenses—This item com- 
prises commissions to agents in foreign 
countries and the United States, officers’ 
travelling expenses, the expense of nauti- 
cal instruments, chests, books, models, draw- 
ings, signals, lanterns, lamps, oil, fuel, can- 
dles, hammocks, trumpets, glass, cisterns, 
cans, mess kids, buckets, axes, gridirons, 
tea kettles, shovels, tongs, charcoal, sulphur, 
saltpetre, fire engines, bread bags, and an 
infinite variety of other such articles - - 


60,000 


45,000 


$412,450 


Monpay, April 14. 


An engrossed bill respecting claims to land in 
the Indiana Territory and State of Ohio was read 
the third time, and passed. 

An engrossed bill making appropriations for 
carrying into effect certain Indian treaties was 
read the third time, and passed. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have agreed to the resolution of 
this House, of the eighth instant, fixing a day for 
the adjournment of the two Houses of Congress, 
with an amendment; to which they desire the 
concurrenceofthis House. The Senatehaveagreed 
to the conference desired by this House on the 
subject-matter of the amendments depending be- 
tween the two Houses to the bill, entitled “An 
act making appropriations for the support of Gov- 
ment for the year one thousand eight hundred and 
six,” and have appointed managers on their part. 
The Senate have passed the bill, entitled “An act 
authorizing a detachment from the militia of the 
United States,” with an amendment; to whigh 
they desire the concurrence of this House. ¢ 

The House proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments proposed by the Senate, to the resolution 
fixing a day for the adjournment of the two 
Houses of Congress; and the said amendment 
being to strike out the words “Wednesday, the 
sixteenth,” and, in lieu thereof, to insert the words 
Monday, the twenty-first,” was, on the question 
put thereupon, agreed to by the House. 

A Message was received from the President of 
the United States communicating information in 
relation to our affairs with Tunis. The Message 
was read, and referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, 


PROTECTION OF MERCHANT VESSELS. 


An engrossed bill concerning the further safe- 
guard of merchant vessels in the vicinity of the 
United States, was read the third time; and on 
the question that the same do pass, it was resolved 
in the affirmative—yeas 87, nays 5, as follows: 

Yras—Willis Alston, jr., David Bard, Joseph Bar 
ker, George M. Bedinger, Barnabas Bidwell, John 
Blake, jr., Thomas Blunt, Robert Brown, Levi Casey 
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John Chandler, John Claiborne, Chrietopher Clark, 
Matthew Clay, John Clopton, Frederick Conrad, Rich- 
ard Cutts, Samuel W. Dana, Ezra Darby, John Da- 
venport, jr., John Dawson, Elias Earle, James Elliot, 
Ebenezer Elmer, William Ely, John W. Eppes, Wil- 
liam Findley, James Fisk, John Fowler, James M. 
Garnett, Charles Goldsborough, Peterson Goodwyn, 
Andrew Gregg, Isaiah L. Green, Silas Halsey, John 
Hamilton, Seth Hastings, David Holmes, David Hough, 
James Kelly, John Lambert, Michael Leib, Jos. Lewis, 
jr. Matthew Lyon, Patrick Magruder, Robert Marion, 
Josiah Masters, Nicholas R. Moore, Thomas Moore, 
John Morrow, Jonathan O. Mosely, Jeremiah Nelson, 
Roger Nelson, Gideon Olin, Timothy Pitkin, junior, 
John Pugh, Josiah Quincy, Jacob Richards, John Rus- 
sell, Peter Sailly, Thomas Sammons, Thomas Sand- 
ford, Martin G. Schuneman, James Sloan, John Smilie, 
John Smith, Samuel Smith, Richard Stanford, Joseph 
Stanton, Samuel Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Sam- 
uel Tenney, David Thomas, Philip R. Thompson, 
Thomas W. Thompson, Uri Tracy, Philip Van Cort- 
land, Killian K. Van. Rensselaer, Joseph B. Varnum, 
Peleg Wadsworth, John Whitehill, Robert Whitehill, 
Marmaduke Williams, Nathan Williams, Alexander 
Wilson, Richard Winn, and Joseph Winston. 

Nars—Peter Early, John Rea of Pennsylvania, 
John Rhea of Tennessee, Abram Trigg, and David R. 
Williams. 


DUTY ON SALT. 


Mr. J. Ranporeru said he was about to call the 
attention of the House to a subject which he 
should not have probably brought into view, but 
for the change wrought in the state of the reve- 
nue, in consequence of the peace with Tripoli. 
Among the different articles from which moneys 
were drawn, there was none so heavily burdened 
as salt; and it would be recollected that it was one 
of the necessaries of life, and an article, the free 
use and consumption of which was of material 
importance to the agriculture of the country. Two 
acts had been: passed laying a duty on this article. 
It was no new thing to wish—it was, indeed, ex- 
ti€mely desirable to diminish, if not to take off 
this duty, and for that purpose, he submitted the 
following resolution : 

Resolued, That the Committee of Ways and Means 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of repeal- 
ing so much of any act as lays a duty on salt; and to 
report such provision as may, in their opinion, be cal- 
culated to meet the deficiency occasioned by that repeal. 


Mr. Tuomas said the Committee of Ways and 
Means, of which the gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. J. Ranpours). who has made the motion, 
was and still is Chairman, were instructed by this 
House in the early part of last session, on a motion 
which he had the honor then to submit, to inquire 
into the expediency of reducing the duty on salt, 
and, if he recollected right, they were directed to 
report by bill, or otherwise; but, from some cause 
or other, to him unknown, that committee: had 
never yet made any report on that subjeet Cour- 
tesy might induce him to impute this neglect to 


the multiplicity of business put into the hands of 


the members of that committee. 


He, Mr. T., always considered the duty on this 


article too high, and falling particularly heavy 


on the agricultural part of the community. It 
was now, and always had been his wish, to reduce 
it as soon as our revenue would permit, if consis- 
tent with the provisions made for paying off our 
national debt, and meeting the other exigencies of 
Government. 
ever, to discover that the present situation of our 
revenue, and the calls on Government for expend- 
iture, together with the present aspect of our for- 
eign relations, warranted this measure more now 
than last year. 
Barbary Powers up the Mediterranean had ceased, 
but it was also true, that the two and a half per 
cent. additional duty on goods paying ad valorem 
duties has likewise ceased with the peace conclud- 
ed with Tripoli. 
port of, and was more than adequate to the expense 
of that war. 


For his part, he wasata loss, how- 


It was true that the war with the 


This duty was laid for the sup- 


He repeated that he was in favor of reducing 


the duty on salt whenever we could part with so 
much of our revenue. He regretted, however, 
that the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Ran- 
DOLPH) had not brought this subject up at an ear- 
lier period of the session, when it might have 
been in our power to have examined into it, and, 
if found practicable, to have reduced the duty. 
But, as the gentleman is himself Chairman of 
the Committee, and has it in his power to act on 
it immediately, if he pleases, he hoped he (Mr. 
Ranvo.pH) would obey the instructions of the 
House when predicated on his own moticn—al- 
though he did not, when instructed by a resolu-. 
tion submitted by him, Mr. T.; and, therefore, he 


would vote for the resolution, with an expectation 
that we shall now, at least, have.a report on the 


subject. 


Mr. J. Ranpoupu said he had but two or three: 
words to offer on the subject. of the motion, said 
to have been offered during the last year, on this 
point. He hada distinet recollection of sucha 


motion having been offered, and he also recollect- 


ed that he had told the mover of it that it was 
not then possible to take off the duty upon salt, 
inasmuch as they had, only the session preceding, 


been compelled to raise additional revenue for the* 


purpose of carrying on the Tripolitan war. He 
did not recollect whether the resolution had been 
agreed to by the House. But, it would be recol- 
lected, that during the latter part of the session, 
the most active members of the Committee of. 
Ways and Means were almost exclusively engag- 
ed in conducting an impeachment pending before 
the other branch of the Legislature. If the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means had failed in their 
duty to make a report, the House would perceive’ 


ie? sys digests Gece aS pik ain as hag i tase igig retin aa aire Seating «gage i asap pe ee phen Sane dete or n T a a a 


that it was on one of those trivial motions which. % 


had been made under circumstances that did not- 


entitle it to respect; for, when it was considered’ 


that they had. recently been obliged to resort to ` 
‘new taxes for carrying on an existing war, it could 
‘not have been expected that they were in a situa~ 


tion to dispense with old ones. The reason why 


‘this resolution had not been brought forward at. 
¿an earlier period of the session, Mr. R. said, was» 
F most obvious. 


He had not heard of the conclu» 
sion of peace with Tripoli till Saturday, and this 
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was, therefore, the earliest occasion that offered 
for making it. 
Mr. Cuanpuer said he hoped the motion would 


prevail. He had himself contemplated making a 


similar motion. 
© Mr. SmiLw likewise supported the motion. 


Mr. Arsron said he heartily concurred in the 


propriety of taking off the duty on salt; but he 
thought the House ought previously to know what 


equivalent could be brought forward. This sub- 


ject had been thought of before this proposition 


had been submitted, and the continuation of the 
duty of two anda half per cent. had been con- 
sidered an advisable substitute. But, he had doubts 


of the propriety of the direction proposed to be 
given to this business. 
tion, together with that offered by a gentleman 
from Massachusetts, should go hand in hand with 
each other; whether they went to the Committee 
of the whole House, or to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, was immaterial tohim.. That if one 
of these sources of revenue was given up, the 
other should be, at the same time, substituted in 
room of it. He said he did not know in what 
situation the resolution offered by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts was, which he would wish to 
‘know before he voted on this resolution. 

A Member observed that the House had never 
agreed to consider it. 

Mr. Tuomas said, as the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia appeared to have forgotten that the Commit- 
tee of which he was Chairman were instructed to 
inquire into the expediency of reducing the duty on 
salt, in the early part of the last session, he wished 
the Clerk to read that part of the Journal. The 


resolution, he said, passed about the first day of 


December. 

Mr. J. Ranvopa said he certainly did not deny 
the existence of such a resolution. He had only 
-Observed that he did not recollect having received 
“it from the Clerk. 

The Clerk read the resolution offered last ses- 
sion by Mr. Tuomas, on the 7th of December, 
1804, which was such as he had stated, and which 
appeared to have received the sanction of the 
House. 

: . Mr. Auston then. moved that the resolution 
should be referred to a Committee of the Whole, 

“which, after a few words in opposition by Mr. 
Lers, was disagreed to—yeas 22; when the origi- 
nal motion obtained without a division. 


: CHICKASAW INDIANS. 

`. ‘The bill making appropriations for carrying into 
‘effect the Treaty between the United States and 
the Chickasaw tribe of Indians was read a third 
time. 

Mr. Lyon declared himself against this bill, on 
account of the provisions contained in the third 
‚section, and moved a recommitment of the bill to 
a Committee of the whole House, which was dis- 
agreed to—yeas 28. 

The question recurring on the passage of the 
bill, Mr. Quincy objected to the provisions of the 
third section; which are as follows: 

“Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That if any 

9th Con,—33 


He thought this resolu- 


person shall make, or attempt to make, a settlement on 
any of the lands thus ceded by the Cherokees and 
Chickasaws, and lying within the Mississippi Territo- 
ry; or shall, unless authorized so to do by the Surveyor 
of the Public Lands ‘south of Tennessee, survey, or at- 
tempt to survey such lands, or designate boundaries, by 
marking trees, or otherwise, such offender shall, on 
conviction thereof in any court of record of the United 
States, or of any of the Territories of the same, forfeit 
asum not less than $ » nor exceeding $ „ and 
suffer imprisonment for a term not less than 
months, nor exceeding years. And it shall, more- 
over, be lawful for the President of the United States, 
and he is hereby required to employ such military force 
as he may judge necessary, to remove from the said 
lands any person who shall make, or attempt to make, 
any settlement as aforesaid: Provided, That nothing 
herein contained shall affect persons making settle- 
ments on lands purchased from the United States in 
conformity with the preceding section of this act.” 


Whereupon, a short debate ensued, in which 
Messrs. Quincy and Lyon opposed, and Messrs. 
J. Ranvotpu, J. Cuay, and GREGG, supported the 
passage of the bill. 

The former gentlemen opposed it on account 
of the preceding provisions, which they consid- 
ered as calculated, by authorizing the use of mil- 
itary force, to prevent the legal adjustment, by 


judicial decision, of claims under individuals pre- 


tending to have good titles to a part of the country. 

The latter gentlemen contended that the power 
given to the President was not only just in itself, 
but absolutely necessary, to prevent an intrusion on 
the lands of the United States by a particular de- 
scription of the Yazoo claimants, who were repre- 
sented as having formed the purpose of establish- 
ing an extensive settlement on them, and thus cre- 
ating a force which would keep possession of the 
country in defiance of the laws of the United 
States. 

The question was then taken by yeas and nays 
on the passage of the bill—yeas 68, nays 33, as 
follows: E 

Yras—Evan Alexander, Willis Alston, junior, Isaac 
Anderson, David Bard, Burwell Bassett, George M. 
Bedinger, John Blake, junior, Thomas Blount, Robert 
Brown, William Butler, Levi Casey, John Claiborne, 
Christopher Clark, Joseph Clay, Matthew Clay, John 
Clopton, Frederick Conrad, Ezra Darby, John Dawson, 
Elias Earle, John W. Eppes, James Fisk, James M. 
Garnett, Charles Goldsborough, Peterson Goodwyn, 
Edwin Gray, Andrew Gregg, Isaiah L. Green, Silas 
Halsey, John Hamilton, David Holmes, John G. Jack- 
son, John Lambert, Michael Leib, Joseph Lewis, jr, Pat- 
rick Magruder, Robert Marion, Josiah Masters, William 
McCreery, Nicholas R. Moore, Thomas Moore, Jere- 
miah Morrow, John Morrow, Gurdon S. Mumford, 
Roger Nelson, Thomas Newton, junior, John Pugh, 
John Randolph, John Rea of Pennsylvania, Jacob 
Richards, Thomas Sammons, Thomas Sandford, James 


| Sloan, John Smilie, John Smith, Samuel Smith, Henry 


Southard, Richard Stanford, Philip R. Thompson, 
Abram Trigg, Philip Van Cortlandt, John Whitehill, 
Robert Whitehill, David R. Williams, Alexander Wil- 
son, Richard Winn, and Joseph Winston. _ 
Nars—Joseph Barker, John Chandler, Orchard 
Cook, Richard Cutts, Samuel W. Dana, John Daven- 
port, junior, James Elliot, Caleb Ellis, Ebenezer Elmer 
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William Ely, William Findley, John Fowler, Seth 
Hastings, David Hough, Matthew Lyon, Jonathan 0. 
Mosely, Jeremiah Nelson, Gideon Olin, Timothy Pit- 
kin, jr, Josiah Quincy, John Russell, Martin G. 
Schuneman, Joseph Stanton, Samuel Taggart, Benja- 
min Tallmadge, Samuel Tenney, David Thomas, Tho- 
mas W. Thompson, Uri Tracy, Killian K. Van Rens- 
selaer, Joseph B. Varum, Peleg Wadsworth, and 
Nathan Williams. 


PUBLIC DEBT. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill supplementary to the act, 
entitled “An act making provision for the redemp- 
tion of the whole public debt of the United States.” 

Mr. Varnum considered the objects contempla- 
ted by this bill too important, and the subject too 
abstruse, to be likely, at so late a period of the ses- 
‘sion, to command that attention they merited; and 
therefore moved that the Committee should rise, 
with a view to postponing the farther considera- 
tion of the bill to the next session. - 

Messrs. TaLuMapGE and Quincy supported, and 
Messrs. J, Cuay and J. RanpoLps opposed this 
motion, which was disagreed to—yeas 32, nays 42; 
when the bill was considered by sections, and some 
progress made in it, when the Committee rose, and 
‘had leave to sit again. ` 


Turspay, April 15. 


The House proceeded to consider the amend- 
ment preposed by the Senate to the bill, entitled 
“An act authorizing a detachment from the militia 
of the United States:” Whereupon, 

Resolved, That this House do agree to the said 
amendment. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed the bill, entitled “An 
act supplementary to the act, entitled ‘An act to 
extend jurisdiction, in certain cases, to the Ter- 
ritorial Courts,” with several amendments; to 
which they desire the concurrence of this House. 
The Senate have passed a bill, entitled “An act 
for the regulation of the times of holding the 
Courts of the District of Columbia, and for other 
‘purposes; to which they desire the concurrence of 
‘this House. 

‘The House proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments proposed by the Senate to the bill, entitled 
“An act supplementary to the act, entitled ‘An 
act to extend jurisdiction, in certain cases, to the 
Territorial Courts: Whereupon, 

Resolved, That this House do agree to the said 
amendments. 

The bill sent from the Senate, entitled “An act 
for the regulation of the times of holding the 
Courts of the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes,” was read twice and committed to a 
Committee of the Whole to-morrow. 

Mr. Josera Cuay, from the committee appoint- 
ed.on the part of this House to attend a confer- 
ence with the Senate on the subject-matter of the 
amendments depending between the two Houses 

o the bill, entitled “An act making appropriations 
or the support of Government, for the year one 


thousand eight hundred and six,” made a report 
thereon ; which was read and ordered to lie on the 
table. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have agreed to the arrangement 
proposed by the joint committee of conference 
touching the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill, entitled “An act making appropriations for 
the support of Government for the year one thou- 
sand eight hundred and six;” they recede from 
their fourth, sixth, seventh, eighth, tenth, and 
twelfth, and insist on their fifth, ninth, eleventh, 
thirteenth, fourteenth, and fifteenth amendments 
to the said bill. 

The House proceeded to consider the said mes- 
sage: Whereupon, 

Resolved, That this House do recede from their 
disagreement to the amendments insisted on by 
the Senate, and do agree to the amendment and 
modification of all the other amendments proposed 
by the Senate to the said bill. 

A Message was received from the President of 
the United States, transmitting a treaty concluded 
with the Piankeshaw Indians, for extinguishing 
their claim to the country between the Wabash 
and Kaskaskia cessions. x 

The Message was read, and, together with the 
treaty transmitted therewith, referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole, on the bill sent from the Senate, enti- 
tled “An act to regulate and fix the compensation 
of clerks, and for other purposes.” The bill was 
reported with several amendments. 

Ordered, That the said amendments, together 
with the bill, do lie on the table. 7 

Mr. Joun Ranvowpu, from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, presented a bill repealing the 
acts laying duties on salt, and continuing in force, 
for a further time, the first section of the act, en- 
titled “An act further to protect the commerce 


and seamen of the United States against the Bar- 


bary Powers ;” which was read twice, and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the whole House to- 
morrow. : 

The Spreaxer laid before the House the follow- 
ing letter from the Secretary of the Treasury; 
which was read and laid on the table: 


Treasury Deranruenrt; April 15, 1806. 


Sır: In answer to the request contained in the 
resolution of the House of Representatives of the 8th 
instant, I have the honor respectfully to state, that “no 
application has been made to draw money from the 
Treasury for the purchase of the Floridas before an ap- 
propriation made by law for that purpose.” - 

The circumstances which may have produced an 
impression that such an application had ibeen made, 
being unconnected with any matter pertaining to the 
duties of the office of Secretary of the Treasury, are 
not presumed to come within the scope of the informa- 
tion received from this Department by the House. 

I have the honor to be, with great respect, sir, your 
obedient servant, . 

ALBERT GALLATIN. 


The Hon. the Srzaxzn of the House of Representa- 
- tives. l 
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The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill “for fortifying the ports 
and harbors of the United States, and for building 
gunboats.” 

The first section was read, as follows: 

Sxc. 1. That a sum of money not exceeding $150,- 
000, in addition to the sums heretofore appropriated, 
shall be, and the same is hereby appropriated, to enable 
the President of the United States to cause the ports 
and harbors of the United States to be better fortified 
and protected. 

Mr. D. R. Wittrams moved to strike out the 
first section of the bill. 

Mr. McCreery.—Mr. Chairman: I shall not 
only vote against striking out the first section of 
this bill, but mean to renew the motion made in 
‘Committee of the Whole by the gentleman from 
| Virginia, (Mr. Dawson,) to appropriate $500,000 
| for the building of three frigates. 

When we take into consideration the present 
| unsettled state of Europe, the great and promis 
| 


importance of our commerce, and the defenceless 
State it is in, can any man think of lessening the 
very small protection afforded to it by the nation? 
‘Will our constituents not be shocked at the small 
attention that is paid to such an immense property? 
Sir, the stake is too great to be trifled with. Ac- 
cording to the report laid on your table a few days 
‘ago by the Secretary of the Treasury, our exports 
amounted to upwards of ninety-five millions of 
dollars for the last year, but as they commonly 
exceed our exports, both together must amount to 
nearly two hundred millions, to which I add, for 
one million tons of shipping, fifty millions, which 
gives an active property of near two hundred and 
‘fifty millions of dollars belonging to our fellow- 
citizens; the greater part of which is almost con- 
Stantly exposed to depredations. 

Now, sir, according to an estimation which I 
shave made of fifteen per cent. gain on our imports 
and exports, and of twenty dollars per ton, carried 
annually by our shipping, it appears that our mer- 
chants have brought more wealth into the nation. 
‘last year, than all our native produce and mane 
ufactures, which were exported the same year, 
amounted to. I therefore appeal to the good sense 
and candor of this House, whether it is consistent 
with the duty we owe our constituents to abandon 
such an interest. 

” When this subject of our carrying trade, as it is 
“called, was lately before the House, some gentle- 
men gave it credit for about $800,000, which 
arose from the system of debentures. The same 
jtem in the last report is, I believe, stated at one 
million and a half. But this, sir, in comparison 
to the other immense advantages of our trade, I 
consider as mere drippings in the pan; and I only 
mention it now in order to show to the House the 
manner im which it arises, because it will be a 
- Gomplete refutation of all those little insinuations 

„gross charges lately uttered on this floor 
inst that part of the community. 
reeably to the system of drawback, all goods 
imported, which pay a duty, are entitled to deben- 


ture on being re-exported, provided they remain 
in the same package, and are not altered. There- 
fore, if a merchant on examining his goods, which 
he commonly does, is tempted to dispose of a piece 
of linen, a pair of gloves, or a piece of ribbon, he 
loses the drawback on the entire package; and, 
therefore, because he will not take a false oath, 
the nation gains these sums of money. : 

I know, sir, that custom-house oaths are prover- 
bial in Europe; but they are not so here yet; and 
I think it will depend on this House that they 
never shall. a 

Notwithstanding the present great extent of our 
trade, we have the means of extending it much 
further from our increased circulating medium; 
and this will certainly take place should Europe 
remain in its present situation. It, therefore, ap- 
pears to me to be wisdom in this House to afford 
to our commerce the necessary protection it re- 
quires. So much wealth pouring in will soon 
lower the interest of money. Banks are multi- 
plying, but their dividends are lessening so fast, 
that these riches must soon be applied to agricul- 
ture and to manufactures, 

The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. Wiuutams, which was disagreed to—ayes 20. 

Mr. Masters moved a new section, appropri- 
ating a sum not exceeding —— dollars, to enable 
the President of the United States to cause the 
port and harbor of New York to be better fortified 
and protected. 

Mr. Smiw opposed the motion, under the im- 
pression that no sum in the power of Congress to 
give would accomplish this object. 

Various motions were made to incorporate in 
the section a provision for fortifying the several 
ports of Charleston, Norfolk, New Orleans, Balti- 
more, and Georgetown. 

Mr. Quincy.—Mgs. Chairman, gentlemen seem 
disposed to treat this subject lightly, and to in- 
dulge themselves in pleasantries on a question 
very serious to the commercial cities and to the 
interests of those who inhabit them. It may he 
oe to you, gentlemen, bat it is death to us. 

owever well disposed a majority of this House 
may be to treat this bill ludicrously, it will fill 
great and influential portions of this nation with 
very different sentiments. Men who have all that 
human nature holds dear—friends, fortunes, and 
families—concentrated in one single spot on the 
seacoast, and that spot exposed every moment to 
be plundered and desolated, will not highly relish 
or prize at an extreme value the wit or the levity 
with which this House seems inclined to treat 
the dangers which threaten them; and which are 
sources to them of great and just apprehensions. 
I do not rise, Mr. Chairman merely to support the 
motion made by the gentleman from New York. 
It is not the fortification of this or that particular 
city which I mean to advocate. I should: have 
preferred a general appropriation, leaving it to the 
discretion of the Executive to apply it to those 
ports and harbors which are either most exposed 
or most important. And if by anything that shall 
occur in the course of the discussion, the House 
shall be induced to change what at present seem 


1031 HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 1032 
Hi. or R. E Defence of Ports and Harbors. APRIL, 1806, 


to be its disposition, I hope the augmented appro- 
priation will be made in that form. Itis to the 
general duty which is incumbent upon this Le- 
gislature to protect the commercial cities, that T 
would call its attention. This duty is so plain 
and imperious, that, in my opinion, an awful 
weight of responsibility rests upon this House. 
Every class and collection of citizens havearight 
to claim from Government that species of protec- 
tion which their situation requires, in proportion 
to their exposure, and to the greatness of the stake 
which society has in their safety. Our obligation 
to protect the commercial cities does not result 
from the particular exigency which at present 
impends over our nation; but from the nature of 
those cities. The duty is permanent, and ought 
to be fulfilled by a permanent system. A regular 
course of annual appropriations may in a very 
few years put all our capital cities in a state of 
reasonable security, and at no very distant period 
of time, without any additional imposition on the 
people, give every city on our coast an adequate 
defence. It is in this light that I consider the 
question now before the Committee to be import- 
ant. Not that any sum which may be inserted 
will be immediately sufficient for all the objects 
for which we have to provide. But that any aug- 
mentation of the appropriation will be a pledge 
to the nation of the disposition of this- House to 
commence a system of defence for our cities. 
‘Any evidence of which will give just satisfaction 
to great masses of your citizens, as an appearance 
of a want of it, will fill them with no less discon- 
tent and dismay. In this point of view I ask the 
indulgence of the Committee to a few observa- 
tions on the importance of fortifications, their 
utility, and practicability. 

As to the importance of the objects for which 
we ask a defence, it seems to me either not under- 
stood or not realized. Almost all who have spoken 
upon the subject have dwelt chiefly, if not alto- 
gether, on the amount of revenue drawn from the 
commercial cities; as if their value were to be 
appreciated, or our duty to defend them measured, 
by.the annual product they yield. This, it is true, 
makes a natural part of the estimate of their worth, 
‘but, as I apprehend, by no means the most im por- 
tant. Their situation, the number of their inhabi- 
tants, the great portion of the active and fixed 
capital of society which they contain, are, ina 
national view, standards much more just and more 
elevated by which to ascertain their value and our 
obligations. ‘I ask, sir, what is the amount of the 
capital of this nation which is invested in the sin- 
gle city of New York? The annual product it 
yields to our revenue is three millions of dollars. 
Now suppose the average of import duties is only 
ten per cent., ad valorem, (a sum certainly below 
the real average,) the annual amount of capital 
deposited in imports, is, then, thirty millions of 
dollars. The amount of value in exports cannot 
be estimated at less than twenty millions. If to 
these be added the capital of its banks, the amount 
of stock always on hand, and that of its shipping 
and other personal property, all of which no one 
can rate below another fifty millions, the result is, 


that there is in annual deposit, within the eity of 
New York alone, one hundred millions of the ac- 
tive capital of this nation! I know how far this 
is below the real estimate, but I state this sum 
that no one may hesitate to admit my position. 
I ask, then, what is it worth to insure this sum 
against the risk of an invasion, not on calculations 
on the great national scale, but on a mere insu- 
rance office arithmetic? I have been told that to 
insure that city against such risk, for one single 
year of war, with any of the great maritime na- 
tions of Europe, would be worth five per cent. 
That is, the insurance for a single ycar of war 
would repay the expense of fortifieations, even 
should they cost five millions of dollars. But, 
suppose this calculation extravagant, can any one 
doubt that such an insurance in time of peace 
against the double risk of war, and of attack in 
case of war, is worth one half per cent.? Even 
at this premium, six years of insurance, in time of 
peace, would repay the expenditure of three mil- 
lions—a sum more than adequate to the defence of 
that city. In making this statement I would not 
be understood to pretend nor to propose such an 
appropriation; it is not asked. My object is to call 
gentlemen to consider what is the market worth of 
security, and that they may not deem the moneys 
they apply to these objects, as they seem willing 
to deem them, absolutely thrown away. This 
great mass of the national wealth, thus concen- 
trated on the banks of one of the most exposed 
harbors in the world, is liable to the insult and 
depredation of the most despicable force. Two 
seventy-four-gun ships may at this moment lay 
that city under contribution or in ashes, altogether 
with impunity. They might make it the interest 
of the inhabitants of that city to pay an amount 
equal to the whole annual revenue we derive from 
it, rather than submit to the hazard and miseries 
of bombardment and conflagration. For in such 


item in the account of anticipated misfortune. 
The shock to credit; the universal stagnation of 
business; the tetror spread through ‘every class, 
age, and sex; the thousands who have no refuge 
in the country, but must take the fate, and be 
buried under the ruins of their city—all these cir- 
curastances would enter into a consideration, and 
make the pecuniary sacrifice, however great, ap- 
pear trifling in comparison. i 

I have used the city of New York only by way 
of example. The same observations are applica- 
ble to every other commercial city in the United 
States, in proportion to its magnitude and the 
nature of its situation. Two seventy-fours might 
sweep the coast from Savannah to Portland, and 
levy an amount equal to the whole annual revenue 


city voluntarily to pay a contribution equal to its 
proportion of that amount, rather than to take the 
alternative of that destruction to.which, on. refu- 
sal, it would be obliged to submit. Is such a state 
of things as this a light and trifling concern? Are 
such portions of the wealth of the community to 
be left exposed to the caprice of every plunderer; 
and are propositions to protect them to be treated 


of the United States. It would be better for any ` 


case the mere destruction of. property is but an -= 
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with contempt or with ridicule? Can any duty 
þe more solemn or imperious than that which has 
for its object a rational. degree of security for 
those points in the United States which are be- 
yond all others exposed to hostile attack, at the 
same time that they comprise within the smallest 
possible compass, immense masses of the national 
wealth and population? 

The importance, then, of the objects to be de- 
fended will be admitted. But the utility of forti- 
cations asa means of defence, and their practi- 
cability in certain ports and harbors, are denied. 
With respect to the general utility of fortifications, 
I ask by whom it is denied? by men interested in 
that species of defence? by the inhabitants of 
cities? by those, the necessity of whose situation 
has turned their attention to the nature of fortifi- 
cations and their efficacy? No, sir; these men 
solicit them. They are anxious for nothing so 
much. They tell you the safety of all they hold 
dear, their wives, their children, their fortunes, 
and lives, are staked upon your decision. They 
do not so much ask fortifications as a favor; they 
claim them as a right; they demand them. Who 
are they, then, who deny their utility? Why, 
men, from the interior; men, who in one breath 
tell you they know nothing about the subject, and 
‘in the next pass judgment against the adoption of 
any measures of defence. It is true, sir, to men 
who inhabit the White Hills of New Hampshire, 
or the Blue Ridge of Virginia, nothing can appear 
more absolutely useless than appropriations for 
the defence of the seacoast. In this, as in all other 
cases, men reason very coolly and philosophically 
concerning dangers to which they are not them- 
selves subject. All men, for the most part, bear 
with wonderful composure the misfortunes of 
other people. And, if called to contribute their 
relief, they are sure to find in the cold suggestions 
of economy, enough apologies for failure in their 
social duties. The best criterion of the utility of 
fortifications, is the practice and experience of 
other nations. Now, I ask, was there ever a na- 
tion which did not defend their great commercial 
deposits by either land fortifications or sea batte- 
ries? All history does not exhibit such an in- 
stance. Are-we wiser, then, than all other nations? 


or are we less exposed than they? are we alone to | 


escape the common lot of humanity? can we ex- 
pect to be rich and not tempt the spirit of avarice? 
to be defenceless amid armed pirates, and in no 
danger of robbery or insult? I ask again, sir, how 
is the inutility of fortifications proved? Suppose, 
for the sake of argument, it should be admitted, 
which, however, I deny, that they cannot be erect- 
ed in sufficient force to defeat very great arma- 
ments; yet is it nothing to prevent the piratical 
attempts of single ships? Is it nothing to deter an 
invader? nothing even to delay an attack? Isit 
worth nothing to have the chance of erippling 
an assailant? The only argument I have heard 
urged against the utility of fortifications, is, that 
the whole coast cannot be fortified, so that, protect 
as strongly as you will particular points, the in- 
vader will land somewhere else. Sir, this is the 
very object of fortifications. No man ever thought 


of building a Chinese wall along all the indenta- 
tions of our shore, from St. Mary’s unto St. Croix. 
The true object of fortifications is to oblige your 
enemies to land; it is to keep them at arm’s length. 
If they cannot reach your cities with their batte- 
ries, and would attack, they must come on shore. 
They are then only a land force, and our militia 
will find no difficulty in giving a good account of 
them. The only remaining evidence in the pos- 
session of this House, against the utility of fortifi- 
cations, are the opinions of various gentlemen, 
delivered on this floor; and that of the Secretary 
of War, as stated in his report. As to the former, 
they certainly do not merit a serious refutation, 
because no gentleman who has spoken has pre- 
tended to a practical or even theoretical know- 
ledge of the subject; but, on the contrary, most, if 
not all, of them, have candidly confessed their 1g- 
norance. Itis of more importance to consider the 
opinion of the Secretary at War. That part of his 
report which relates to the harbor of New York 
contains his general opinion against the practica- 
bility of defending such an harbor by land batte- 
ries, and two facts in support of that opinion. 
Now, as to the general opinion of the Secretary, 
I am willing to allow it whatever weight any 
gentleman may choose to attach to it; but cer= 
tainly it ought not to be conclusive in an affair of 
such immense importance; especially when it is 
contradicted by the tenor of the applications on 
your table, and by the opinions of other individu- 
als of as high military and scientific reputation as 
the Secretary. Much less does this, his opinion, 
claim from us implicit confidence, since the only 
two facts he has chosen to adduce, are'very far 
from being a sufficient basis for the broad opinion 
he has built on them. The first fact is one which 
occurred in the harbor of New York, in 1776. A 
British ship of forty guns passed the batteries on 
the Hudson, under circumstances favorable to the 
effect of the batteries, and sustained a tremendous 
cannonade, without being sensibly incommoded. 
Allowing this fact its full force, it can weigh but 
little against the utility or practicability of fortifi- 
cations. That was the second year of the war; 
our batteries were erected on sudden emergency; 
our artillerists had probably little experience. 
Will it be pretended that the batteries this na- 
tion, in its present state of affluence and experi- 
ence, can erect, will not exceed, both in location 
and power, those which at-that time protected the 
Hudson? Besides, to draw from a particular in- 
stance a general conclusion, is contrary to all rules 
of just logic. Various circumstances, altogether 
accidental, might have occurred to have produced 
that result, which might never occur again. If 
this instance be a good argument against the util- 
ity of land fortifications, there is an equally strong 
argument in the history of our Revolution, against 
the fashionable mode of defence by gunboats. 
take the fact only from verbal information, and if 
Iam incorrect, there are gentlemen on this floor 
who can set me right. During the war, a British 
frigate of forty-four guns, called the Roebuck, 
took ground in the Delaware; and though we had 
gunboats, quantum sufficit, who pelted her to their 
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heart’s content during one whole tide, she received 
no-manner of injury, at least none of any import- 
ance. If I have this fact correctly, it is just as 
strong against the efficacy of gunboats, as that 
produced by the Secretary is against land batte- 
ries, One word here concerning this mode of 
defence by gunboats, which scems to concentrate 
all the naval affections of our rulers, and to have 
on freight all their military hopes. It is not de- 
nied that these are weapons of considerable effect, 
or that in ‘certain situations they are useful, or 
that in aid of other and heavier batteries, they 
may not sometimes be important. It is only when 
they become the favorites, to the total exclusion 
of more powérful modes of defence, and draw 
away to the less power appropriations that are 
wanting for the greater, that. the system which 
upholds them becomes an object of contempt or 
of dread. Now-a-days, sir, put what you will into 
the crucible, whether it be seventy-fours, or frig- 
ates, or land batteries, the result is the same; after 
due sweltering in the legislative furnace, there 
comes qut nothing but gunboats. ‘I ask, if our 
Cities are attacked by any maritime nation, will 
it not be by line-of-battle ships? And who ever 
heard that a line of-battle ship was defeated by 
gunboats? Ido not pretend to be learned in these 
matters, but as far as I have been able to gain 
information, it is, that when. there is anything of 
a heavy sea, even such as is often in the harbor 
of New York, gunboats are of very little efficacy. 
It is true, in case of a calm, if they can get their 
object at rest, they have great advantage; that is, 
if you can get the bird to stand still until you can 
put salt upon its tail, you can catch the bird. But 
the worst of it is, that it is too cunning for that. 
The ship-of-the-line chooses its own time for the 
attack, and will always select that which is least 
favorable to its adversary. 

But, to return to the report of the Secretary at 
War. The next fact it states is the battle of Co- 
‘penhagen. Now, if this be admitted merely as an 
evidence of a particular instance of the inefficacy 
of land batteries, I do not think it important 
enough to take the time to examine. The true 
question is not whether New York can be defend- 
ed in a particular way, but whether it is capable 
of defence at all, by combining land with floating 
batteries? In this point of view, the instance ad- 
duced by the Secretary is, perhaps, the most mem- 
orable on record, and the one, of all others, in 
which those who advocate a defence of our com- 
mercial cities, ought to exult as in an incontro- 
vertible. evidence of the truth of their system. 
‘What was the fact? One of the best appointed 
naval armaments of the most powerful maritime 
nation in the world, under -her most favored and 
fortunate commander, was sent to attack Copen- 
hagen. The Danes were taken by surprise. Ev- 
erything, apparently, was in favor of the assailant 
and against those who acted on the defensive, To 
fifteen line-of-battle ships, the Danes had nothing 
to oppose but their land and harbor batteries, for- 
tifications, and block ships. And what was the 
result’? ‘Why that, after a most bloody and well- 
contested batile, the British first asked a truce. 


To this day the Danes claim the victory. Olfert 
Fischer, the Danish commander, in his official 
statement of the battle, declares that, before the 
flag of truce was offered, two of the British ships- 
of-the-line had struck their colors, and that, for- 
some time, their whole force was so weakened. 
that it fired only single guns. Intelligent Euro- 
peans assert, and even candid Englishmen will 
allow that, if ever Nelson was beaten, it was on 
that occasion. But, suppose all this to be erro- 
neous. Suppose that Nelson obtained a real vic-- 
tory—does it thence result that the fortifications 
and block ships with which Copenhagen was de- 
fended were useless? By no means. Still that 
battle is an illustrious and irrefragable instance of 
their utility. It isa fact on record, worth a mil- 
lion theories in favor of the efficacy of a harbor 
defence against a maritime force. Sir, the end 
for which those batteries was erected is attained. 
Copenhagen . is defended. The storm which 
would have desolated the city has spent its force. 
on the artificial shield. Let gentlemen calculate 
the probable cost of those batteries; and suppose 
by expending a similar sum in the harbor of Now 
York, that city might be defended as Copenha- 
gen was, and from a like danger—is there a man. 
that can hesitate as to the wisdom of such an ex=. 


penditure? Sir, the city of a eeni on that: 


day, was preserved from a devastation, which the 


cost of twenty such batteries would not have re~. 


paired. I conclude, then, that our commercial 
cities can be defended. Land batteries combined 
with harbor batteries are equal to the object. To, 
this question of practicability, concerning which 
so much is said, SE conceive this is not the 
place where it ought to be decided, it belongs to 
the Executive; that is the proper departnient' ta: 
examine it. Our duty is to make the appropria- 
tions ; to show, at least, a disposition to defend. 
If New York cannot be defended, is it ` 
case with Charleston, Savannah, or Norfolk? 


Shall we leave the whole defenceless, because ay 
particular part is vulnerable? Sir, let us confess”. 
power to defend is, 


the truth. The limit of our 
not in the nature of the cities, but in our disposi. 


tion to appropriate; not in the inefficacy of land: 


or harbor batteries, but in our insensibility to the 


danger of the commercial cities and unwilling- 
pecuniary sacrifices their přo-. : 


ness to make the 
tection requires. On all sides we are met with 
the objection, “ where are the means 2” 
is the public debt to be discharged, if we incur: 
such an expense ?” 


land is to be purchased, or when. our new territo- 
ries on the Missouri and Red river are to be, ex- 
plored, or when Indian titles in the Western’ 
country are to be extinguished. We have paid” 
within these two years fifteen millions of dollars. 
for Louisiana, and have sent off two millions more: 
to purchase the Floridas. I ask, on what pringi-- 
ple can either of these purchases be made palata- 
ble to the people of the United States? Do they. 
want more land, or wider dominions? On either: 
of these considerations, would they for one mo- 
ment have submitted to either purchase? It was. 


the same’ 


$$ How 2 


u Mr. Chairman, noneof these ~ 
difficulties are insurmountable when Southern.“ 
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because the possession of the Mississippi through 
its whole course was essential to the security and 
happiness of our brethren beyond the mountains, 
that the purchase of Louisiana was sanctioned by 
public opinion ; and if ever that of the Floridas re- 
ceive the acquiescence of the people, it will only 
be from the conviction that the possession of those 
countries is necessary for the tranquillity of our 
southern frontier. All this we have done for the 
security of the South and West. We now ask for 
reciprocity ; grant us something for the security 
of the North and East. Let not the people see 
that all the incomes proceed from one quarter of 
the Union, and all the expenditures are made in 
another. Let them not learn, from experience, 
that the ball of favoritism, and that of empire, is 
travelling south and west. I ask, what are the 
Floridas, or what is Louisiana, in comparison with 
the single city of New York? This city alone 
is worth forty Louisianas. Yet, when Louisiana 
was purchased, did the increase of the public 
debt prevent the bargain? Or, of late, was the 
question of “means” an obstacle to the appropria- 
tion for the Floridas? Theseventeen millions of 
dollars. thus expended for the security of the 
South, would have put every commercial city of 
the United Statesinto a complete state of defence, 
I do not, Mr. Chairman, introduce the purchase 
of Louisiana and the Floridas in this connexion 
lightly, or without antecedent reflection. I would 
hold up to this House a mirror, in which it may 
contemplate itself, and see its own features. It is 
impossible not to remark that the sympathies of 
the majority of this Legislature do not extend to 
the seacoast. But, whatever will meliorate the 
condition of the interior, excites all its sensibilities 
and awakens all its anxieties. Look, at this mo- 
ment, on your table; there are no less than four, 
I believe five Indian treaties, which have been 
ratified the present session, the appropriations for 
which, occasion no alarm about the public faith or 
the public purse. It is worth our while to notice 
the particulars: 


By these treaties the United States agree to 


pay first, cash down - - - - $37,600 
Next, the following annuities: 

$1,600 for ten years - - - 16,000 

12,000 for eight years - - - 96,000 

11,000 for ten years - - =- 110,000 


259,600 


Tn addition to which, we are to pay other annuities, 
amounting to $4,000 forever. These last cannot be 
estimated at less in any market than $50,000, but 
which I rate only at - - - = $40,400 

259,600 


300,000 


Besides which, our appropriations for the In- 
dian department and for the support of 
the civil government of Louisiana, and 


our other Southwestern territory, exceed 150,000 


$450,000 


Thus, in this single session, we shall appropri- 
ate four hundred and fifty thousand dollars, for 
the security and the protection of the Southwest. 
But, for our ports and harbors, an appropriation of 
one hundred and fifty thousand dollars, for the 
mere repair of old fortifications, is thought to be 
an enormous expenditure. Even this is violently 
opposed. But any additional sum to begin new 
works, is not only hopeless, but cannot be even 
named without exciting a smile of contempt. 

Now, let us look at the other side of the ac- 
count. It will be found, by the report on your 
table, that the nine capital cities of the Union— 
Portland, Portsmouth, Boston, Newport, New 
York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, Norfolk, and 
Charleston—have had expended in fortifications, 
for their defence, since the establishment of the 
Federal Government, only seven hundred and 
twenty-four thousand dollars! That is to say, 
your appropriations in one session for the security 
and comfort of the Southwest, is more than half 
the whole amount expended during sixteen years 
for the security of all these great commercial 
cities, which contain two or three hundred thou- 
sand inhabitants, and which paid into your Treas- 
ury the last year, upward of nine millions of dol- 
lars!! It is impossible that this state of things 
should not be understood and realized by the peo- 
ple of these States, and that at no very distant 
period. It requires only some actual suffering, 
some real misfortune, resulting from your ill-timed 
parsimony, or misplaced affections, to rouse a 
spirit in the commercial States. which will shake 
this Union to its foundation. ; 

Of all times, those will be the most dreadful 
and the most to be deprecated by every real 
lover of his country, when the party passions 
shall run parallel to local interests. Whenever 
any great section of the Union shall deem itself 
neglected, and the opinion becomes general among 
the people that they are sacrificed or abandoned ; 
that they have not any, or their just weight, in 
the national scale, a series of struggles must com~ 
mence, which will terminate either in redress or 
in convulsions. Events of this kind are not tobe 
prevented by common-place declamation about 
submission to the will of the majority. A real 
reciprocity must exist. Intelligent men must see 
and feel that a regard, proportionate to their real 
interest at stake in society, is entertained for 
them by their rulers. With such perception and 
experience your Union is a bond of adamant, 
which nothing can break. Without them, I will 
not say it will be dissolved, but this I will say, it 
cannot be happy, even if it should be lasting.. 

It is impossible to form a just estimate of our 
obligations to defend the commercial cities, with- 
out having aright idea of the nature and import- 
ance of our commerce to the Eastern States, and 
attaining a just apprehension of its influence over 
every class of citizens in that quarter of the 
Union. From what has fallen from various gen- 
tlemen in the House, it is very apparent that they 
do not appreciate either. its nature, its power, or 
the duties which result from our relation to those 
who are engaged in that pursuit. The gentleman 


1039 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


1040 


H. or R. 


Defence of Ports and Harbors. 


APRIL, 1806. 


from Virginia (Mr. Jonn Ranpops) told us the | young, while they skim the surface or hunt in the 
other day “that the United States was a great | deep. The laws of society and the views of en- 
-t land animal; a great mammoth, which ought to | lightened politicians ought to have reference, not 


< cleave to the land, and not wade out into the 
t ocean to fight the shark.” Sir, the figure is very 
happy so far as relates to that quarter of the Union 
-with which that gentleman is chiefly conversant. 
“Of the Southern States, the mammoth is a cor- 
rect type. But, I ask, sir, suppose the mammoth 
has made a league with the cod, and that the cod, 
enterprising, active, and skilful, spreads himself 
over every ocean, and brings back the tribute of 
all climes to the feet of the mammoth; suppose 
he thereby enables the unwieldy animal to stretch 
his huge limbs upon cotton, or to rub his fat sides 
along his tobacco plantations, without paying the 
tithe of a hair? In such a case, is it wise, is it 
honorable, is it politic, for that mammoth, because 
by mere beef and bone he outweighs the cod in 
the political scale, to refuse a portion of that rev- 
enue, which the industry of the cod annually pro- 
duces, to defend him in his natural element; if 
not against the great leviathan of the deep, at 
least against the petty pikes which prowl on the 
ocean; and if not, in the whole course of his ad- 
venturous progress, at least in his native bays and 
harbors, where his hopes and wealth are deposit- 
ed, and where his species congregate ? 
Other gentlemen have shown an equal want of 
a just apprehension of the nature and effects of 
commerce. Some think any of its great channels 
can be impeded or cut off without important 
injury. Others, that it is a matter of so much in- 
difference, that we can very well do without it. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. Smitie) 
told us some days since, “ that for his part he wish- 
ed that at the time of our Revolution there had 
been no commerce.” That honorable gentleman, I 
resume, is enamored with Arcadian scenes, with 
batty valleys. Like a hero of pastoral romance, 
at the head of some murmuring stream, with his 
crook by his side, his sheep feeding around, far 
from the temptations, unseduced by the luxuries 
of commerce, he would “sport with Amaryllis in 
the shade, or toy with the tangles of Nerea’s hair.” 
I will not deny that these are pleasant scenes. 
Doubtless they are well suited to the innocence, the 
purity, and the amiable unobtrusive simplicity of 
that gentleman’s mind and manners. But he must 
not expect that all men can be measured by his 
elevated standard, or be made to relish those sub- 
lime pleasures. Thousands and ten thousands in 
that. part of the country I would represent have 
no notion of rural felicity, or of the tranquil joys 
of the country. They love a life of activity, of 
enterprise and hazard. They would rather see a 
poat-hook than all the crooks in the world; and 
as for sheep they never desire to see anything more 
of them than just enough upon their deck to give 
them fresh meat once a week in a voyage. Con- 
cerning the land of which the gentleman from 
Virginia, (Mr. J. Ranpoes,) and the one from 
North Carolina, (Mr. Macon,) thinks so much, 
they think very little. It is in faet to them only 
a shelter from the storm; a perch on which they 
build their eyrie, and hide their mate and their 


to any ideal, theoretic state of human perfection, 
but to the equal protection and encouragement of 
every species of honorable industry. I know it 
has been-said by way of apology for not doing any- 
thing more in defence of commerce, that it already 
was indebted for its prosperity to our laws and reg- 
ulations. The gentleman from Virginia (Mr. J. 
Ranporra) told us, expressly, “that the votes of 
Southern men had given us our drawbacks and 
discriminating duties,” whence he would conclude 
that our commerce and navigation had nothing 
more to ask at their hands. The honorable Spgax- 
ER, too, referred the prosperous condition of our 
commerce to the adoption of the Constitution, 
and to the provisions established under it. Iam 


ithe last man in the world to deny the happy in- 
fluence of that instrument in meliorating the con- 


dition of this nation. But our commercial pros- 
perity is owing much more to accident and na- 
ture, and much less to law, than we are apt to 
imagine, or are willing to allow. Every year we 
get together on this floor to consult concerning 
the public good. The state of commerce makes 
a capital object in all our deliberations. We have 
our Committee of Commerce and Manufactures, 
and a great part of every session is exhausted in 
discussing their provisions, limitations, and re- 
strictions, until at last we slide into the belief that 
commerce is of our creation; that it has its root 
in the statute book; that its sap is drawn from 
our parchment, and that it spreads and flourishes 
under the direct heat of the legislative ray. But 
what is the fact? Look into your laws. What 
are they? WNine-tenths—I should speak nearer 
the truth should I say ninety-nine hundredths of 
them, are nothing more than means by which you 
secure your share of the products of commerce}; 
they constitute the machinery by which you 
pluck its Hesperian fruit, and have nothing to do 
with the root that supports it, or with the native 
vigor which exudes into this rich luxuriance. 
Sir, the true tap-root of commerce is found in the 
nature and character of the people which carry 
iton. They and their ancestors, for nearly two 
centuries, have been engaged init. Theindustry 
of every class of men in the Eastern States has 
reference to its condition, and is affected by it. 
Why, then, treat it as a small concern; as an 
affair only of traders and of merchants? Why 
intimate that agriculture can flourish without it ? 
When, in fact, the interests of these two branches 
of industry are so intimately connected that the 
slightest affection of the one is instantly commu- 
nicated tothe other. I know very well that there 
isa great difference between the relations of com- 
merce and agriculture in the Southern and in the 
Eastern States: and this is one of the chief causes 
of that diversity of sentiment which now prevails 
among those who, dwell in these different parts of 
the Union. In the Southern States there are 
comparatively few, if any, who depend on čom- 
merce altogether for subsistence. Whatever affects 
commercial prosperity, produces no general dis- 
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tress or discontent. Perhaps insurance or freight 
may advance a little in consequence of its em- 
barrassment. Perhaps one or other of their great 
staples may find not so ready or so high a market, 
But these inconveniences throw none out of em- 
ployment, or out of bread. Very different is the 
state of things in the Eastern States. Their com- 
merce is not merely, as the honorable SPEAKER 
called it, “a wagon—a mode of conveyance of 
products to the consumer.” It is more, infinitely 
more; it establishes within the country an im- 
mense fund of internal consumption. All its de- 
peadants—merchants, tradesmen, mechanics, sea- 
men, and laborers of every class and description— 
look to it, either for that profit which makes a 
great portion of their happiness, or for that em- 
ployment on which their subsistence depends. 
The state of agriculture is adapted, and has been 
for centuries, to the supply of the wants of this 
internal consumption. The farmer is bound to 
commerce by a thousand intimate ties, which, 
while it is in its ordinary state of prosperity, he 
neither sees nor realizes. -But let the current stop, 
and the course of business stagnate in consequence 
of any violent affection of commerce, the effect is 
felt as much, and in some cases more, by those 
who inhabit the mountains as by those who dwell 
_on.the seacoast. The country is associated with 
the city in one common distress, not merely 
through sympathy, but by an actual perception of. 
a union in misfortune. Itis this indissoluble com- 
munity of interest between agriculture and com- 
merce, which pervades the eastern portion of the 
United States, that makes our treatment of the 
. commercial interest one of the most delicate, as 
well as important questions that can be brought 
‘before this Legislature. That interest is not of a 
nature long to be neglected with impunity. Its 
power, when once brought into action by the 
necessity of self-defence, cannot but be irresistible 
in this nation, Sir, two-fifths of your white pop- 
ulation are commercial; or, what is the same 
thing, as to its political effect, have their happi- 
ness so dependent upon its prosperity, that they 
cannot fail to act in concert, when the object is to 
crush those who oppress, or those who are willing 
to destroy it. Of the five millions which now 
constitute the white population of these States, 
two millions are north and east of New Jersey; 
this great mass is naturally and indissolubly con- 
nected with commerce. To this is to be added 
the like interest, and that of no inconsiderable 
weight, which exists in the Middle and Southern 
States. Are these powerful influences to be for- 
gotten or despised? Are such portions of the 
Union to be told that they are not to be defended, 
neither on the ocean, nor yet on the land? Will 
they, ought they to, submit to a system which, at 
the same time that it extracts from their industry 
the whole national revenue, neither protects it 
abroad nor at home? It needs no spirit of pro- 
phecy to say that they will not. No power on 
earth can prevent a party from growing up in 
these States in support of the rights of commerce 
to a sea and land protection. The state of things 
which must necessarily follow, is of all others to 


be deprecated. As I have said before, when party 
passions run parallel to local interests of great 
power and extent, nothing can prevent national 
convulsions; all the consequences of which can 
neither be numbered nor measured. Mr. Chair- 
man, I do not introduce this idea to threaten or 
terrify.. I speak, I hope, to wise men, to men of 
experience, and of acquaintance with human na- 
ture, both in history and by observation. Is it 
possible to content great, intelligent, and influen- 
tial portions of your citizens, by anything short 
of a real attention to their interests, in some de- 
gree proportionate to their magnitude and nature 2 
When this is not the case, can any political union 
be either happy or lasting? Now is the time to 
give a pledge to the commercial interests, that 
they may be‘assured of protection, let whatever 
influence predominate in the Legislature. A great 
majority of. this House are from States not con- 
nected intimately with commerce. Show, then, 
those who are, that you feel for them as brothers ; 
that you are willing to give them a due share of 
the national revenue for their protection. Show 
an enlightened and fair reciprocity. Be superior 
to any exclusive regard to local interest. On 
such principles, this Union, so desirable, and so 
justly dear to us all, will continue and be cher- 
ished by every member of the compact. But let 
a narrow, selfish, local, sectional policy, prevail, 
and struggles will commence, which will termi- 
nate, through irritations and animosities, in either 
a change of the system of Government, or in its 
dissolution. 

Mr. Dawson said he was sorry the motion was 
made. He did not believe, from the discussion 
the subject had undergone, that the House would 
undertake to say on what objects the sum appro- 
priated should be applied. The sum proposed to 
be appropriated by the bill was $150,000. He 
was averse to going beyond that sum, and he was 
well persuaded that any attempt to go beyond 
it, would have a tendency to defeat the. bill alto- 
gether. . a 

Mr. Smile declared himself against the amend- 
ment, but willing to grant the sum applied for by 
the proper officer. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Masters’ 
motion, and lost—only twenty-one members ris- 
ing in its favor. i . 

Mr. Dawson stated that the fate of the frigate 
Philadelphia was well known, and added thatthe 
frigates Boston and General Greene had been con- 
demned as unfit for service. To supply the de- 
ficiency in the Naval Establishment, he offered a 
new section appropriating a sum not exceeding 
$500.000, to enable the President to cause three 
additional frigates to be-built. 

Mr. Lyon moved to add, after frigates, “oy two 
seventy-fours.” 

Mr. Lyon.—Ignorant as I may be supposed 
with respect to nautical affairs, it will no doubt 
be thought presumptuous for me to join in this 
debate, or to offer my crude opinions to the Com- 
mittee. I can assure you, sir, that so fully am I 
persuaded of this, and so little hope have I that 
anything I can say on this subject. will alter the 
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opinion of one gentleman on this floor, that I 
would have given a silent vote on this extremely 
important question, did I not know that this is a 
question of the first magnitude, as it respects the 
interest of the Western country, and did I not 
feel it my duty to attempt an explanation of that 
interest, 

The question before us I view to be merely 
this, will the nation afford the reasonable encour- 
agement and protection within her power to her 
own commerce, carried on in the vessels of her 
own citizens, built of her own materials, and by 
her own artificers? Or, in other words, will you 
afford a reasonable share of that revenue which 
you derive from commerce to its protection 2 
While commerce is paying your national debt; 
while she supports your civil list and your War 
Department; while she pays immense sums under 
the heads of foreign intercourse, and Mediterra- 
nean and Indian tributes; while she is adding to 
your dominion the finest rivers on the globe, with 
numberless millions of the richest acres, and while 
she furnishes you with the products of every 
other country ata reasonable price, thereby great- 
ly enhancing the value of the produce of your 
own, at the same time increasing her own power 
of serving you in a compound ratio of about ten 
per cent., will you suffer her wings to be clipped, 
and her vitals to be struck at by every foreign rob- 
ber who can set afloat a bark able to carry a gun ? 
The documents laid before you from the Treas- 
ury Department, show that Iam within bounds 
when I thus describe the powers and the utility 
of this, I had almost said, omnipotent handmaid— 
commerce. While the petitions from the mer- 
chants all along the seaboard with which your 
tables have been loaded, together with the news- 
papers you every day read, portray a share only 
of the injuries commerce sustains, and the dan- 
gers to which she is exposed, they justify me in 
asking the question: Will gentlemen, I say, sir, 
like the avaricious boy in the fable, kill the goose 
that lays the golden egg? Or shall the ox that 
treads out the corn be muzzled, and starved in the 
midst of surrounding plenty 2 

I know very well lam addressing two classes 
of gentlemen who are in the habit of viewing 
this subject in a light very different from myself. 
The first class, the largest, and very respectable 
they are indeed, consists of back-country gentle- 
men, who live inland, all along from New Hamp- 
shire to Georgia; being but little interested in 
commerce themselves, many of them believe that 
by the destruction of foreign commerce, their 
constituents will be driven to provide their own 
necessaries by their own industry, and that it will 
bea blessing to them. I fear, sir, these gentle- 
men do not reflect with due consideration; if 
they did, they would see that by the destruction 
of foreign commerce, they will be obliged to re- 
cur to internal taxation, at a time when every 
source is dried up from which the people have 
been in the habit of receiving money to pay their 
taxes. I fear, sir, that those gentlemen have not 
sufficiently examined the truth of the position, 
that the necessity of satisfying the mere wants 


of nature seldom excites industry, and that indus- 
try is produced only by a desire to obtain those 
things which meet the artificial wants of man. 
I fear, sir, they disregard the well-founded max- 
im, that in proportion as a nation neglects and 
despises commerce she approaches to barbarism, 
To this class of gentlemen permit me to say,. 
that when, by my situation, I was exposed to all 
the prejudices which back-country people have 
imbibed on this subject, I saw, as clearly as I now 
do, the prospect and the necessity of this nation 
becoming a great maritime Power. Isaw that 
the industry of the nation, and her first interest, 
I mean the agricultural interest, would be best 
promoted by providing for the defence of the 
general commercial enterprise of our fellow-citi= 
zens, who ventured to build vessels and embark 
their property on the ocean; I voted according- 
ly, under the former Administration, until I found 
the land was to be taxed to build ships of war. 
I thought it time then to pursue a different course, 
and although we have now an Administration in. 
whom I place the most unbounded confidence, 
and my geographical situation is changed to a 
part of the United States by far the most inter-. 
ested of any in the protection of the commercial. 
enterprise of the nation, as I shall hereafter show, , 
I would not vote for money for the Navy which 
is to be drawn from a land tax, or which is wants . 
ed to fulfil the engagements of the Government 
for the payment of the national debt. To the 
other class of gentlemen who look upon this sub- 
ject in a light different from me, and who live on™ 
or near the seacoast, in the Middle and Southern. 
States, let me be permitted to observe, that sel-. 
dom seeing the want of shipping to carry away... 
the produce of their lands, I fear they feel but lit- 
tle for those whoare differently situated. Ihave 
often heard those gentlemen say, that “weasa.— 
‘nation have no business on the ocean; there are. 
‘foreigners enough who wish to carry our pro-.- 
‘ duce to their own countries; let them do so, we 
‘ have employment enough for our people on the’ 
‘land; let them till the ground.” But, sir, the 
Western people cannot say that foreigners will 
carry away their produce; and as for our Hastern 
brethren, who have not the most productive soil, . 
they are blessed with industrious hands and pro- 
lific wives; they have already a plentiful popu- 
lation, whose adventurous and enterprising genius’ - 
has led them to be familiar with the seas, from 
the neighborhood of the north to that of the: 
south pole. To the northwest coast of America | 
they are no strangers. Kamschatka, Japan, Chi- 
na, and the Indian seas, are nearly as familiar to 
them as the Mediterranean, the Baltic, the Bay 
of Biscay or the Bay of Fundy. In the construc- | 
tion of ships they stand behind no people on: 
earth. They claim a right peaceably to navigate; 
the seas in all their lawful and honest pursuits 3, 
they have a claim on the nation for every reason+. 
able support of that right. It is enough, sir, that- 
they have to encounter the danger of the boister- 
ous elements, on which they toil for our comfort 
and accommodation. It is too much for us tame- 
ly to suffer to be added to those dangers the dep- 
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redations of robbers and freebooters. We ought 
surely to be prepared to protect them on our own 
coasts. In the mouths of our own harbors our 
own fellow-citizens have been robbed of their 
hard-earned pittance, and within a few hours’ 
travel of their wives and their families, the very 
men to whom we are indebted for having procured 
the luxuries, and I may say, the necessaries with 
which our tables are provided, have been dragged 
by a cruel banditti into the service, and compelled 
to fight the battles of those whose tender mercies 
are cruelties—the very nation whose soul burns 
with envy at the prospect of the rising glory of 
this. How long is all this to be borne with? 
How long ought it to be borne with, sir? On 
the other hand, I may be asked, how is it to be 
remedied? In that case I will answer, it may be 
long before it can be completely remedied; in the 
meantime every reasonable effort in our power is 
due from us. Some gentlemen say, let us defend 
our commerce by treaties; we will refuse our 
custom to Britain; we will not receive her unne- 
cessary manufactures, unless she will give up our 
seamen and recognise our rights. I also say, treat, 
sir ;-I say punish those who invade your rights 
by non-importation laws, as far as that will go, 
but with all the treaties we can make, I should 
like to.see a demand made by a commander of 
an American ship of superior foree, on our coast, 
onacommander of a British ship, for the sur- 
render of the American citizens on board his 
ship who had not voluntarily enlisted. In that 
case, with a treaty on your side, you might look 
for acompliance. Some gentlemen, who place 
their confidence in treaties, expect that, Bona- 
parte having reduced the British pride by his 
conquests in Germany, the British Court will be 
obliged to acknowledge the principle of free ships 
making free goods. I have heard talk of a:con- 
vention of the Ambassadors of the Powers whose 
commerce is endangered by the pernicious prin- 
ciples and the powerful grasp of Britain, and that 
this nation ought to have a representation in that 
convention, which is to force on Britain the prin- 
ciples of the armed neutrality of 1780. If ever 
there is to be such a convention, it must consist 
of those nations who can compose an armed neu- 
trality. If the Legislature of this country set 
their faces against the increase of their naval 
strength, what pretensions can we have toa rep- 
resentation in the convention sitting for the pur- 
pose of agreeing on and demanding the princi- 
ples of the armed neutrality? I confess in that 
case I see none. But, sir, let it be known that 
you have determined to increase your naval 
strength, with the increase of your means, and 
your representative will stand on a very respect- 
able footing in such a convention, if there should 
be any such. I have but little hope of such a 
convention. I believe Bonaparte thirsts for uni- 
versal dominion; now he has got the way open 
for such a convention we hear nothing of it. I 
believe he will let conventions talk while he acts, 
and I believe he will attempt to possess himself of 
the British navy, by seizing on their masters in 
London; and should he, under the smiles of for- 


tune, who has hitherto proved his friend, be able 
to get possession of that navy, he will, in defi- 
ance of conventions and armed neutralities, dic- 
tate to the nations of the earth terms more se- 
vere than that nation now does who claims to be 
mistress of the ocean. But, sir, this is taking up 
the time of the Committee with'mere conjecture 5 
I will talk of reality. It is really well under- 
stood at this day, that treaties unsupported by 
power are no longer regarded by the nations who 
make them than they comport with their interest. 
Hither party will break them when interest dic- 
tates. How many evidences have we had of the 
truth of this position during the little time this 
nation has existed? The very statute book on 
your table contains a law of the United States 
entitled, “An act to declare the treaties hereto- 
fore concluded with France no longer obligatory 
on the United States.” Has it not during this 
session been proposed to repeal the British treaty ? 
If it has not been proposed in due form, it has 
been much talked about, and if I mistake not, by 
a gentleman who was one of those who sanc- 
tioned that treaty, by a vote for the appropriations 
necessary to give it effect. He, I believe, has sug- 
gested that it might be repealed. 

I say, make treaties, sir, but after making trea- 
ties, the sure way to have them respected is to 
be able, in some degree, to enforce them. It is 
certainly in our power to give that protection 
to our commerce on our coast, and in the neigh- 
boring seas, which can suppress and keep in awe 
all pirates and robbers, let their ships be large or 
small, Iam far from expecting that this young 
nation can meet the whole British force on the 
element they have long called their own; but I 
wish the Legislature to dispose of a considerable 
share of the present and the future increasing 
surplus of the. revenue in providing for that de- 
fence which our commerce stands in so much 
need of. But some gentlemen say, if we build 
74-gun ships, we build them for the British; have 
we not built frigates without building them for 
the British? Have we not safe harbors for our 
ships to retire to whenever a superior fleet of any 
nation visits our coast? Visit it is all they can 
do, and while they are uncomfortable abroad, our 
naval force may be comfortable at home, and out 
again when the superior force retires. Can we 
be excused in doing nothing at all, because we 
cannot do everything, because we are not able ime 
mediately to create a fleet superior to that of any 
other nation? Shall we sit down with folded 
hands, determined to bear every insult, every in- 
jury, and every degradation that shall be offered ? 
No, sir, I hope not. 1 believe this nation is des- 
tined, at some future day, to wrest the trident 
from the very same hand that now holds it.’ It 
is my wish to see my coadjutors of this day pos- 
sessed of a share of that patriotic enthusiasm 
which will prepare the way, and lead to the 
speedy completion of that glorious event. But, 
sir, it has been often said thatthe maintenance of 
a naval force is impracticable. in a free country 3 


‘that impressment must be resorted to, and impress- 


ments constitute slavery. 
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Are not many of the principles of our Consti- 
tution new, as they respect ancient or modern 
republics? Has not our own experience and pro- 
gress’ in the business of government been a con- 
stant contradiction to theories and theorists ? 
Are you not told at this day that a republican 
form of government cannot be supported in Bu- 
rope, notwithstanding the example of this nation 
before their eyes ? 

Because Britain is obliged to make use of a 
press-gang to man her fleet, which goes abroad in 

ursuit of conquests, in which the lives of poor 
ellows are sported away, who have no interest 
in the issue, shall it be said that we shall be 
obliged to press our gallant, our patriotic sea- 
men? No,sir. Our sailors are the children, not 
the outcasts of the nation ; they will volunteer to 
cruise in the neighboring seas to defend their own 
gallant comrades, and the property of the men 
who give them employ. No, sir, we can never 
have occasion to press sailors. The same fishe- 
ries which have long been the boasted nursery for 
British sailors lie at your door, and will always 
give employment in time of peace to our sea- 
men; we havean immense coasting-trade, which 
is a school for seamen; we shall find seamen as 
fast as we shall build ships, and so far do our sea- 
men exceed all others, that American ships are 
navigated with about half the hands that are em- 
ployed by any other nation to navigate ships of 
equal burden. But suppose, sir, that all the Amer- 
ican seamen should be regularly registered and 
arranged into divisions and subdivisions, on a 
well-regulated marine militia system, subject to 
be called upon to do their respective tours of duty 
as the land militia are. For my part I wish this 
may be done; no man can doubt the justice or 
practicability of such a measure. If this should 
be called impressment, then ordering out the land 
militia may be called impressment. If it is a 
hardship for a sailor to be obliged to go a three or 
four months’ cruise in defence of his and his 
country’s rights, for wages fixed on by the Gov- 
ernment, is it not also a hardship fora militia- 
man to be ordered out and obliged to march five 
hundred or one thousand miles in defence of his 
own and hiscountry’s rights? Ido not pretend to 
be a judge with regard to what sized vessels are 
best for the defence of our commerce, but that 
we ought to attempt to defend it, I most reli- 
giously believe. One reason that induces me to 
vote for the resolution now under consideration 
is, that I incline to think it may be well to have 
some ships of all sizes; -another is, the resolu- 
tion comes before us sanctioned by the opinion of 
a respectable committee of this House, as wellas 
that of the President of the United States, in 
whose judgment in matters of this kind I confide 
more thanin my own. In his communication to 
this House at the opening of the session, after 
bringing to our view the pillaged and exposed 
state of our commerce, he expressed himself in 
these words: “ Considerable provision has been 
‘made under former authorities from Congress 
“of materials for the construction of ships of 74 
t guns; these materials are on hand, subject to the 


‘ fature will of the Legislature. An immediate 
prohibition of the exportation of arms is also 
‘submitted to your determination.” Iam sure 
that no member, who considered the latter mea- 


‘sure as recommended by the President of the 


United States, can say the former clause is not 
also a modest recommendation of the President 
to use the materials and build the 74’s. Consid- 
erable of those materials spoken of by the Presi- 
dent are unfit for any other use than 74-gun ships. 
This I have from the best authority. 

This nation, sir, has been called a great land 
animal, and it has been wittily said, that she must 
keep out of the water lest the shark bite off her 
proboscis; but, sir, if I may be indulged in pro- 
phetic allegory, I will say this nation shall be 
like unto a grand mammoth beaver, the wisdom 
of her sagacious head, and the industry of her 
powerful claws, shall raise her agriculture and 
manufactures to grandeur indescribable ; her riv- 
ers directed into canals, flowing regularly, like 
the blood in the veins and arteries of a great ani- 
mal, shall waft to and from the centre, and from 
one extreme to the other, her internal commerce, - 
created and supported by her highly. improved 
arts and manufactures; her broad back, extending 
from the Atlantic to the Pacific, upholding one 
thousand fine towns and cities, painted with all 
the variegated colors of a landscape, shall teem 
with all the richest productions of the globe; it 
shall be intersected with useful roads and most 
magnificent causeways; she shall support, in a 
style of comfort and accommodation heretofore 
unknown to any nation, one hundred millions of 
people, free and happy. In those days she shall, 
by the exercise of her mighty and piscatory tail, 
sweep from the ocean the pirates of every nation, 
and she shall give the grateful and consenting 
world a commentary on the laws of nations, con- 
tained in six words, namely: Man shall peacea- 
bly occupy the seas. 

I believe, sir, I have as great a desire to deserve 
and obtain the good opinion of this House as 
most members in it; but unfortunately my zeal 
in whatever I deem important to the nation, has 


fled some gentlemen at times to attribute to me 


motives which never govern me, On this occa- 
sion I will take the liberty of troubling the Com- 
mittee with an explanation of that high interest, 
which, in the outset, I observed the Western ~ 
country had in the question before the Commit- 
tee. When I have done this I will rest on the 
candor of every gentleman to attribute my zeal 
to the true motive—the interest of the people I 
have the honor to represent. 

I neither wish nor expect to have seventy-four- 
gun ships built on the Western waters. The 
shoals at the mouth of the Mississippi will not 
suffer them to go to sea if they were built there; 
besides which, Í think they ought to be built 
nearer to the eye of the Government ; but, sir, I 
have a more powerful motive—I mean the in- 
terest the Western country has in the sale and 
the price of merchant ships. 

It is too. well known-to need proof or explana- 
tion, that the Western country has, for some 
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years past, raised more produce for exportation, 
according to the number of working hands, than 
any other part of the United States, and that ex- 
portation from that country is increasing in a 
ratio nearly equal to its population. It is also 
well known that neither foreign nor domestic 
shippers will come to purchase our produce at 
our warehouses. No, sir, we do not boast of being 
able to get rid of our produce with the same con- 
venience the gentlemen from the Southern States 
can. We have to carry it ourselves many thou- 
sand miles before we can find a purchaser, and 
` then too often toa very low market, for want of 
shipping at New Orleans to carry it from there. 
Flat-bottomed boats of fifteen tons burden have 
generally been used for carrying. this produce 
down ; the average price of which is one hundred 
dollars; five men are employed at the average 


rice of one hundred dollars each; it costs at- 


east one hundred dollars to support the hands 
down and to support the supercargo while at 
Orleans, and one hundred dollars more may be 
_ set down for insurance. This is eight hundred 
dollars for the freight of fifteen tons ; the flatboat 
is set adrift, or sold for the price of firewood at 
most. 
Within a short time ship building has been 
“commenced on the Western waters. It is found 
that ten hands can navigate a ship of two or three 
hundred tons burden easier and with more safety 
than five hands can navigate a flatboat of fifteen 
tons. There isnow a ship of 450 tons at the falls 
of Ohio; she will carry as much as thirty flat- 
boats when navigated by twelve hands; this will 
save in the construction of flatboats $3,000; she 
will save the wages of one hundred and thirty- 
eight men, which is $13,800 more, besides the 
saving to the country of the labor of one hundred 
and thirty-eight men three months at least, who 
may be usefully employed in raising another crop. 
She will save $6,000 in the provision for the 
hands and in the insurance. Suppose this ship to 
beloaded with 4,500 barrels of flour, and suppose we 
throw off from the'$22,800 calculated to be saved, 
$4,800 for the extra wages of the ship’s hands 
down and for insurance. The saving between 
carrying down a barrel of flour in this way and 
in the usual way of flatboats is four dollars at 
least—~a very pretty saving, indeed, sir, in a coun- 
try where flour has often been sold under three 
~dollars a barrel. A proportionate saving will be 
made in the carriage of beef, pork, cotton, hemp, 
tobacco, and almost every other article that we 
send to market. If the Government extends that 
protection to commerce, which will hold up the 
price of American built ships, this saving will be 
continued ; if that protection is withheld, this im- 
portant saving must be lost to us; and although, 
at the outset, a considerable share of the saving 
goes into the pocket of the merchant, it must, if 
the business of ship building increases, as we 
would fain hope it will, it must, I say, eventually, 
by the enhancement of the price of produce, go 
into the pocket of.the farmer. 
‘The State of Kentucky itself could have very 
conveniently: spared 500,000 bushels of Indian 


corn last year, to be sent, at a great profit, to the 
Atlantic States, where it seems it was much: 
wanted, had she had sea vessels to send it in. 
She could do the same this year; yet some per- 
sons who’ ventured to take corn down in flat- 
boat last year to New Orleans, could find no ves- 
sels to ship it in, and it was there sold for less 
than half a dollar a bushel, while, in some of the 
Atlantic ports, it sold for more than two dollars, 
and many of them but little short of it. Thus 
some of our adventurers were ruined, and all in- 
jured in a very laudable enterprise. 

The State in whose representation I have the 
honor of bearing a part, includes the river Ohio 
for near nine hundred miles; it borders on the 
Mississippi, and includes one-half of that river, 
about seventy miles; scarce a mile the whole 
length this way but a site for a ship yard can be 
found; from the bosom of that State seven fine 
large rivers discharge themselves into the Ohio; 
on all which sea vessels may be built, and from 
thence floated into the ocean. Our white oak, 
walnut, mulberry, cedar, and locust timber, of 
which we have an inexhaustible supply, is ex- 
ceeded by none on the continent. The timber 
on our best lands, which are to be speedily culti- 
vated, will be destroyed, and no benefit derived 
from it, unless used within a few years. Our 
mountains abound in iron ore and stone coal, to 
which there are fine streams for water-works ad- 
jacent. No State in the Union at this time, I 
believe, produces half as much hemp as Ken- 
tucky, and the culture of that article is rapidly 
increasing in many parts of the Western country. 

If, sir, the statements I have made are correct, 
and I believe no one can doubt their authenticity, 
it must be seen that no portion of the nation is 
so deeply interested in the protection of its com- 
merce as the Western people. The laws and 
regulations of other commercial nations not al- 
lowing American built ships to be naturalized, 
their subjects or citizens seldom buy our ships; 
the strong current of the Mississippi does not 
allow them to come back to us, and without the 
aid of Government in protecting the commerce of 
thenation, the American merchant cannot afford to 
buy them ; so that justas we have entered on the 
ship building business, and beginning to see its 
utility, without that aid and protection we shall 
be thrown back on our flatboat system, by which 
one-half the value of our produce is expended in 
carrying it to'a place of shipment. 

In another and more important point of view 
the people of the Western country are more 
deeply interested in the nation’s having some line- 
of-battle ships than any part of the Union. The 
produce of that whole country, watered by one 
one hundred navigable rivers, must empty into 
the Bay of Mexico at one narrow pass. Any na- 
tion with whom we have a difference, possessing 
a single line-of-battle ship, may block up that 
pass ; our frigates, whose timbers and whose metal 
are inferior to those of a seventy-four, cannot 
meet her on equal-terms. Thus, while the na- 
tion is without. ships-of-the-line, as they are 
called, the merchants who export the produce of 
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the Western country are momently exposed to 
ruin, and -our produce is subject to perish on the 
hands of the farmer for want of a market. This 
argument may be said to apply to New York or 
some other Atlantic port; but, sir, it applies in a 
tenfold ratio to the Western country; the bock- 
ing up of one of the Atlantic ports would in- 
crease the business of another, and although there 
might be great injury done by such blockade, it 
would not ruin the whole Eastern country, as 
must be the case with the Western country in 
blocking up the mouth of the Mississippi. 

The sunbeams of commerce have just began 
to bless the Western hemisphere with her genial 
and fascinating smiles by the introduction of ship 
building; but the late depredations on the com- 
merce of this country cause a darkening cloud 
to hang over our prospects, and all our fond hopes 
are in danger of being blasted by what I calla 
narrow and illiberal policy. I pray God most 
fervently to open the hearts and eyes of gentle- 
men on this important subject. 

Mr. Lyon’s amendment was disagreed to— 
yeas 28. 

‘When the section offered by Mr. Dawson was 
likewise disagreed to—yeas 40, nays 54. 

A new section offered by Mr. R. Nexson, au- 
thorizing the President to sell such of the national 
vessels as in his opinion shall be in such a situa- 
tion as to make it the interest of the United States 
not to repair the same, was agreed to—yeas 63 
nays 35. 

The Committee then rose and reported the bill, 
which the House took into consideration. 

‘Mr. J. Cuay moved to strike out the first 
section. 

Messrs. J. Clay, R. NeLson. and Bepincer, 
supported ; and Messrs. Dawson, VARNUM, GREGG, 
Dana, and ELMER, opposed this motion, which 
was disagreed to—yeas 24, nays 76/as follows: 

Yeas—lIsaac Anderson, David Bard, George M. Bed- 
inger, Robert Brown, Christopher Clark, Joseph Clay, 
Matthew Clay, Leonard Covington, Peter Early, Pe- 
terson Goodwyn, Edwin Gray, John Hamilton, Michael 
Leib, Patrick Magruder, Roger Nelson, John Rea of 
Pennsylvania, Jacob Richards, Thomas Sandford, Sam- 
uel Smith, Richard Stanford, Philip R. Thompson, 
Robert Whitehill, David R. Williams, and Alexander 
‘Wilson. 

Naxs—-Evan Alexander, Willis Alston, jr., Joseph 
Barker, Barnabas Bidwell, John Blake, junior, Thomas 
Blount, Levi Casey, John Chandler, John Claiborne, 


John Glopton, Frederick Conrad, Orchard Cook, Rich-: 


ard Cutts, Samuel W. Dana, Ezra Darby, John Dav- 
enport, junior, John Dawson, James Elliot, Caleb El- 
lis, Ebenezer Elmer, William Ely, John W. Eppes, 
James Fisk, John Fowler, James M. Garnett, Charles 
Goldsborough, Andrew Gregg, Isaiah L. Green, Silas 
Halsey, Seth Hastings, David Holmes, David Hough, 
John G. Jackson, Walter Jones, J oseph Lewis, junior, 
Matthew Lyon, Robert. Marion, Josiah Masters, Wil- 
liam McCreery, Nicholas R. Moore, Fhomas Moore, 
Jeremiah Morrow, John Morrow, Jonathan O. Mosely, 
Gurdon S. Mumford, Jeremiah Nelson, Thomas New- 
ton, junior, Gideon Olin, Timothy Pitkin, junior, John 
Pugh, Josiah Quincy, John Russell, Peter Sailly, 
Thomas Sammons, Martin G..Schuneman, Jas. Sloan, 


John Smilie, John Smith, Henry Southard, Joseph 
Stanten, Samuel Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Sam- 
uel Tenney, David Thomas, Thomas W. Thompson, 
Uri Tracy, Abram Trigg, Philip Van Cortlandt, Killian 
K. Van Rensselaer, Joseph B. Varnum, Peleg Wads- 
worth, John Whitehill, Marmaduke Williams, Nathan 
Williams, Richard Winn, and Joseph Winston. 


Mr. Masters then moved to amend the bill, by 
striking out, in the third line of the aforesaid first 
section of the bill, the words “one hundred and 
fifty thousand,” and inserting in lieu thereof, the 
words “ three hundred and fifty thousand ;” which 
passed in the negative—yeas 31, nays 71, as fol- 
lows: 

Yess—John Blake, junior, Orchard Cook, Samuel 
W. Dana, John Davenport, junior, Caleb Ellis, Wil- 
liam Ely, Silas Halsey, Seth Hastings, David Hough, 
Matthew Lyon, Robert Marion, Josiah Masters, Jona- 
than O. Mosely, Gurdon S. Mumford, Jeremiah Nelson, 
Timothy Pitkin, junior, Josiah Quincy, John Russell, 
Peter Sailly, Thomas Sammons, Martin G. Schune- 
man, Samuel Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Samuel 
Tenney, David Thomas, Thomas W. Thompson, Uri 
Tracy, Philip Van Cortlandt, Killian K. Van Rensse- 
laer, Peleg Wadsworth, and Nathan Williams. 

Nays—Evan Alexander, Willis Alston, jun., Isaac 
Anderson. David Bard, Joseph Barker, George M. Bed- 
inger, Barnabas Bidwell, Thomas Blount, Robert 
Brown, Levi Casey, John Chandler, John Claiborne, 
Christopher Clark, Joseph Clay, Matthew Clay, John 
Clopton, Frederick Conrad, Leonard Covington, Rich- 
ard Cutts, Ezra Darby, John Dawson, Peter Early, 
James Elliot, Ebenezer Elmer, John W. Eppes, Wil- 


liam Findley, James Fisk, John Fowler, Jas.. M. Gar-._. P 


nett, Charles Goldsborough, Peterson Goodwyn, Ed- 
win Gray, Andrew Gregg, Isaiah L. Green, John Ham- 
ilton, David Holmes, Walter Jones, John Lambert, 
Michael Leib, Joseph Lewis, jun, Patrick Magruder, 
William McCreery, Nicholas R. Moore, Thos. Moore, 
Jeremiah Morrow, John Morrow, Roger Nelson, Thos. 
Newton, junior, Gideon Olin, John Pugh, John Ran- 
dolph, John Rea of Pennsylvania, John Rhea of Ten- 
nessee, Jacob Richards, Thomas Sandford, Jas. Sloan, 
John Smilie, John Smith, Samuel Smith, Henry South- 
ard, Richard Stanford, Joseph Stanton, Philip R. 
Thompson, Abram Trigg, John Whitehill, Robert 
Whitehill, David R. Williams, Marmaduke Wiliams, 
Alexander Wilson, Richard Winn, and Joseph Win- 
ston. 


Ordered, That the said bill, with the amend- 
ments, be engrossed, and read the third time to- 
morrow. í : , 


Wepnespay, April 16. 

An engrossed bill for fortifying the ports and 
harbors of the United States, and for building 
gunboats, was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. Tuomas M. Ranpourn, from the com- 
mittee appointed on the fifth ultimo, presented a 
bill adding to, and amending the different acts of 
February twenty-seventh, and March third, one ; 
thousand eight hundred and one, and May third, 
one thousand eight hundred and two, “ concern- 
ing the District of Columbia,” and the act of 
March third, one thousand eight hundred. and 
five, entitled “An act to amend the chartér of 
Georgetown ; which was réad twice, and com- 
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mitted to a Committee of the whole House to- 
morrow. 
REDEMPTION OF PUBLIC DEBT. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee of | 


the Whole, on the bill supplementary to the act, 
éntitled “An act making provision for the re- 
demption of the whole of the public debt of the 
“United States.” 

The Caarrman proceeded to read the bill until 
he came to the fourth and fifth sections, which 
authorize the Commissioners of the Sinking Fund 

_to appoint one agent in London, and another in 
Amsterdam, to receive subscriptions and transfers, 
and to issue new certificates ; and to enable the 
holders of old six per cent. deferred, or three per 
cent. stocks, who may become subscribers to the 
new stock either in the United States or in Eu- 
rope, and who, on the first day of April next, and 
on the day of the subscription, shal! be resident 
in Europe, to receive the interest on their stock, 
either in the United States, or at London, or in 
Amsterdam. 

Mr. Varnum moved to strike out the fifth sec- 
tion. 

This motion was supported by Mr. Davenport, 
and opposed by Mr. J. Ranpoupn, and disagreed 
‘to—ayes 34, noes 42. 

On motion of Mr. J. Ranpourn, the compen- 
‘gation allowed to each of the above agents was 
fixed at $3,000—ayes 48. 

The eighth section was read as follows : 

Src. 8. And be it further enacted, That, from 
cand after the first day of April next, whenever it 
‘shall be necessary to issue new certificates, either in 
Jieù of such certificates of old six per cent. or de- 
‘ferred stock, as may be lost or destroyed, or by rea- 
sön of a transfer of such stock from a stockholder to 
another, or from the books of an office to those of ano- 
ther office; the new certificates, instead of stating the 
nominal amount of stock which originally was, but is 
no longer the sum actually due by the United States, 
-shall express the true amount of the annuity due, at the 
‘rate of eight per cent. on the original amount of prin- 
cipal, atthe time when it shall cease. But all the other 

- provisions. heretofore made by law, and now in force, 
Telative tothe said stocks, shall remain in full force, as 
if no alteration had been made in the form of the cer- 
tificates; and such new certificates may be subscribed, 
“in. conformity with the provisions of this act, according 
“to the then unredeemed amount of the principal stock 

: “originally due. 

< Mr. Quincy moved to strike this section out 
‘under the impression that it impaired the origina 
¿contract between the United States and the pub- 
clic. creditors. 

Mr. J. Ranpo.pn vindicated the section against 
‘this charge. 

Mr, Dana did not think it impaired the original 
eontract, but considered it superfluous, as, in his 
-opinion, the power given by it was already vested 
by Jaw in the officers of the Treasury Department} 
when the question was taken, and the motion lost, 
‘> Avithout a division. 

-= Mr. J. Ranpotpa moved to fill the blank in 

~ that part of the bill which provides for the con- 
version of three per cent. stock into six per cent. 


with “sixty-two-and-a-half;” by which the holder 


of every hundred dollars, in the three per cent. 


stock, is entitled to receive sixty-two-and-a-half 


dollars of six per cent. 

Mr. CrowNinsHIELp opposed this motion, as 
well as the provision for converting the three per 
cent. into six per cent. stock, under the idea that 
it would be injurious to the United States. 

Mr. J. Cuay defended the provision, and made 


a detailed argument, to show that it would be 
beneficial to the United States. 


Mr. Dana declared himself in favor of the pro- 
posed modification of the public debt. 

Mr. Jackson spoke against it. 

Mr. J. RanpoLpE advocated this part of the 


bill, and Mr. Crowninsuiexp replied; when the 


question was taken on the motion of Mr. Joan 
RANDOLPH and agreed to—ayes 51, noes 34. 

A motion, made by Mr. Mumrorp, requiring 
the agents, before they enter on the execution of 
their offices, to take an oath or affirmation for the 
diligent execution of their trusts, and requiring 
them to give bonds in one or more sureties, in 
the penal sum of twenty thousand dollars—was 
agreed to. . 

Mr. Dawa moved to strike out the words quoted 
in the following section, with a view of restrain- 
ing the provisions of the bill to the present three 
per cents, and, under the impression that, in the 
new stock proposed tõ be created, the Government 
liberated itself from the obligation to pay a cer- 
tain part of the principal and interest heretofore 
stipulated : . 

Sec. 1. Be it enacted by the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States of America, in 
Congress assembled, That a subscription to the full 
amount of the “old six per cent. deferred and” three 
per cent stocks be, and the same is hereby, proposed ; 
for which purpose books shall be opened at the Treas- 
ury of the United States, and by-the several Commis- 
sioners of Loans, on the first day of April next, to.con- 
tinue open until the seventeenth day of December 
next following, inclusively, the fourteen last days of 
each quarter excepted, for such parts of the above-men- 
tioned descriptions of stock as shall, on the day of sub- 
scription, stand on the books of the Treasury, and of 
the several Commissioners of Loans, respectively ; 
which subscription shall be effected by a transfer to the 
United States, in the manner provided by Jaw for such 
transfers, of the credit or credits, standing on the said 
books, and by a surrender of the certificates of the stock 
subscribed. 

Mr. Joun Ranvotrs and Mr: J. Cray opposed 
this motion, and denied the justice of the observa- 
tion made by Mr. Dana; when the motion to 
strike out the section was lost without a division. 

The Committee rose and reported the bill with 
several amendments, which were agreed to by the 
House, and the bill ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading to-morrow—ayes 56. 


DUTIES ON SALT. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole, on the bill repealing the acts laying 
duties on salt, and continuing in force for a cer- 
tain time the first section of the act, entitled “An 
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act further to protect the commerce and seamen 
of the United States against the Barbary Pow- 
ers,” as follows: 
Sec, 1. Be it enacted, Sc., ‘That, from and after the 
day of next, so much of any act, or acts, as 
lays a duty on imported. salt, be, and the same here- 
by is, repealed, and from and after the day aforesaid, 
salt shall be imported into the United States free of 
duty. 

ea 2. And be it further enacted, That, from and 
after the first day of January next, so much of any act 
or acts as allows a bounty on exported salt provisions, 
and pickled fish, in lieu of drawback of the duties on 
the salt employed in curing the same, and so much of 
any act or acts as makes an allowance to the owners 
and crews of fishing vessels, in lieu of drawback of 
the duties paid on the salt used by the same, shall be, 
and the same hereby is, repealed. 

Sec. 3, And be it further enacted, That so much of 
the act, passed on the 25th day of March, 1804, entitled 
An act further to protect the commerce and seamen of 
the United States against the Barbary Powers, as. is 

-contained in the first section of the said act, be, and 
the same hereby is, continued in force until the end of 
the next session of Congress, and no longer. 

Mr. Quincy moved so to amend the first section 
as to repeal the act laying a duty on salt, additional 
to that originally imposed, so as to take off at pres- 
ent the duty of eight cents a bushel. He said he 
was of the opinion that taking off the whole duty 
on salt would have an injùrious effect. A differ- 
ence of twenty cents on the bushel would oper- 
ate very seriously on those who had already made 
shipments. It was part of the duty of a Legisla- 
tor toavoid making such sudden changes as tended 
to destroy the confidence of the mercantile world 
in the stability of the laws. Whenever changes 
were made, they ought, in his opinion, to be grad- 
ual. Although:he considered the general effect of 
this measure most important, yet, by too sudden 
an-operation, it might affect a respectable class. of 
individuals very injuriously. He would state the 
effect which he apprehended it would have. Sup- 
pose the repeal should take effect on the first day 
of July. A cargo of salt generally averages about 
four thousand bushels; the prime cost at Liver- 
pool was about eleven centsa bushel. The cost of 
the cargo would, therefore, be only $440; the duty 
would amount to $800; the freight, &c., to about 
$1,000; making an aggregate of $2,240, which 
would be the cost in this country, on a mercantile 
calculation, supposing the present duties to remain 
in force. The present price of salt in this country 
was about fifty-three centsa bushel, which would 
produce something less than $2,240. The reason 
of the sum for which it is sold being less than 
that it costs is, that salt is merely made use of, in 
most cases, as a return cargo. Taking off the 
duty of twenty cents, would reduce the price to 
thirty-three cents a bushel, which would detract 
$920 from: the value of the cargo, and would be 
more than double the prime cost of the salt. To 
so great a reduction, so suddenly made, Mr. Quin- 
“ex said he objected. He had, he said, another 
reason for being against the section as it stood. 
The duty on salt was among the duties pledged 
for the payment of the national debt. At the 


time this pledge was made, the duty was twelve 
cents. The additional duty of eight cents was 
afterwards imposed. His object was, to reduce 
the existing duty eight cents, and to let the origi- 
nal duty of twelve’ cents stand, at least, until 
some notice had been given to the mercantile 
world. He believed that a reduction of the duty 
was highly desirable, and would be very popular. 
He might not, perhaps, object to an entire repeal 
if time were allowed him to consult his constitu- 
ents, some of whom might possibly be ruined by 
it. All things considered, he thought it would be 
best to reduce the duty at present eight cents. 
This would leave Congress at liberty, at their 
next session, to take the entire repeal into con- 
sideration, which might be done, in case they con- 
sidered it eligible. 

Mr. J. Ranpourn said he should prefer the 
taking off eight cents, rather than suffering the 
duty to remain as it stood at present; but he 
hoped the whole duty would be taken off, One 
of the objections of the gentleman to taking off 
the whole duty was, that the merchants who have 
imported salt may be injured by it, and will not 
be able to compete with those who have imported 
it duty free. But this argument operated two 
ways. Did it not apply differently when the duty 
on salt was first laid? At that time, the very 
man who now loses, gained in a correspondent 
ratio. To his mind, Mr. R. said, it was the stran- 
gest reason on earth, if this nation wre in a situa 
tion to give up all its taxes, that it should be said 
by any gentleman, don’t repeal the laws imposing 
them, because my constituents, the merchants, 
have paid duties on some of them, If so, your 
taxes, so far from being diminished, may go on 
increasing ad infinitum. But, the truth is, we 
have the same right now to take off the duty on 
salt as our predecessors had to lay it on. 

But it seems that the original duty of twelve 
cents was put into pledge for the payment of the 
national debt. We were told the same thing five 
years ago when we proposed to repeal the internal 
taxes. They were, however, repealed without any 
violation of the public faith,and wherefore? The 
nation has contracted a debt to the public creditor, 
and so long as the Government finds funds where- 
with to pay it, the public creditor has no right to 
ask whether we take it from our coat or breeches 
pocket? Whether from a land tax, an excise, or 
from duties on imported articles? The pledge on 
our side is, to find money. If, after the repeal of 
this duty, the waysand means for the payment of 
this debt are found deficient, I agree that we are 
bound to make good the deficiency. But what.do 
we propose? The amount of the duty on salt is 
less than $600,000, and at the same time that we 
take this off, we impose a duty which will pro- 
duce a million. We take off a duty on-a neces- 
sary of life, which falls peculiarly heavy on the 
poor, and on agriculture, and lay an ad valorem 
duty on gauze, catgut, and the Lord knows what, 
which produces from three to five thousand dol- 
lars more. : 

Mr. Quincy asked whether a duty which pro- 
duced $850,000, a year, which was limited to the 
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end of the next session, and which was not pledged 
to the payment of the national debt, could be con- 
sidered as equivalent to a permanent duty of half 
a million, imposed by an act which could not be 
repealed until the debt was paid? He did not 
think the new tax was a substitute of equal value, 
and he considered it one of the objects of this 
bill to get rid of the pledge to pay the debt. 

Mr. J. Cray felt disposed to give every credit 
to gentlemen in their professions of regard to- 
wards the public debt. The answer to the ob- 
jection was this: A certain fund, arising from the 
impost, was pledged to the payment and interest 
of thedebt. An act had passed the last Congress 
increasing the fund appropriated for this purpose, 
from $7,200,000 to $8,000,000. If the duty on 
salt was not a component part of this sum, the 
objection of gentlemen was futile. Now it was 
a fact, that, so much as this sum was diminished 
by taking off the $520,000 arising from the duty 
on salt, so much was it increased by the other 
duty proposed to be laid by this act. So long as 
the taxes pledged exceeded eight millions, the 
Government sacredly regards their engagements. 
As an answer to all the sensibility displayed by 
gentlemen for the public faith, permit me, said 
Mr. C., to refer them to'a resolution proposed in 
the seventh Congress, on the 25th of January, 

. 1802, instructing the Committee of Ways and 
Means to inquire into the expediency of taking 
off, or reducing, the duty on brown sugar, coffee, 
and bohea tea. Another objection urged by gen- 
tlemen is, the effect of this bill on the merchants. 
There is no doubt that, in consequence of it, the 

rice of salt will fall; but, would not this have 

een the effect on bohea tea, had their measure 
been successful? The effect, however, will be 
gradual, and there will be but little loss sustained 
by any one individual, as the price will begin to 
fall immediately on taking off the duty. I believe 
it is not a material error to say, that the traffic is 
pretty much in the hands of those men who en- 
joyed it when the duty was laid; and if so, those 
who now lose, will only lose as much as they be- 
fore gained. I hope the blank in the bill will be 
so filled as to give six months notice of the im- 
position of the duty. 

Mr. Lyon.—When this proposition for com- 
muting the Mediterranean fund for the salt tax 
was first introduced, I thought favorably of it. 
I have always viewed the duty on salt among the 
most oppressive taxes invented by man, although, 
since the purchase of Louisiana, the people I have 
the honor to represent are no longer burdened 
with that tax, and the revenue derived from it, 
when it ceases, must be made good by burdening, 
in some way or other, my constituents. I voted 
for committing the proposition; but, sir, when I 
reflect on the subject, and inquire from whence 
comes this. proposition, I am compelled to hesit- 
ate, to look at it again and again, and ask, (Iwill 
say itin plain English,) whence comes this thing ? 
What isit? May it not be a gilded pill, with a 
very fair outside, but containing rancorous poi- 
son within? When I answer to myself the ques- 
tion, where it comes from ? Lam obliged to say, 

9th Con.—34 


sir, it comes from a gentleman (Mr, J. Ranvourg) 
who, in the presence of this House, and of the 
whole nation, has declared himself an enemy to 
the present Administration ; one who has declared 
that his opposition to that Administration should 
cease only with his breath. And what has been 
the conduct of that gentleman on this same sub- 
ject, (the salt tax,) while he was a friend to the 
Administration? A proposition was brought for- 
ward, not long since, by another gentleman, a 
gentleman from New York, and one whom I very 
much respect, (Mr. THomas:) but, says the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, I have thought of the sub- 
ject, the Speaker and myself have talked it over, 
and it will not do, we ought not now to act upon it. 
This was sufficient, for, at that time, it was in- 
deed, a knock’em-down argument. What was 
the conduct of the gentleman from Virginia in 
1802, when a motion was before the House for 
instructing the Committee of Ways and Means to 
inquire into the expediency of reducing the duty 
on salt? He would not suffer the question to be 
put, and urged the previous question; and so 
much opposed was he to touching the salt tax, that 
he injudiciously called the member from Dela- 
ware (Mr. Bayarp) to order, when speaking 
against the previous question. Injudiciously, I 
say, because the. Speaker thought so, and the 
Journal says the Speaker’s opinion was confirmed 
by the House. If, sir, I was opposed to the per- 
sons to whom the Executive branch of the Gov- 
ernment is intrusted, and was possessed of what 
is called by some talents, without consistency, 
without patriotism, and without regard to truth, 
I would endeavor to wrench from the Executive 
the means of paying off the national debt, and 
then I would exclaim against the Executive for not 
doing it. I would take from them the means of’ 
fortifying the ports and harbors, and of defending 
the commerce of the nation, and then I would 
encourage another set of the enemies of the Ex- 
ecutive to make an uproar about the protection of 
commerce, and of the defenceless state of the na- 
tion, while I bawled out let commerce defend it- 
self, and opposed, by every art in my power, even 
the means of their obtaining, by negotiation, any 
redress' for the grievances complained of. But, 
I may be told, sir, that this measure comes re- 
commended by the Committee of Ways and 
Means. Is not the chairman of that committee 
(Mr. J. Ranpoups) the very member who told us 
a few days ago that the Hornet could not sail for 
the want of a sting in her tail—for want of a land 
breeze; and had the hardihood to insinuate to us, 
that he had kept back the navy appropriations, in 
order to defeat the will of the constituted author- 
ities of the nation, respecting the purchase of the 
Floridas? T do not speak of this insinuation on 
the bare evidence of my own ears, or my own 
understanding ; many gentlemen who were pres- 
ent; have assured me they understood the insinu- 
ation as I did. Lam wall arose that the gentle- 
man from Virginia has condescended to excul- 
pute himself on the score of holding back the ap- 
propriations, and in a way that looked more like 
awkwardness than anything I ever saw done by 
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that gentleman. Iam well aware that he has en- 
deavored to get round the insinuation that I speak 
of, but I have set all this down on the same side 
of the book.of my memory that I do many other 
things which come from the same quarter. 

Since the proposition for substituting the Med- 
jterranean fund was proposed in this House, a 
Message has been received from the President of 
the United States, informing us that the Tunisian 
Ambassador has madea demand of tribute, on the 
yefusal of which he has-declared that war must 
ensue, which tribute has been refused, so that we 
have a Tunisian war on hand. Believing, as I 
now do, sir, that the Mediterranean fund is want- 
ed for the same use it was originally created, 
namely, the keeping up the force necessary: to re- 
pel the Barbary Powers, it, therefore, cannot be 
considered as a substitute for the salt tax; and 
determined, as I am, not to withhold the means 
from an Executive that I confide in, an Execu- 
tive more popular than any who have ever had 
the guidance of the affairs of this nation, and, in 
my opinion, most deserving; however much I 
wish to reduce or altogether do away the duty on 
salt, I will not vote for it until [ can fairly see 
that so much of the revenue as it produces has 
become unnecessary, or until I see a substitute, 
until I see, in an unequivocal manner, an equal 
portion of revenue coming into the Treasury from 
another quarter less burdensome to the poorer 
sort of people. Let me see gentlemen bring for- 
ward a bill laying additional duties on green teas, 
on high priced wines, on cambrics, on laces, on 
silks, on china ware, and on high priced linens 
and woollens, which will be an equivalent to the 
duty on salt, with a section at the bottom repeal- 
ing the duty on salt, and I will surely vote for it. 
But, I conclude, the gentlemen will not have 
time, within the two or three days they have 
given themselves to stay, to investigate the sub- 
ject properly. I, for myself, wonder why gentle- 
‘men, who feel so much interested in this subject, 
had not concerted to bring the thing forward ear- 
lier. There certainly has been time enough ; I 
cannot think it can receive due attention at this 
time, but I hope it will be brought forward earlier 
in the next session. I really, sir, should not dare 
to go home and tell my constituents that I had 
voted for a measure which was calculated toleave 
the Treasury without the means of enabling the 
Executive to discharge all the engagements of 
the Government. To the present Executive the 
‘Western people impute their being relieved from 
the odious and most troublesome of all taxes—the 
stamp act and the excise act. The present Ex- 
ecutive they consider as an inseparable barrier 
between them and land taxes and sedition laws. 
To support. that Executive is their main object 
at present in electing members of Congress. So 
popular is the present Administration in Ken- 
tucky, that the most influential manin that State 
could not, after deserting the Administration, 
much less after having vowed his opposition 
should cease only with his breath, get an hundred 
votes for member of Congress. 

Whenever a man, who has been suspected of fed- 


eralism, offers there as a candidate, the frst thing 
he says in his circular letter is, that he is a friend 
to the present wise and Virtuous Administration, 
and he pledges himself to support the Executive. 
I am apprehensive that the present Executive is 
as popular in some other States as in Kentucky, 
and that the election screw, if I may be permit- 
ted to use the phraseology of another member 
from Virginia, (Mr. CLARK,) so much talked of 
in this House, will squeeze some gentlemen as flat 
as a pancake, before the first of May, 1807. Iam 
sorry, sir, to have occasion to say so much about 
the Executive. It is well known to every gen- 
tleman, that I vote as independently as any man; 
but, sir, I have had some small share in effecting 
the change which brought forward the present 
men and measures. I have never repented of it; 
I feel interested in their success, and so long as 
they promote the interest of the nation, with the 
same share of wisdom and energy they have done, 
they shall not want for the small mite of support 
which I can give them in their executive func- 
tions. I can view this business, brought forward 
at this time, in no other light, under existing cir- 
cumstances, than an ineffectual grasp at populari- 
ty, and an attempt to embarrass the Government. 
I shall, therefore, oppose it in every stage of its 
progress. 

Mr. BivweLL said that, on a subject so inter- 
esting, and which had been viewed in several 
lights by gentleman who had preceded him, he 
would take the liberty of offering a few ideas. 
One objection to the measure, which had been 
fully answered, was, that the repeal of this duty 
would be a violation of the public faith. If, after 
the taking off this duty, there was not a full and 
complete provision for the payment of the public 
creditor, there might be some weight in this ob- 
jection; but, as there was a full and complete 
provision, that circumstance furnished.a sufficient 
answer. Another objection was, that the repeal 
would operate injuriously to the mercantile inter- 
ests. This applied more to the time, than the 
thing. He was aware that any change whieh 
affected the commerce of the country, ought not 
to be instantaneous, as it. might. affect existing 
speculations; therefore, when the question was 
on filling the blank in the bill, he should be in fa- 
vor of a day considerably distant. A duty on salt 
was considered by everybody as an injurious and 
burdensome tax, and the only serious question he 
had ever had on the subject, was, at what time it 
would be safe to discontinue it. It appeared to 
him that this was a convenient time. Being sat- 
isfied of this, he should vote for it, and against 
the motion to strike out the whole or a part of the 
section. He believed not only the general ex- 
pectation of the revenue would justify the repeal, 
but that it would operate in a salutary manner on 
all classes of the community. It was burdensome 
in the interior, more so than on the seaboard ; and 
it was on the agricultural interest that the prin- 
cipal weight fell; it had been cheerfully borne 
only under the impression that, as soon as- Cir- 
cumstances would justify, it would be repealed. 

Mr, Dana said, that if gentlemen were disposed 
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to diminish the revenue, to sctew up the Govern- | 36, nays 60—when the Committee rose and re- 

ment, and if they were satisfied the Administra- ported the bill. 

tion could get along without this tax, it would} The House immediately took the report into 

weigh much in his mind in favor of repéal ; and, | consideration. 

as they were disposed to grapple with difficulties) Aftera short. conversation, the amendment of 

and gain popularity, he believed he would gratify | the Committee to fill up the blank in the first sec- 

them by voting for the bill. tion with the first of October, was carried with- 
My. Quincy said, he opposed such an excessive out a division. 

yeduction of this duty at once, not only on the}. Mr. CRowNINSHIELD then moved to amend the 
rounds he had stated, but on other grounds. In last section, so as to continue the Mediterranean 

Wiassachusets, in the neighborhood of Boston, fund for three years. He said that the duty on 

very extensive manufactories of salt had been es- | Salt fell with peculiar hardship on those who were 

tablished, under the idea that the duty would be obliged to consume it, either in providing for their 


continued. The immediate effect of this measure families or cattle. It amounted to two hundred 
might be to destroy and ruin them. per cent. on the value of this article. As'there 


Mr. ELMER was opposed to both motions under hoe ae a more oppressive tax in the country, he 
consideration. It was no good reason for contin- | 23 aways bina rag ae the revenue in such a 
uing a tax, because particular individuals would situation as to justify its repeal, He thought this 


be injured by its repeal,as they knew, at the time was the case at present, as he was indirectly in- 
they entered on the business, the right of the Gov- formed that the revenue for the present year would 
ernment to take off the tax, and the probability et by a million, the amount at which it had 
that they would do it as soon as the public exi- ee calculated. He was, however, of opinion 
vencies would admit. He should give his voice that it became the Government, in the present 
decidedly in favor of the bill, as it had always posture of affairs, to continue the Mediterranean 


a AES Abe k K > | fund for two or three years. 
been, in his opinion, a desirable object, when it y 
could be done with safety, to dispense with the | Mr- J- Ranpotra hoped the amendment would 


tax: and if, in the opinion of the officers of the | 29t be'agreed to. It would be remembered that 


+ uy di : the right of giving the public money was the 
RE PE S A with, he | Sole exclusive right of that branch of the Legisla- 


Tie House divided on Mr. Lon’s motion to ture; ~~ that when they made grants for a long 
strike out the first section, which was disagreed term of years, it would not depend on them alone 
to— yea: whether they should be revoked. In his opinion, 

Mr. Quincy’s motion to amend thesection was if the Constitution of the United States was prac- 
likewise disagreed to without a division. tised on its true principles, that House ought not 


: to give the public money out of its control. 
On motion of Mr. J. Ranvotea, the blank, rel-| There was no existing cause for continuing this 
ative to the time when the duty was to take effect, | fund for three years, or for a longer period than 
was filled with the first day of October. _ | that contemplated by the bill. During the next 
The third section was then read, which con- | session there would bea better view of the re- 
tinued the Mediterranean fund till the next ses- | sources and expenditures presented; and it might 
sion of Congress. then be determined what arrangements were ne- 
Mr. Aston observed that, from the present ia cessary for providing the ways and means for 
pearance of things, he did not think it advisable | paying the interest and principal.on the Florida 
that this section fhould remain as it was, as in six stock: If it were contemplated by gentlemen to 
or eight months they would have again the same | continue this fund to eke out, and by anticipation 
ground to travel over. His object was perma- | to provide for the defalcation of that day, he was 
nently to substitute the Mediterranean fund for the | not disposed to give his consent to such a mea- 
salt tax. He had no objection to make the ex- | sure. Let gentlemen then devise the ways and 
change; to take off the perpetual tax on salt, and | means for the additional expenses they may have 
lay it on these articles. He thought there was | incurred. Itis nota true principle, said Mr. R., for 
no danger in trusting to the wisdom of Congress 


this branch to vote money in this way:. I was 
the-discontinuanice of the actimposing them; and | going to say ad infinitum. Let us recollect_how 
that as long as there was a necessity for taxes, 


the additional duty only on salt was laid. . Bight 
these subjects of taxation were as unexceptiona-| or ten years ago it was proposed to lay a duty of 
ple as any that could be laid. When they were | so many cents on salt, which failed; afterwards, at 
about to strike so deeply at the revenue, they 


the heel of a session, when there was a thin House, 
ought to be certain that the substitute offered | it was proposed to lay an additional duty of eight 
would justify the measure. For these reasons he | cents. ‘This proposition succeeded. I had the honor 
submitted a motion to make the Mediterranean of being a member when the law passed for contin- 
fund perpetual. He thought this expedient, as 


uing this duty for ten years. I do not now, and £ 
the tax on salt was perpetual, and the substituted | trust in God I never shall forget the circumstan- 
tax was not so certain as that on salt.: With re- 


ces attending this measure. I held up my hands 
gard to the one, very litile variation could take | against it as an oppressive tax, and said I hoped 
place; while the other might materially change | the time would come when it would be taken off. 
with the times. 


That time has come. Let us not now, under the 
On this motion the Committee divided—yeas | pretence of taking off half a million, hang round 
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the neck of the people a duty of nearly double the dians, concluded at Washington on the seventh 


amount. So that the Government gets the mo- 
ney they.care not from whose pockets they 
take it. The question now is, is this House ina 
state of pupilage? Will we not be at the next 
‘session as able to say this fund shall be continued, 
as weare now? It is proposed to continue this 
tax for three years; but what reason have we to 
legislate for the tenth House of Representatives ? 
Suppose they declare it oppressive and pass a bill 
for its repeal, the other branch of the Legislature 
will send it back with a civil message that they 
have postponed it to the next session of Congress. 
It is true that we have some check in making ap- 
propriations; but appropriations have become a 
matter of form, or less than the shadow of a shade, 
a mere cobweb of defence against expenditures. 
You have fixed limits, but the expenditure ex- 
ceeds the appropriation; and. those who disburse 
the money, are like a saucy boy who knows that 
his grandfather will gratify him, and over-runs 
the sum allowed him at pleasure. As to appro- 
priations I have no faith in them. -We have seen 
that so long as there is money in the Treasury, 
there is no defence against. its expenditure. 
There is one mode of defence, seized in happy 
times, to sequester in the hands of a particular 
body so much of the revenue as to leave buta 
scanty surplus to the Executive departments; but 
if this system is shaken by voting vast sums be- 
yond the ordinary expenditures, there is an end 
to economy. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Crown- 
INSHIELD’s motion, which was disagreed to— 
ayes 28. When the question was taken on engros- 
sing the bill, which was carried—ayes 83. 


Tuurspay, April 17. 


A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed the bill, entitled “An 
act further to alter and establish. certain post 
roads, and for other purposes,” with several amend- 
ments; to which they desire the concurrence of 
this House. The Senate have passed a bill, enti- 
tled “An act supplementary to the act, entitled 
‘An act for ascertaining and adjusting the titles 
and claims to land within the Territory of Orleans, 
and the District of Louisiana ;” and a bill, entitled 
“An act in addition to the act establishing a Mint, 
and regulating the coins of the United States; 
to which they desire the concurrence of this 
House. : 

On motion of Mr. Exy, 

Resolved, That: the President of the United 
States be requested to take effectual measures to 
cause the south wing of the Capitol to be pre- 
pared for the accommodation of the. House of 
Representatives, by the commencement of the 
next session of Congress, ' 

Mr. Ery and Mr. Dawson were appointed a 
committee to present the aforegoing resolution to 
the President of the United States. 

A Message was received from the President of 
the United States, transmitting a convention be- 
tween the United States and the Cherokee In- 


day of January last, for the cession of their right 
to the tract of country therein described. The 
Message was read, and, together with the conven- 
tion transmitted therewith, referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

On motion of Mr. Dana, that the House do 
come to the following resolutions: 


Resolved, That provision ought to be made for the 
better protection of the commerce and seamen of the 
United States against aggressions and outrages in the 
seas of the West Indies. 

Resolved, That it is expedient to provide for regulat- 
ing the conduct of such merchant vessels as, by agree- 
ment of the respective owners, may sail in concert for 
mutual assistance and defence in any lawful commerce ; 
and, also, for settling, according to the course of pro- 
ceeding in Courts of Admiralty, the respective rates of 
contribution to be made between them, on account of 
any loss or damage which may be thereby incurred. 

Resolved, That, for the encouragement and security 
of seamen of the United States, it is expedient to make 


‘provision, that registered ships or vessels which may be 


employed in voyages to foreign ports, after the 
day of next, shall not continue to enjoy the bene- 
fits and privileges appertaining to ships or vessels of the 
United States, unless some proportion of the mariners 
on board the same shall be citizens of the United 
States. i 

The resolutions were referred to a Committee 
of the Whole to-morrow. 

The House proceeded to consider a- motion of 
the fourth instant, viz : i 

Resolved, That the Secretary for the Department of 
War be, and he hereby is, directed to procure from the 
several States, and present to this House, at their next 
session, a list of the invalid pensioners who have been 
placed on the pension list of the respective States, 
during the late Revolutionary war with Great Britain, 
noting particularly, as far as the same may be practi- 
cable, whether such pensioners served in the militia, or 
in the line of the Army; and, also, the monthly sum 
allowed to each pensioner :” 


And the said resolution being again twice read 
at the Clerk’s table, was, on the question put there- 
upon, agreed to by the House. 

Mr. Jonn RANDOLPH, from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, presented a bill making appro- 
priations for carrying into effect a treaty with the 
Cherokee tribe of Indians; which was read twice, 
a committed to a Committee of the Whole this 

ay. : 

The House proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments proposed by the Senate to the bill, entitled 
“An act further to alter and establish certain post 
roads, and for other purposes :” Whereupon, 

. Ordered, That the said amendments, together 
with the bill, be referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed the bill, entitled “An 
act for establishing trading-housés with the Indian 
tribes,” with an amendment; to which they desire 
the coucurrence of this House. ; 

` The bill sent from the Senate, entitled “An act 
in addition to the act establishing a Mint, and reg- 
ulating the coins of the United States,” was read 
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twice, and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole to-morrow. 

The bill sent from the Senate, entitled “An act 
supplementary to the act, entitled ‘An act for as- 
certaining and adjusting the titles and claims to 
land within the Territory of Orleans, and. the Dis- 
trict of Louisiana,” was read twice, and referred 
to the Committee on the Publie Lands. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole, on the bill making appropriations for 
carrying into effect a treaty with the Cherokee 
tribe of Indians. The bill was reported without 
amendment, and was ordered to be engrossed, and 
read the third time on Saturday next. 

On motion of Mr. Varnoum, that the House do 
come to the following resolution: 

Resolved, That it is expedient to make provision, 
by law, for allowing the military commandants, ap- 
pointed under an act, entitled “An act for erecting 
Louisiana into two Territories, and providing for the 
temporary Government thereof,” three months’ pay, 
after the terms for which they were appointed shall 
have expired, to enable them to return to their several 
homes, Except such of them as shall at that time 
have been appointed to some other office under the 
Government of the United States, in the Territory of 
Louisiana. 

The question was taken that the House do agree 

_to the said resolution, and passed in the negative. 

Ordered, That the order of the day, for the 
House to resolve itself into a Committee of the 
whole House on the bill supplementary to an act, 
entitled “An act more effectually to provide for 

` the organization of the militia of the District of 
Columbia,” be postponed indefinitely. 

On motion of Mr. Fisk, that the House do come 
to the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be: author- 
ized and directed to ‘pay, out of the contingent fund of 
the said House, the sum of two hundred dollars to 
- Nathaniel Gregory and Samuel Burch, each, two of 

the engrossing Clerks in his office, in consideration of 
-extra services performed by them during the last ses- 

sion of Congress, the like sum having been granted to 

William Lambert and Josiah W. King, the other Clerks 

who served in the office of the said Clerk at that time. 

„Ordered, That the said motion lie on the table. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 

“the Whole on the bill in addition to an act, enti- 
tled “An act supplementary to the act providing 
fora Naval Peace Establishment, and for other 
purposes ;” and, after some time spent therein, the 
‘Committee rose and had leave to sit again. 


POSTMASTER GENERAL. 


Mr. CLARK, from the committee, who were ap- 
. pointed on the 2ist of March, to inquire into the 
conduct of Gideon Granger, Postmaster General 
of the United States, and report whether, in their 
opinion, the said Gideon Granger has so acted, in 
-his capacity of Postmaster General, as to require 
the interposition of the Constitutional powers of 
this House, submit the following report: 

“That the committee, without" loss of time, engaged 
dn the duties assigned them, and have made some pro- 
gress therein. It was the sincere desire of the com- 
mittee that the inquiry should be concluded during the 


present session, as.well as the wish of the Postmaster 
General; but from the distance and dispersed situation 
of the witnesses, whose testimony was deemed neces- 
sary, and the approaching close of the session, it is 
found impracticable. While the committee regret the 
situation of a public officer laboring under the suspi- 
cious appearance of a Constitutional scrutiny into his 
conduct, yet in a Government like ours, where watch- 
fulness of men in office is the surest guarantee. of 
the preservation of the liberty of the people, the pub- 
lic functionaries must yield their feelings to the gen- 
eral benefit, and endure a temporary inconvenience as 
an honorable sacrifice to the freedom of our institutions. 

“That a hasty and premature result is less to be de- 
sired on the part of an officer supported by a conscious- 
ness of the integrity of his conduct, than the suspen- 
sion of an inquiry that may terminate in a satisfactory 
refutation of charges, which, on the part of the accused, 
are affirmed to be without foundation, the committee 
have no hesitation in believing. 

“Justice to the public as well as to the individual 
requires a thorough investigation, which is found to be 
impossible before the final adjournment. 

“The committee, therefore, recommend a postpone- 
ment of the further inquiry until the next session of 
Congress.” 

Ordered to lie on the table. 


PUBLIC DEBT. 


The bill supplementary to the act, entitled “An 
act making provision for the redemption of the 
whole of the public debt of the United States,” 
was read a third time. 

_ Mr. Tatumapee moved to postpone this bill 
indefinitely, and poner the motion in.a speech 
of considerable length. i 

Mr. J. Cray replied. 

When the yeas and nays were taken—yeas 49, 
nays 45, and the motion, consequently, obtained. 

Yxras—Joseph Barker, Barnabas Bidwell, John 
Chandler, Matthew Clay, Frederick Conrad, Jacob 
Crowninshield, Richard Cutts, Samuel W. Dana, Ezra 
Darby, John Davenport, junior, James Elliot, Caleb 
Ellis, Ebenezer Elmer, William Ely, William Findley, 
James Fisk, John Fowler, Charles Goldsborough, Isaiah 
L. Green, Silas Halsey, Seth Hastings, David Hough, 
John G. Jackson, John Lambert, Joseph Lewis, junior, 
Matthew Lyon, Robert Marion, Josiah Masters, Jona- 
than O. Mosely, Jeremiah Nelson, Gideon Olin, Timo- 
thy Pitkin, junior, John Pugh, Josiah Quincy, John 
Russell, Thomas Sammons, Martin G. Schuneman, 
James Sloan, John Smilie, Henry Southard, Samuel 
Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Samuel Tenney, David 
Thomas, Thomas W. Thompson, Uri Tracy, Joseph 
B. Varnum, Peleg Wadsworth, and Robert Whitehill. 

WNars—-Evan Alexander, Willis Alston, jun., Bur- 
well Bassett, George M. Bedinger, John Blake, junior, 
Thomas Blount, Robert Brown, Levi Casey, John 
Claiborne, Christopher Clark, Joseph Clay, John Clop- 
ton, Leonard Covington, John Dawson, Peter Early, 
James M. Garnett, Edwin Gray, John Hamilton, Da- 


‘vid Holmes, Michael Leib, Patrick Magruder, William 


McCreery, Nicholas R. Moore, Thomas Moore, Jere- 
miah Morrow, John Morrow, Roger Nelson, Thomas 
Newton, jun., John Randolph, Thomas M. Randolph, 
John Rea of Pennsylvania, John Rhea of Tennessee, 
Jacob Richards, Peter Sailly, Thomas Sandford, John 
Smith, Samuel Smith, Richard Stanford, Joseph 
Stanton, Philip R. Thompson, John Whitehill, David 
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Elmer, John W. Eppes, William Findley, James M. 
Garnett, Edwin Gray, Andrew Gregg, Isaiah L., Green, 
Silas Halsey, John Hamilton, David Holmes, Michael 
Leib, Patrick Magruder, Josiah Masters, Nicholas R. 
Moore; Jeremiah Morrow, John Morrow, Roger Nelson,, 
Gideon Olin, John Pugh, John Randolph, John Rea of 
Pennsylvania, John Rhea of Tennessee, Thomas Sam- 
mons, Thomas Sandford, James Sloan, John Smilie, 
John Smith, Samuel Smith, Henry Southard, Joseph 
Stanton, Philip R. Thompson, Abram Trigg, Joseph 
B. Varnum, John Whitehill, Robert Whitehill, David’ 
R. Williams, Alexander Wilson, and Joseph Winston. 

Nays—Willis Alston, jun., Silas Betton, Barnabas 
Bidwell, Thomas Blount, John Claiborne, Christopher 
Clark, John Clopton, Jacob Crowninshield, Richard: 
Cutts, John Davenport, jun., John Dawson, Caleb Ellis, 
William Ely, Charles Goldsborough, Poterson Good- 
wyn, Seth Hastings, David Hough, John G. Jackson, 
Walter Jones, John Lambert, Joseph Lewis, jun., 
Matthew Lyon, Robert Marion, William McCreery, 
Jeremiah Nelson, Timothy Pitkin, jun., Josiah Quincy; 
Thomas M. Randolph, John Russel, Martin G. Schune-. 
man, Samuel Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Samuel: 
Tenney, David Thomas, Uri Tracy, Philip. Van Corte 
landt, Killian K. Van Rensselaer, Peleg Wadsworth, 
Marmaduke Willioms, and Nathan Williams, 

The bill, as amended, was then: read the third: 
time and passed. : 


R. Williams, Marmaduke Williams, Richard Winn, 
and Joseph Winston. Fa 


DUTIES ON SALT. 

The bill- repealing the acts laying duties on salt, 
and continuing in force, for a further time, the 
first section. of the act, entitled “An act further to 
protect the commerce and seamen. of the United 
States against the Barbary Powers,” was read a 
third time: 

Mr. Masters moved to recommit the bill, for. 
the purpose of modifying its details. 

Mr. Quincy supported the motion ; which was 
lost—ayes 37, noes 49. 

‘When the yeas and nays were taken on the 
passage of the. bill—yeas 84, nays 11, as follows: 

YVuas—Evan Alexander, Willis Alston, jun., Isaac 
Anderson, Burwell Bassett, George M. Bedinger, John 
Blake, junior, Thomas Blount, Robert Brown, Levi 
Casey, John. Chandler, John Claiborne, Christopher 
Clark, Joseph Clay, Matthew Clay, John Clopton, Ja- 
cob Crowninshield, Richard Cutts, Samuel W. Dana, 
Ezra Darby, John Davenport, junior, John Dawsan, 
Elias Earle, Peter Early, James Elliot, Caleb Ellis,, 
Ebenezer Elmer, William Ely, John W. Eppes, James 
Fisk, James M. Garnett, Charles Goldsborough, Peter- 
son Goodwyn, Edwin Gray, Andrew: Gregg, Silas 
Halsey, John Hamilton, David Holmes, David Hough, 
John G. Jackson, John Lambert, Joseph Lewis, junior, |: 
Patrick Magruder, Robert Marion, Thomas Moore, 
Jeremiah Morrow, John Morrow, Jonathan O. Mosely, | 
Jeremiah Nelson, Roger Nelson, Thomas Newton, 
junior, Gideon Olin, Timothy Pitkin, junior, John 

ugh, Josiah Quincy, John Randolph, Thomas M. 
Randolph, John Rea of Pennsylvania, Jacob Rich- 
ards, Thomas Sammons, Thomas Sandford, Martin G. 
Schuneman, James Sloan, John Smilie, John Smith, 
Samuel Smith, Henry Southard, Richard Stanford, Jo- 
seph Stanton, Samuel Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, | 
Samuel Tenney, David Thomas, Philip. R. Thompson, 
Thomas W. Thompson, Abram Trigg, Killian K. Van 
Rensselaer, Joseph B. Varnum, Peleg Wadsworth, 
Robert Whitehill, David R. Williams, Marmaduke 
‘Williams, Alexander Wilson, Richard Winn, and Jo- 
seph Winston. 

'4¥g—Joseph Barker, J ohn Fowler, Isaiah L. Green, 
Michael Leib, Matthew Lyon, Josiah Masters, William 
McCreery, Nicholas R. Moore; John Russell, Peter 
Sailly, and Uri Tracy. 


PAY OF WITNESSES. 

The House again resolved itself into a Commit- 
tee of the Whole, on the bill sent from the Senate, 
entitled “An act making provision for the com- 
pensation of witnesses who attended the trial of 
the impeachment of Samuel Chase.” The bill 
was reported with an amendmentithereto. 

The House proceeded to consider the said 

amendment; and the same being again read, as 
follows : 
- After ‘the word “summoned,” in the second 
line of the first section, insert “on the part of the 
House of Representatives,” was, on the question 
put.thereupon, agreed to by the House—yeas 51, 
nays 40,as follows: 

¥nas—Isaae Anderson, Burwell Bassett, George M. 
Bedinger, John Blake, jun., Robert Brown, Levi Casey, 
John Chandler, Joseph Clay, Matthew Clay, Frederick 
Conrad, Leonard Covington, Elias Earle, Ebenezer 


Fripay, April 18: 
` Mr; Tuomas, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, to whom were referred, 
yesterday, the amendments proposed by the Sen- 
ate to the bill, entitled “An act further to alter 
‘and establish certain post roads, and for other. 
purposes,” made a report thereon; which was 
read and considered: Whereupon, 

Resolved, That this House do agree to the first, 
second, fourth, fifth, sixth, eighth, ninth, tenth, 
eleventh, twelfth, thirteenth, and fourteenth.of the 
said amendments, 

Resolved, That this House do agree to the third 
of the-said- amendments, with an amendment, 

Resolved, That this. House do disagree to the 
seventh of the said amendments. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed the bill, entitled “An 
act for fortifying the ports and harbors. of the 
United States, and for building gunboats,” with 
an amendment; to which they desire the concurs 
ence of this House: Also, the bill, entitled. “An 
act making appropriation for carrying into effect 
a treaty between the United States and Chicka- 
saw tribe of Indians,” with an amendment; to 
which they-desire the concurrence of this House: 
And the bill, entitled “An act to amend, in the 
cases therein mentioned, the act to regulate the 
collection of duties on imports and tonnage,” with 
several amendments; to which they desire the 
concurrence of this House. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate disagree to the amendments pro- 
posed by this House to the bill sent from the Sen- 
ate, entitled “An act making provision for the 
compensation of witnesses who attended the trial 
of the impeachment of Samuel Chase,” and desire 


a conference with this House on the subject-mat- 


aumento 


> 
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ter of the said amendments; to which conference 
they have appointed managers on their part. 


ORGANIZATION OF THE MILITIA. 


Mr. Varnum.—Mr. Speaker: It will be recol- 
lected by the House, that early in the session, that 
part of the Message of the President of the United 
States, of the third of December last, which re- 
lates to the classification and organization of the 
militia, and to the augmentation of our land forces, 
was referred to the consideration of a select com- 
mittee. Several other subjects relative to the 
physical strength of the nation have, subsequent 
to that time, been referred to the same committee. 
They. have attentively considered the several sub- 
jects referred to them, and have reported to the 


House the result of their deliberation on each of 


them. The suspension ofa report on the subject 
of. our land forces ‘to this time, has. necessarily 
been occasioned from the nature of the reference. 
That subject was submitted to the committee in 
the words of the Message, which are as follows: 
“Whether it will. be necessary to augment our 
t land forces will be decided by occurrences pro- 
‘ bably in the course of your session.” Hence the 
committee have deferred. their report to this time, 
with a view that it might be: made coincident 


with the existing state of our country, at the 


close of the session, in conformity with the prin- 
ciples on which the subject was submitted. 
But, sir, ata time when the great Powers of 


“ Europe are engaged in war, devastation, and 


bloodshed, and ata period when there are subjects 
of difference existing between the United States 
and several of the European Powers, it may: not 
be improper to state to the House, the outlines 
of the physical. strength of the country, which 
may be drawn into operation; in case of an inva- 
sion by any foreign nation; which view of the 
subject has induced the committee to make the 
report now submitted to you... And, sir, in order 
to exhibit in its true point of light, the present 
strength of the United States, it may not be im- 
proper to.take a cursory view of. the situation of 
the United States at the commencement of the 
Revolutionary war with Great. Britain, and the 
important stand which, in that situation, was 
made against the strong arm of Great Britain. I 
will then state to you, in a concise manner, some of 
the present means of defence within the power of 
the United States ; and leave it to the. House to 
draw the contrast, between our situation for de- 
fence at that time, and at the present time. 

At the commencement of that war, the people 
of the United States were subjects of Great Brit- 
ain; they were ina state of disorganization. I 
believe there was not a single company of the mil- 
itia‘under legal organization; you had no stand- 
ing‘army. ‘There had been a kind of organization 
under the recommendation of illegal associations, 
in a part of the Union; but no commissions had 
been issued. One’ class of your citizens were so 
much attached to royal government that they 
either withheld their aid from the cause.of the 
country, or went over to the enemy. and: fought 
against us; there were another class who from 


pecuniary views took side on the part of the Brit- 
ish, and armed themselves against the country; 
a third class were, from apprehensions of feeling 
the weight of British vengeance in case the coun- 
try should be conquered, induced to take part on 
the side of the enemy; anda fourth class, from 
conscientious scruples as to the justice of oppos= 
ing their King, were induced to withdraw their 
aid from the cause of their country. These sev- 
eral classes of opponents were very numerous in 
some of the States, and such were the arrange- 
ments of the country at that time, as to permit 
them to take the side they chose without even 
branding them with the appellation of traitors. 
The whole population of the country did not con- 
sist of more than 2,500,000 souls. Thus, sir, did 
those patriots, who justly appreciated the blessings 
of a free Government, put their lives, and their 
all atstake, to procure for themselves and. for pos- 
terity the blessings of independence and free gov- 
ernment, in opposition to a large portion of ‘their 
countrymen, and the whole force of the British 
nation. It is well known by those gentlemen 
who were on the stage of action at that time, that 
the means for carrying on a war, then in posses- 
sion of the people, were very small. We-were 
almost entirely destitute of cannon; very few of 
the firearms were such as are generally consid- 
ered the best calculated for defence against an 
enemy: they were fire-arms generally used by’ 
hunters, and most of them without bayonets: we 
had very little powder or ball in the country, In 
this unpromising situation of our country, com- 
menced the Revolutionary war with Great Brit- 
ain. But these gloomy prospects did not prevent 
the people from pursuing their object. At the 
first battle, on the 19th day of April, 1775, the Brit= 
ish lost:in killed and- wounded more than three 
times the number killed and wounded on the side 
of the Americans. At the battle of Bunker’s 
Hill one thousand five hundred American militia 
twice repelled three thousand British regulars, and 
would, in all probability, have defeated them ulti- 
mately, had not their ammunition been exhausted 


soon after the British made the third attack. When | 


the British entered the flimsy works which they 
had thrown up the night before, not having bay- 
onets, they were obliged to fight them with the 
butts of their muskets, and: finally killed and 
wounded more than one thousand three hundred 
before they began their retreat. The English 
opened the campaign of 1776, with sixty thousand 
regular troops, including seventeen thousand Ger- 
mans, probably with an idea of completing thè 
subjugation of the country that summer ; but the 
intrepidity of the American patriots convinced 
them of their mistake; our principles were de- 
fended; and the famous battle of Trenton closed 
the operations of the year. The battle of Prince- 
ton soon succeeded; and in the same month, 
General Dickinson, with a party of New Jersey 
militia, after crossing a river, in that. inclement 
season of the year, where the water was up to the 
middle of the men, attacked an equal number of 
British troops, beat and entirely routed.them. 

In the year 1777, many memorable battles were: 


» 
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fought, in the Middle and Northern States, in | than 6,000,000 inhabitants ; you have regular organ- 


- which, taking them altogether, the patriots had 
much the advantage. The whole of Burgoyne’s 
army, consisting of more than 10,000 men was 
killed or taken prisoners. The battle at Benning- 
ton, fought entirely by militia, and commanded by 
a militia general on the side of the Americans, 
must remain on the pages of history as an indeli- 
ble mark of fortitude and patrictism, on the char- 
acters of those heroes who fought and conquered 
on that day. In 1778 happened the famous bat- 
tle of Monmouth. Thus, sir, the patriots of Ameri- 
ca, without allies, baffled the most strenuous at- 
tacks of the whole British nation, aided by 17,000 
foreign mercenaries, for more than three years. 
After that period we had the aid of France, which 
no doubt hastened the close of the war, and which 
cannot fail to be held in grateful remembrance 
by all those who were engaged in the cause of the 
Revolution from proper principles. Many impor- 
tant engagements in the Southern States, clearly 
manifested the prowess of the militia in that part 
of the Union. And, sir, by the exertion of those 
who dared to put at defiance every danger, in sup- 
port of the cause of God and their country, we do 
now, by the blessing of Heaven, enjoy the inesti- 
mable privileges of liberty and independence. 

. Now, sir, let us take a cursory view of the pres- 
ent means of defence within the control of the 
Government of the United States. The produc- 
tions of the fiscal arrangements of the Govern- 
ment, and the facility with which those produc- 
tions have been placed in your treasury, afford 
striking evidence of the wealth of your citizens, 

_ and their ability to yield that pecuniary aid which 
will enable the Government to put in operation 
any measures of defence which may be necessary. 

The United States are now composed of more 


ized State Governments, and an energetic Gen- 
eral Government, calculated to call into operation 
all the resources of the nation. when the safety of 
the people may require it, Thereare in the Uni- 
ted States, of free white male citizens, between 
the ages of sixteen and forty-five, 871,336 persons. 
The General Government passed a law in 1792 
for organizing the militia of the United States; 
under that law, the militia have been formed into 
divisions, brigades, regiments, and companies; 
these several corps have been officered under the 
State Governments, agreeably to the direction of 
the law of the United States. So, sir, you have 
in the United States a militia, completely organ- 
ized and officered, consisting of more than 600,000 
men. And, sir, in order to show the comparative 
strength, and more particularly the comparative 
laudable exertions of each State, to provide them- 
selves with the means of defence, I will ask the 
patience of the House, while I mention in detail 
the numbers of enrolled militia in each State, 
with the prominent implements of war in their 
hands. In doing this, I shall state the number of 
major generals commanding divisions, the num- 
ber of brigadier generals commanding brigades, 
the number of lieutenant colonels commandant, 
commanding regiments, the number of artillerists, 
the number of cavalry, and the number of infantry 
including officers in each State, the number of 
field artillery, the number of fire arms, the num- 
ber of horsemen’s sabres and pistols, and the quan- 
tity of powder and balls. I shall not detail the mi- 
nor articles of equipment; but will observe, gen- 
erally, that the supply of these articles is less nu- 
merous than those which I shall state in detail. 
(Mr. Varnum here offered to the House the in- 
formation exhibited in the following table.] 


= Be. a FE f 
ERERIEE Ss | a (Eales a 
eslacias a3 © ea ee Po a 
esjs SEO) ğ gs | 8 |e8i3 {| 3) 4 
STATES AND TERRITO- Eg Solga 2 A o | BS = (22/88 3 E 3 
Gules! & Es E a= 6 aja 8 2 = 
RIES, ge Sdjno} & = r=} ao g EEIE Ez [on n 
aSlectiaal B S & 2a S EEE] Als g 
geighe0, 8 | 8 | E | S] 3 BaB gjaja 2 : 
g =a g | g | 3 |35] 2 lel ijir] Z3] 2 | 4 
Re 3 sS S 2 g>jg B- 
a jse] & |] & jé a m Eläl&j&] s a 
New Hampshire - -|1805; 3} 6] 34] 462| 1,629 | 21,168 | 23,259 | 12,520 | 18 | - | 1,808 | 1,763 | 2,000 - 15,000 
Massachusetts + #|1805] 10 | 22] 83) 2,629) 2,690 | 61,502 ee 4803 129 | 14 apar aaar 4,607 405,539 65,838 
Rhode Island - -  -{1803| 1f 4f 1j 121 87 | 5,125 3 521 4j - 7 = 3,823 
Connecticut - - -{1805] 4] 8l 35! €77! 1,637 | 18,621 | 20,935 | 15,085 | 21 | 5 |1,965|1,414] = 1293205 
Vermont . - -11805{ 4}10{ 31| 408] 1,263 | 16,510 | 18,181 3,885 | -3 | 4 | 1,020 | 1,048 | 1,92! - 80,696 
New York. - -  -[ł804] 7 j 31 {108}1,405| 2.113 | 73,318 | 76,836 | 41,947 | 29) - |1,431 | 1,344 - 2,201 
New Jersey - +  -{1805} 4j 6f 83! 172] 1,197 | 25,827 | 26,696 | 12,509; -| 5] 750 381 
Pennsylvania =  +/1803] 14 | 28 |136f 409] 2,840 | 93,192 | 96,448 | 29,114} 7 { ~ | 1,441] 1,583 
Virginia = =- *©/1805] 3116} 8411,365] 3,549 | 68,884 | 73,798 | 13,224) 2{ =j 407; 333] 131 40| 3,400 
North Carolina - -|1805} 5 | 12} 55 = 291 | 42,665 | 42,956 | 18,914} -j| + 71| 414 
South Carolina - -{1802] 2| 9} 46| 911] 2,070 | 32,742 | 35,723 | 12,878 | 17 | - | 1,383) 1,053 
Georgia - «= +f1805, 3} 7] - | 101 721 | 18,572 | 19,394 | 3,737 | 6j -| 371| 239 64| 4,009] 5,160 
Kentucky - + -{1805} 5 | 12) 54) -~ - 33,176 | 38,176 į 19,533 | -| - - ~ 112683 - 79,176 
Tennessee - + -{1806} 2; 6] 26) - 771 | 16,092 | 16,863 | 4,647; -| -~ 75 95 | 1,140 a 042 
Ohio © - =- +-/1805} 3) 5] M| - 113 | 15,863 | 15,976 | 3,515 | =] 1 30 30] 173 - 7,605 
District of Columbia = - | 1803} -} Ij 2 93 544 4,042] 2,091] 1,162] 4] - 29 22| 454 - 8,370 
Mississippi Territory -|18305| -| -} 4| - - 1,843 | 1,843 75| -| -| - - 90 - 10,246 
Indiana ‘Territory - .-|1803{ -| -| 4} - 20} 1,950} 1,950 
Totals - - -| = | 70 [183 | 760) 8,755} 21,952 | 548,492 578,279 | 249,073 240 | 29 113,255 111,867 |23,270 | 798,817 | 310,561 


i : 


Norz.—From Maryland, Delaware, Orleans, Louisiana, and Michigan, 


there are no general returns; but yet the whole number of 


artillerists, cavalry, and infantry, belonging to Maryland, is stated at 307190; and that of muskets and rifles at 7,000. ‘There is also 


given. to Delaware, of the same 
cavalry, and infantry, and 257,328 mus 


escription of troops, 5,000, and 1,250 mus ndr j 
ets and rifles, for all the States and Territories mentioned above, 


ets and rifles. Making the aggregate of 613,469 artillerists, 
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And here, sir, permit me to observe, in regard 
to the State which I have the honor to represent 
in part on thjs floor, that by a law of the State 
each town is compelled to be constantly provided 
- with a. quantity of powder, balls, and flints, at 
least equal to one pound of powder, three pounds 
of balls, and three flints, to each man enrolled in 
the militia; also, a proportionate quantity of en- 
trenching tools;.this town stock is placed under 
the care of the selectmen of their respective 
towns, and the brigade inspectors are by law also 
made inspectors of the town stock within their 
respective brigades. If any defect is suffered by 
the towns, the inspectors are bound to report it to 
a county court, and such deficient town is sub- 
jected to a heavy penalty. Add then the town 
stock of ammunition to that in the-hands of indi- 
viduals of the militia, and it will be found that in 
that State alone there is more than forty tons of 
powder, and more than one hundred and forty 
tons of leaden balls, constantly kept in readiness 
for public use in defence of our rights. It is also 
a fact, that several other States have public stocks 
of ammunition, but in what quantities I have not 
had an opportunity to procure the means of as- 
certaining. 

The artillerists and the cavalry, as well as a 
great proportion of the infantry, in Massachusetts, 
are in complete cloth uniform, and this, together 
with the fire-arms and other equipments, each in- 
dividual has provided at his own expense. Many 
of the officers honored with important commands 
in the militia of Massachusetts, are men who have 
seen service; they are men, sir, who dared to ste 
forth in defence of their country at times whic 
tried men’s souls; they have seen the glorious 
effects of their exertions, and feel the importance 
of order and discipline in the militia; the spirit 
of discipline acquired in the Revolutionary war 
has been diffused among the militia, and a laud- 
able spirit of emulation pervades every corps; 
they are competent to the performance of any 
evolution requisite in the science of tactics, even 
in the field of action, and are at all times ready to 
put their lives in jeopardy in defence of our lib- 
erty, independence, and Government, against the 
invasion of any foreign enemy, or the violence of 
any internal usurpation. 

Many gentlemen who were acquainted with 
service in the Revolutionary war now hold im- 
portant offices in the militia—in several of the 
States to my own knowledge, and I presume this 
is the case in a greater or less degree in all the 
States. 

Military discipline is making rapid progress in 
many of the States. 

In justice to Pennsylvania it is proper to state 
that it is said that the return of fire-arms exhibited 
are comprised of those only which have been dis- 
tributed. among the militia at the expense ofthe 
State, and that a great proportion of the militia 
in that State are in possession of fire-arms, but 
from some unknown cause they have not been 
returned. The same observation, it is believed, 
will apply in æ considerable degree to the State 
of Virginia. From the best information’ f have | 


been able to obtain, I have no doubt that there 
are many thousand of fire-arms in the United 
States, equal to many of those with which we 
commenced the Revolutionary war, which have 
not been returned. The States of Maryland and 
Delaware have made no return; but I have en- 
deavored to avoid exaggeration in their numbers 
and equipments. 

Sir, in addition to the force and implements of 
defence which I have named, you have in the 
Army of the United States men, officers in- 


eluded - - = - -= = = 8,845 
In the marine corps, who are liable to do- 

duty on land as well as sea - -  -. 5650 
Making a regular land force of - = 3,896 


I had the honor, sir, early in the session to re- 
port a bill for detaching from the militia 100,000 
men to hold themselves in readiness to march at 


‘a moment’s warning, whenever the President of 


the United States shall think it necessary; this 
bill has been passed into a law, and is calculated 
to lessen the inconvenience of marching the 
whole of the militia from. any one section of the 
Union, if an invasion should take place. You 
have, sir, in the public magazines, the property 
of the United States, in addition to the cannon 
provided for the navy and those in the forts and 
fortifications on your extensive seacoast and fron- 
tiers,.1,400 iron cannon of different calibers, and 
500 brass cannon of different calibers. In the 
same deposits you have 118,197 muskets, with 
bayonets, and rifles, fit for use, and 12,000 which 
need some small repairs, 1,958 pairs of ‘pistols, 
500,000 pounds of gunpowder, 500 tons of salt- 
petre, and sufficient quantity of sulphur to mix 
with it in the manufactory of it into gunpowder ; 
and you have all kinds of balls, shot, and shells, 
in abundance. I have also had the honor to pre-. 
sent to the House, from the same committee who 
have directed me to make the report now before 
you, a proposition for extending the manufacture 
of fire-arms, as far as the capacity of the present 
armories of the United States will permit, which 
has been agreed to, and appropriations have been 
made for carrying the proposition into effect; 
from that source you will add 11,000 stands of 
fire-arms to your stock annually. 

Mr. Speaker, I have given you a cursory state- 
ment of the weak and divided situation of our 
conntry at the commencement of the Revolution- 
ary war with Great Britain, and have mentioned 
something of the prowess of the patriots of those 


‘times, which baffled their exertions and produced 


our independence ; and I have stated in contrast 
the outlines of the present strength of the United 
States and their means of defence. And it may 
be said without exaggeration that the difference 
is incalculable. Will any man, who knew any- 
thing of the state of the country at that period, 
and of the stand which was made against the 
whole strength of the British nation which was’ 
brought against us, and whose ideas of the present 
strength and prowess of the United States are not 
entirely local; pretend to insinuate that we are: 
not in-a capacity to contend for our-most impor- 
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tantnational rights? If at that time we were able 
to meet and defeat the armies of Great Britain, 
with what kind of prospect can any nation assail 
us at this time? -With this view of the subject 
the committee have submitted the report before 
you; the House will judge of its correctness. I 
am well aware that should we be involved ina 
war with a nation which might have it-in her 
power ‘to pour in upon a remote part of our ter- 
ritory a large number of troops, and should so do, 
and keep possession for any length of time, an 
army during the continuance of such invasion 
might be necessary; but at present this is not to 
be expected, and unless we should be involved in 
a war, f am unable to see any necessity of aug- 
meiiting our standing army, and hope, therefore, 
that the report will meet the approbation of the 
House. 

Mr. Varnum then submitted a report, which 
‘was referred to a Committee of the Whole to- 
morrow. 


NAVAL PEACE ESTABLISHMENT. 


The House again resolved itself intoa Com- 
mittee of the Wholefon the bill in addition to an act 
entitled “An act supplementary to the ‘Act pro- 
viding for the Naval Peace Establishment, and 
for other purposes. The bill was reported with 
several amendments thereto. 

The House proceeded to consider the said bill, 
when the first section thereof being again read, 
in the words following, to wit: 

“That the second and fourth sections of ‘An act 
providing for a Naval Peace Establishment, and for 
other purposes,’ be, and the same are hereby repealed.” 

A motion was made by Mr. Davin R, Witiiams, 
and the question being put to amend the same, by 
striking out in the first line thereof, the words 
“and fourth,” it passed in the negative—yeas 37, 
nays 52, as follows: 

Yeas—Evan Alexander, David Bard, George M. 
Bedinger, Christopher Clark, Joseph Clay, Matthew 
Clay, John. Clopton, Leonard Covington, Samuel W. 
Dana, John Davenport, junior, Peter Early, James El- 
liot, John W. Eppes, James M. Garnett, Edwin Gray, 
David Holmes, Walter Jones, John Lambert, Michael 
Leib, Joseph Lewis, jun., Robert Marion, Thomas 
Moore, John Morrow, Jonathan, O. Mosely, Gideon 
Olin, John Randolph, Thomas. Sammons, Thomas 
Sandford, Martin G. Schuneman, John Smith, Samuel 
Smith, Richard Stanford, Philip R. Thompson, Abram 
Trigg, David R. Williams, and Alexander Wilson. 

Navys— Willis Alston, junior, Burwell Bassett, Bar- 
nabas Bidwell, John Blake, junior, Thomas Blount, 
George W. Campbell, John Chandler, John Claiborne, 
Jacob Crowninshield, Richard Cutts, Ezra Darby, John 
Dawson, Ebenezer Elmer, William Ely, Charles Golds- 
borough, Andrew Gregg, Isaiah L. Green, Silas Hal- 
sey, Seth Hastings, David Hough, Matthew. Lyon, 
Patrick Magruder, Josiah Masters, William McCree- 
ry, Nicholas R. Moore, Jeremiah Nelson, Roger Nel- 
son, Thomas- Newton, junior, Timothy Pitkin, junior, 
John Pugh, Josiah Quincy, John Rhea of Tennessee, 
John Russell, Peter Sailly, James Sloan, John Smilie, 
Henry Southard, Joseph Stanton, Samuel Taggart, 
Benjamin Tallmadge, Samuel Tenney, David Thomas, 
Uni Tracy, Killian K. Van Rensselaer, Joseph B. Var- 


num, Peleg Wadsworth, John Whitehill, Robert White- 
hill, Marmaduke Williams, Nathan Williams, Rich- 
ard Winn, and Joseph Winston. 


A motion was then made by Mr. CROWNIN= 


SHIELD, and the question being put further to 
amend the said bill by adding thereto a new sec. 


tion, in the words following, to wit: 
“Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That a sum 


not exceeding three hundred thousand dollars shall be, 


and the same is hereby, appropriated, to enable the’ 
President of the United States to cause to be built two 
frigates for the Navy of the United States, to supply: 
the place of others which have been lost or condemned :”” 

It passed in the negative—yeas 43, nays 54, as 
follows: 


Yeas-—Joseph Barker, Silas Betton, Barnabas Bid- 


well, John Blake, junior, Jacob Crowninshield, Rich- 


ard Cutts, Samuel W. Dana, John Davenport, junior, 


John Dawson, James Elliot, Caleb Ellis, William Ely,: 


Charles Goldsborough, Isaiah L. Green, Seth Hastings, 


David Hough, John G. Jackson, Joseph Lewis, junior; 
‘Matthew Lyon, Patrick Magruder, Josiah Masters, Wile 
liam McCreery, Nicholas R. Moore, Jonathan O. Mose: 


ely, Jeremiah Nelson, Roger Nelson, Thomas Newton; 


jr, Timothy Pitkin, jr., Josiah Quincy, Thomas Ms 


Randolph, John Russell, Peter Sailly, Thomas Sams, 
mons, Samuel Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Samuel - 
Tenney, David Thomas, Thomas W. Thompson, Uri 
Tracy, Killian K. Van Rensselaer, Joseph B. Varnum, 
Peleg Wadsworth, and Nathan Williams. i 
Naxs—Evan Alexander, Willis Alston, jun., Isaac - 
Anderson, David Bard, George M. Bedinger, Thomas ` 
Blount, Robert Brown, Levi Casey, John Chandler, 
John Claiborne, Christopher Clark, Joseph Clay, Mat~ 
thew Clay, John Clopton, Leonard Covington, Ezra» 


Darby, Peter Early, Ebenezer Elmer, John W. Eppes; -= 
James M. Garnett, Edwin Gray, Andrew Gregg, Silas ` 


Halsey, David Holmes, Walter Jones, John Lambert; ` 
Michael Leib, Robert. Marion, Thos. Moore, Jeremiah’ 
Morrow, John Morrow, Gideon Olin, John Pugh, John: 
Randolph, John Rea of Pennsylvania, John Rhea of. ` 
Tennessee, Thomas Sandford, Martin G. Schunemans: 
James Sloan, John Smilie, John Smith, Samuel Smith, 
Henry Southard, Richard Stanford, Joseph. Stanton, 
Philip R. Thompson, Abram ‘Trigg, John Whitehill; 
Robert Whitehill, David R. Williams, Marmaduke 
Williams, Alexander Wilson, Richard Winn, and Jo- 
seph Winston. Dé 


A motion was then made by Mr. Lets, and the- 
question being put further to amend the said bill, 
by striking out, in the fifth and sixth lines of the.. 
third section thereof, the words “thirteen captains, 
nine masters commandant, seventy-two lieuten- 
ants ; 

And debate arising thereon, a division. of the 
question on the said. motion was called for by Mr. 
Biounr: Whereupon, the question was taken on 
striking out the first. member of the motion, con- 
taining the words “ thirteen captains ;” and passed: 
in the negative—yeas 37, nays 60, as follows: z 

Yeas—Isaac Anderson, George M. Bedinger, Levi 
Casey, John Chandler, Christopher Clark, Joseph Clay; 
Matthew Clay, John Clopton, Leonard Covington; Pes 
ter Early, James. Elliot, Caleb Ellis, Ebenezer Elmer, 
John W. Eppes, James M. Garnett, Edwin Gray; John 
Hamilton, David Holmes, Walter Jones, John Lam- 
bert, Michael Leib, Themas Moore, Jeremiah Morrow, 
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John Morrow, Gideon Olin, John Randolph, John Rea 
of Pennsylvania, Thomas Sammons, Thomas Sandford, 
Martin G. Schuneman, Samuel Smith, Richard Stan- 
ford, Philip R. Thompson, Abram Trigg, David R. 
Williams, Marmaduke Williams, and Alexander Wil- 
son. 

Nays—Evan Alexander, Willis Alston, jun., Jo- 
seph Barker, Burwell Bassett, Silas Betton, Barnabas 
Bidwell, John Blake, jun, Thomas Blount, Robert 
Brown, John W. Campbell, John Claiborne, Jacob 
Crowninshield, Richard Cutts, Samuel W. Dana, Ezra 
Darby, John Davenport, jun., John Dawson, William 
Ely, Charles Goldsborough, Andrew Gregg, Isaiah L. 
Green, Silas Halsey, Seth Hastings, David Hough, 
John G. Jackson, Joseph Lewis, jun., Matthew Lyon, 
Patrick Magruder, Josiah Masters, William McCreery, 
Nicholas R. Moore, Jonathan O. Mosely, Jeremiah 
Nelson, Roger Nelson, Thomas Newton, jun., Tim- 
othy Pitkin, jun., John Pugh, Josiah Quincy, Thomas 
M. Randolph, John Rhea of Tennessee, John Russell, 
Peter Sailly, James Sloan, John Smilie, John Smith, 
Joseph Stanton, Samuel Taggart, Benj. Tallmadge, 
Samuel Tenney, David Thomas, Thomas W. Thomp- 
son, Uri Tracy, Killian K. Van Rensselaer, Joseph B. 
Varnum, Peleg Wadsworth, John Whitehill, Robert 
Whitehill, Nathan Williams, Richard Winn, and Jo- 
seph Winston. 


The question was then taken on striking out the 
second memiber of the motion, containing the 
words “nine masters commandant,” and passed 
in the negative—yeas 37, nays 52, as follows: 


Yzas—Willis Alston, jr, Isaac Anderson, David 
Bard, George M. Bedinger, Thomas Blount, Robert 
Brown, Levi Casey, Christopher Clark, Joseph Clay, 
John Clopton, Ezra Darby, Peter Early, James Elliot, 
Ebenezer Elmer, John W. Eppes, James M. Garnett, 
Edwin Gray, John Hamilton, David Holmes, Walter 
Jones, Michael. Leib, Robert. Marion, Thomas Moore, 
Jeremiah Morrow, John Morrow, Gideon Olin, John 
Pugh, John Randolph, John Rea of Pennsylvania, 
Thomas Sammons, Thomas Sandford, Martin G. Schu- 
neman, Samuel Smith, Richard Stanford, Philip R. 
Thompson, David R. Williams, and Alexander Wilson. 

Nays—Joseph Barker, Burwell Bassett, Silas Bet- 
ton, Barnabas Bidwell, John Blake, jun., George W. 
Campbell, John Chandler, Jacob Crowninshield, Rich- 
ard Cutts, Samuel W. Dana, John Davenport, junior, 
Jolin Dawson, Caleb Ellis, William Ely, Charles Golds- 
borough, Andrew Gregg, Isaiah L. Green, Silas Hal- 
sey, Seth Hastings, David Hough, John G.-Jackson, 
Joseph Lewis, junior, Matthew Lyon, Patrick Ma- 
grader, Josiah Masters, William McCreery, Nicholas 
R. Moore, Jonathan O. Mosely, Jeremiah Nelson, 
Roger Nelson, Timothy. Pitkin, junior, Josiah Quincy, 
Thomas M. Randolph, John Rhea of Tennessee, James 
Sloan, John Smilie, John Smith, Joseph Stanton, Sam- 
uel Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Samuel Tenney, 
David Thomas, Thomas W. Thompson, Uri Tracy, 
Killian K. Van Rensselaer, Joseph B. Varnum, Peleg 
Wadsworth, John Whitehill, Robert Whitehill, Nathan 
Williams, Richard Winn, and Joseph Winston. 

The question was then taken on striking out 
the third member of the motion, containing the 
words “seventy-two lieutenants,’ and passed in 
the negative—yeas 34, nays 59, as follows: . 


Yzuas—David Bard, George M. Bedinger, Thomas |- 


Blount, Robert Brown, Levi Casey, John Chandler, 
John Claiborne, Christopher Clark, Joseph Clay, John 


Clopton, Peter Early, James Elliot, Ebenezer Elmer, 
John W. Eppes, James M. Garnett, Edwin Gray, John 
Hamilton, Walter Jones, Michael Leib, Robert Marion, 
Thomas Moore, Jeremiah Morrow, John Morrow, Gid- 
eon Olin, John Randolph, John Rea of Pennsylvania, 
Thomas Sammons, Thomas Sandford, Martin G. Schu- 
neman, Samuel Smith, Richard Stanford, Philip R. 
Thompson, David R. Williams, and Alexander Wilson. 

Nars—Willis Alston, jr., Joseph Barker, Burwell 
Bassett, Silas Betton, Barnabas Bidwell, John Blake, 


jr, George W. Campbell, Jacob Crowninshield, Rich- 


ard Cutts, Samuel W. Dana, Ezra Darby, John Da- 
venport, jr., John Dawson, William Ely, John Fowler, 
Charles Goldsborough, Andrew Gregg, Isaiah L. Green, 
Silas Halsey, Seth Hastings, David Holmes, David 
Hough, John G. Jackson, Joseph Lewis, jun., Matthew 
Lyon, Patrick Magruder, Josiah Masters, William 
McCreery, Nicholas R. Moore, Jonathan O. Moseley, 
Jeremiah Nelson, Roger Nelson, Thomas N ewton, 


jr, Timothy Pitkin, jr., John Pugh, Josiah Quincy, 


Thomas M. Randolph, John Rhea of Tennessee, John 
Russell, Peter Sailly, James Sloan, John Smilie, John 
Smith, Henry Southard, Joseph Stanton, Samuel Tag- 
gart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Samuel Tenney, David 
Thomas, Thomas W. Thompson, Uri. Tracy, Killian 
K Van Rensselaer, Joseph B. Varnum, Peleg Wadss. 
worth, John Whitehill, Robert Whitehill, Nathan. Wil- 
liams, Richard Winn, and Joseph Winston. 

The bill was then engrossed and read the third. 
time; and, on the question that the same do pass, 

Mr. Cuanpier spoke in favor of, and Messrs.. 
J. Cuay and J. RANDOLPH against, its passage, 
which was carried—yeas 58, nays 28, as follows: 


Yeas—Evan Alexander, Willis Alston, jr, Joseph 
Barker, Burwell Bassett, Barnabas Bidwell, John 
Blake, jr., George W. Campbell, John Chandler, John 
Claiborne, Frederick Conrad; Jacob Crowninshield, 
Richard Cutts, Ezra Darby, John Davenport, junior, 
John Dawson, Ebenezer Elmer, William Ely, William 
Findley, John Fowler, Charles Goldsborough, Andrew. 
Gregg, Isaiah L. Green, Silas Halsey, Seth Hastings, 
David Holmes, John G. Jackson, Joseph Lewis, jun., 
Matthew Lyon, Patrick Magruder, Josiah Masters, 
William McCreery, Nicholas R. Moore, Jonathan O, 
Mosely, Jeremiah Nelson, Roger Nelson, Thomas New- 
ton, jr, Timothy Pitkin, jr, John Pugh, Josiah Quin- 
cy, Thomas M. Randolph, John Rhea of Tennessee, 
John Russell, Peter Sailly, James Sloan, John Smilie, 
Joseph Stanton, Samuel Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, 
Samuel Tenney, David Thomas, Uri Tracy, Killian K.. 
Van Rensselzer, Joseph B. Varnum, Peleg Wadsworth, 
John Whitehill, Robert Whitehill, Nathan Williams, 
and Joseph Winston. 

Naxs—Isaac Anderson, David Bard, George M. 
Bedinger, Thomas Blount, Christopher Clark, Joseph 
Clay, Matthew Clay, John Clopton, Leonard Coving- 
ton, Peter Early, James Elliot, John W. Eppes, James 
Fisk, James M. Garnett, John Hamilton, Walter J ones, 
Michael Leib, Jeremiah Morrow, John Morrow, John 
Randolph, John Rea of Pennsylvania, Thomas Sam- 
mons, Thomas Sandford, Martin G. Schuneman, Henry 
Southard, Richard Stanford, Philip R. Thompson, and 
David R. Williams. 


SATURDAY, April 19. 
The House resumed the consideration of the 
amendments disagreed to by the Senate to the 
bill, entitled “An ‘act making provision for the 
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compensation of witnesses who attended the trial 
of the impeachment of Samuel Chase :” Where- 
upon, . . F 

Resolved, That this House do insist on their 
amendment to the said bill. 

: Resolved, That this House do agree to the con- 
ference desired by the Senate on the subject-mat- 
ter of the said amendment; and that Mr. Joun 
Ranpo.pn and Mr. Roaer Nexson be appointed 
managers at the same, on the part of this House. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed a bill, entitled “An 
act for the temporary relief of Hamet Caramalli ;” 
to which they desire the concurrence of this 
House. 

The House proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments reported from the Committee of the whole 
House, on the fifteenth instant, to the bill sent 
from the Senate, entitled “An act to regulate and 
fix the compensation of clerks, and for other put- 
poses:”. Whereupon, the said amendments being 
again read at the Clerk’s table, were, on the ques- 
tion severally put thereupon, agreed to by the 
House. The said bill was then read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. Greca, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, to whom was reférred, on the seventeenth 
instant, the bill sent from the Senate, entitled 
“An act supplementary to the act, entitled ‘An 
act for ascertaining and adjusting the titles and 
claims to land within the Territory of Orleans 
and the District of Louisiana,” made a report 
thereon ; which was read, and ordered to be com- 
mitted to a Committee of the whole House this 


day. 

. The House proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments proposed by the Senate to the bill, entitled 
“An act for fortifying the ports and harbors of the 
United States, and for building gunboats:” 
Whereupon, 

Ordered, That the said amendments, together 
with the bill, be committed to a Committee of the 
whole House this day. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have passed the bill, entitled “An 
act to provide for the adjustment of titles to. land 
in the Territory of Michigan, and for other pur- 
poses,” with an amendment; to which they desire 
the concurrence of this House. Also, the bill, 
entitled “An act in addition to an act, entitled 
‘An act regulating the grants of land and provid- 
ing for the disposal of the lands of the -United 
States south of the State of Tennessee,” with 
several amendments; to which they desire the 
concurrence of this House. 


CHEROKEE INDIANS. 


An engrossed bill making- appropriations for 
carrying into effect a treaty with the Cherokee 
tribe of Indians, was read the third time: Where- 
upon, On a motion made and seconded that the 
said bill do lie on the table, it was resolved in the 
affirmative—yeas 47, nays 39, as follows : 

¥Yxuas—Evan Alexander, Isaac. Anderson, David 
Bard, George M. Bedinger, Silas Betton, John Blake, 
Junior, Thomas Blount, Robert Brown, . Levi Casey, 


John Claiborne, Christopher “Clark, Matthew Clay, 
John Clopton, John Dawson, Elias Earle, James M. 
Garnett, Edwin Gray, Andrew Gregg, John Hamilton, 
David Holmes, Michael Leib, Joseph Lewis, junior, 
Robert Marion, Josiah Masters, Nicholas R. Moore, 
Thomas Moore, John Morrow, Roger Nelson, Thomas 
Newton, jr., Gideon Olin, John Pugh, John Randolph, 
Thomas M. Randolph, John Rea of Pennsylvania, 
Thomas Sammons, Thomas Sandford, John Smilie, 
Samuel Smith, Henry Southard, Richard Stanford, 
Philip R. Thompson, Thomas W. Thompson, Abram 
Trigg, John Whitehill, Robert Whitehill, David R. 
Williams, Richard Winn, and Joseph Winston. 

Nars— Willis Alston, jr., Joseph Barker, Barnabas 
Bidwell, George W. Campbell, John Chandler, Fred- 
erick Conrad, Leonard Covington, Richard Cutts, 
Samuel W. Dana, Ezra Darby, John Davenport, jr., 
James Elliot, Ebenezer Elmer, William Findley, John 
Fowler, Isaiah L. Green, Silas Halsey, Seth Hastings, 
David Hough, John Lambert, Matthew Lyon, Gurdon 
S. Mumford, Timothy Pitkin, jr., Josiah Quincy, John 
Rhea of Tennessee, John Russell, Peter Sailly, Mar- 
tin G. Schuneman, James Sloan, Joseph Stanton, 
Samuel Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Samuel Ten- 
ney, David Thomas, Uri Tracy, Killian K. Van Rens- 
selaer, Joseph B. Varnum, Peleg Wadsworth, and Na- 
than Williams. i 


TREATY WITH THE CHICKASAWS. 


The House proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments proposed by the Senate to the bill, entitled 
“Anact making appropriations for carrying into 
effect a treaty between the United States and 
Chickasaw tribe of Indians; and the said amend- 
ment being again twice read at the Clerk’s table, 
in the words following, to wit: 

“ Strike out sections second and third. f 

“Sec. 2, And beit further enacted, That it shall be 
the duty of the surveyor of the public lands south of 
the State of Tennessee, to cause to be surveyed and 
laid out, in the same manner as is provided by law for 
the other public lands in the Mississippi Territory, so 
much of the lands ceded to the United States by the 
Cherokees and Chickasaws as lies within the said Ter- 
ritory ; and the President of the United States is here- 
by authorized, whenever he shall think it proper, to 
establish a land office, for the sale of the said lands, and 
to appoint a register of the same, and a receiver of the 
public moneys accruing from the sale of the said lands, 
whose respective emoluments and duties shall be the 
same as those of the registers and receivers of the other 
land offices in the said Territory. f 

“Src. 3. And be it further enacted, That, if any 
person shall make, or attempt to make, a settlement on 
any of the lands thus ceded by the Cherokees and 
Chickasaws, and lying within the Mississippi Territo- 
ry, or shall, unless authorized so to do by the surveyor 
of the public lands south of the State of Tennessee, 
survey or attempt to survey such lands, or designate 
boundaries by marking trees or otherwise, such offend- 
er shall, on conviction thereof, in any court of record 
of the United States, or of any of the Territories of the 
same, forfeit a sum not less than two hundred dollars, 
nor exceeding one thousand dollars, and suffer impris- 
onment for a term not less than six months, nor ex- 
ceeding three years: and it shall, moreover, be lawful 
for the President of the United States, and he is hereby 


‘required, to employ such military force as he may judge 


necessary, to remove from the said lands any person. 
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who shall make or attempt to make any settlement as 
aforesaid: Provided, That nothing herein contained 
shall affect persons making settlements on lands pur- 
chased from the United States, in conformity with the 
preceding section of this act.” 


The question was stated that the House do agree 
with the Senate in their said amendment;” 

On which a division of the said question was 
called for; and, on the question that the House do 
agree with the Senate in so much of their said 
amendment as proposes to strike out the second 
section of the said bill, it passed in the negative— 
yeas 33, nays 57, as follows : 

Yxas—Willis Alston, junior, Joseph Barker, Silas 
Betton, Barnabas Bidwell, John Chandler, Richard 
Cutts, Samuel W. Dana, John Davenport, jun., James 
Elliot, Ebenezer Elmer, William Ely, William Findley, 
John Fowler, Seth Hastings, David Hough, John G. 
Jackson, Matthew Lyon, Jonathan O. Mosely, Gur- 
don S. Mumford, Timothy Pitkin, jun., Josiah Quincy, 
John Russell, Martin G. Schuneman, Samuel Taggart, 
Benjamin Tallmadge, Samuel Tenney, David Thomas, 
Thomas W. Thompson, Uri Tracy, Killian K. Van 
Rensselaer, Joseph B. Varnum, Peleg Wadsworth, 
‘and Nathan Williams 

Nays—Evan Alexander, Isaac Anderson, Burwell 

Basset, David Bard, George M. Bedinger, John Blake, 
junior, Thomas Blount, Robert. Brown, Levi Casey, 
John Claiborne, Christopher Clark, Matthew Clay, 
John Clopton, Frederick Conrad, Leonard Covington, 
Ezra Darby, John Dawson, Elias Earle, James M. 
Garnett, Edwin Gray, Andrew Gregg, Isaiah L. Green, 
Silas Halsey, John Hamilton, David Holmes, Walter 
Jones, John Lambert, Michael Leib, Joseph Lewis, jr., 
Robert Marion, Josiah Masters, Nicholas R. Moore, 
Thomas Moore, Jeremiah Morrow, John Morrow, Ro- 
ger Nelson, Thomas Newton, jun., Gideon Olin, John 
Pugh, John Randolph, Thomas M. Randolph, John 
Rea of Pennsylvania, Thomas Sammons, Thomas Sand- 
ford, James Sloan, John Smilie, Samuel Smith, Henry 
Southard, Richard Stanford, Joseph Stanton, Philip R. 
Thompson, Abram Trigg, John Whitehill, Robert 
Whitehill, David R. Williams, Richard Winn, and Jo- 
seph Winston. 
_ And then the question being taken that the 
House do agree with the Senate in such other 
part of their said amendment as proposes to strike 
out the third section of the said bill, it passed in 
the negalive—yeas 35, nays 53, as follows: 

Yxras—Joseph Barker, Silas Betton, Barnabas Bid- 
well, John Chandler, Richard Cutts, Samuel W. Dana, 
John Davenport, jun., James Elliot, Ebenezer Elmer, 
William Ely, William Findley, James Fisk, John 
Fowler, David Hough, John G. Jackson, Jonathan O. 
Mosely, Gurdon S. Mumford, Gideon Olin, T. Pitkin, 
jr., Josiah Quincy, John Russell, Peter Sailly, Martin G. 
Schuneman, Henry Southard, Samuel Taggart, Ben- 
jamin Tallmadge, Samuel Tenney, David Thomas, 
Thomas W. Thompson, Uri Tracy, Killian K. Van 
Rensselaer, Joseph B. Varnum, Peleg Wadsworth, and 
Nathan Williams. : 

Nays—Evan Alexander, Willis Alston, jun., Isaac 
Anderson, David Bard,: Burwell Bassett, George M. 
Bedinger, John Blake, jun., Thomas Blount, Robert 
Brown; Levi Casey, John Claiborne, Christopher Clark, 
Matthew Clay, John Clopton, Frederick Conrad, Leon- 
ard. Covington, John Dawson, James M. Garnett; Ed- 
‘win Gray, Andrew Gregg, Isaiah L. Green, Silas Hal- 


sey, John Hamilton, David Holmes, Walter Jones, 
John Lambert, Michael Leib, Joseph Lewis, junior, 
Robert Marion, Josiah Masters, Nicholas R. Moore, 
Thomas Moore, Jeremiah Morrow, John Morrow, Ro- 
ger Nelson, Thomas Newton, jun., John Pugh, John 
Randolph, Thomas M. Randolph, John Rea of Penn- 
sylvania, Thomas Sammons, Thomas Sandford, James 
Sloan, John Smilie, Samuel Smith, Richard Stanford, 
Philip R. Thompson, Abram Trigg, John Whitehill, 
Robert Whitehill, David R. Williams, Richard Winn, 
and Joseph Winston. ‘ 

Resolved, That this House do adhere to its dis- 
agreement to the said amendment. 

Ordered, That the engrossed bill making ap- 
propriations for carrying into effect a treaty with 
the Cherokee tribe of Indians, be recommitted to 
a Committee of the Whole this day. 


WILLIAM EATON. 


The House resolved itself intoa Committee of 
the Whole, on the bill authorizing the settlement 
of accounts between the United States and Wil- 
liam Eaton. No amendment having been made 
to the bill, the House proceeded to consider the 
said bill at the Clerk’s table, and the same being 
again read, in the words following, to wit: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States in Congress assembled, 
That the proper accounting officers be, and they here- 
by are, authorized and directed to liquidate and settle 
the accounts.subsisting between the United States and 
William Eaton, late Consul at Tunis, upon just and 
equitable principles, under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of State.” 

A motion was made by Mr. Jonn RANDOLPH, 
and the question being put, to amend the said bill, 
by striking out, at the end thereof, the words “un- 
der the direction of the Secretary of State ;” it 
passed in the negative—yeas 43, nays 48, as fol- 
lows: 

Yeas—Evan Alexander, Willis Alston, jun., David 
Bard, Burwell Bassett, George M. Bedinger, Thomas 


| Blount, Robert Brown, George W. Campbell, Levi 


Casey, John Claiborne, Christopher Clark, Joseph 
Clay, Matthew Clay, John Clopton, Frederick Conrad, 
Leonard Covington, Peter Early, James M. Garnett, 
Edwin Gray, John G. Jackson, Walter Jones, Michael 
Leib, Robert Marion, Josiah Masters, Thomas Moore, 
John Morrow, Roger Nelson, Thomas Newton, junior, 
John Pugh, John Randolph, John Rea of Pennsylvania, 
Thomas Sammons, Thomas Sandford, Samuel Smith, 
Henry Southard, Richard Stanford, Philip R. Thomp- 
son, Abram Trigg, John Whitehill, Robert Whitehill, 
David R. Williams, Richard Winn, and Joseph Win- 
ston. : 

Nars—Isaac Anderson, Joseph Barker, Silas:Bet- 
ton, Barnabas Bidwell, John Blake, junior, John 
Chandler, Jacob Crowninshield, Richard Cutts, Sam- 
uel W. Dana, Ezra Darby, John Davenport, jr., James 
Elliot, Ebenezer Elmer, William Ely, William Find- 
ley, James Fisk, John Fowler, Andrew Gregg, Isaiah 
L. Green, Seth Hastings, David Holmes, David Hough, 
Joseph Lewis, jr, Matthew Lyon, William McCreery, 
Nicholas R. Moore, Jeremiah Morrow, Jonathan O. 
Mosely, Jeremiah Nelson, Gideon Olin, Timothy Pit- 
kin, jr, Josiah Quincy, Thomas M. Randolph, John 
Rhea of Tennessee, John Russell, James Sloan, John 
Smith, Joseph Stanton, Samuel Taggart, Benjamin 
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Tallmadge, Samuel Tenney, David Thomas, Thomas 
W. Thompson, Uri Tracy, Killian K. Van Rensselaer, 
Joseph B. Varnum, Peleg Wadsworth, and Nathan 
Williams. 

Ordered, That the said bill be engrossed, and 
read the third time on Monday next. 


Monay, April 21. 

The bill, sent from the Senate, entitled “An act 
for the temporary relief of Hamet Caramalli,” 
was read twice, and committed to a Committee 
of the whole House to-day. 


An engrossed bill authorizing the settlement of 


accounts between the United States and William 
Eaton, was read the third time. 

Ordered, That.the said bill do lie on the table. 

The Speaker laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of War, the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and Comptroller of the Treasury, Com- 
missioners under the act, entitled “An act for the 
relief of the refugees from the British provinces 
of Canada and Nova Scotia,” passed the seventh 
of April, one thousand seven hundred and ninety- 
eight, covering a list of names of claimants to 


land under the said act; which was read, and or- 


dered to lie on the table. 

The House proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments proposed by the Senate to the bill, entitled 
“An act to provide for the adjustment of titles to 
land in the Territory of Michigan, and for other 
purposes ;” and the same being ‘severally twice 
read at the Clerk’s table, were, on the question 
put thereupon, agreed to by the House. 

The House resolved itself into a Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the bill sent from the 
Senate, entitled “An act supplementary to the 
act, entitled “An act for ascertaining and adjust- 


ing the titles to.land within the Territory of Or- ' 


leans, and the District of Louisiana.” The bill 
was reported with an amendment thereto; which 
was twice read, and agreed to by the House. The 
bill, as amended, was then read the third time. 
and passed. í 

A. message from the Senateinformed the House 
that the Senate have passed the bill, entitled “An 
act repealing the acts laying duties on salt, and 
continuing in force, for a further time, the first 
section of the.act, entitled ‘An act further to pro- 
tect the commerce and seamen of the United 
States against the Barbary Powers,” with an 
amendment; to which they desire the concur- 
rence of this House. The Senate have also pass- 
ed the bill, entitled “An act respecting claims to 
lands in the Indiana Territory and State of Ohio,” 
with an amendment; to which they desire the 
concurrence of this House; and the bill, entitled 
“An act in‘addition to an act, entitled ‘An act 


supplementary to the act providing for a Naval’ 


Peace Establishment, and for other purposes,” 
‘with an amendment; to which they desire the 
concurrence of this House. - 
The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the amendment Proposed by the 
Senate to the bill, entitled “An. act for fortifying 
the ports and harbors of the United States, and 


for building gunboats,” and no amendments being 
made, the House proceeded to consider the said 
amendment, and the same being again twice read 
at ihe Clerk’s table, was agreed to by the House, 

The House proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments proposed by the Senate to the bill, entitled 
“An act in ‘addition to an act, entitled ‘An act 
regulating the grants of land, and providing for 
the disposal of the lands of the United States 
south of the State of Tennessee;” and the same 
being twice read at the Clerk’s table, were, on the 
question severally put thereupon, agreed to by the 
House. 

The House proceeded to consider the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senate to the bill, entitled 
“An act in addition to an act, entitled ‘An act 
supplementary to the act providing for a Naval 
Peace Establishment, and for other purposes :” 
Whereupon, 

Resolved, That this House do disagree to the 
said amendment; Resolved, That this House do 
insist on their said disagreement; that a confer- 
ence be desired with the Senate on the subject- 
matter of the said amendment; and that Mr. Smi- 
ur, Mr. D. R. Witiiams, and Mr. EARLY, be 
appointed managers at the said conference on the 
part of this House. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have agreed to the conference 
desired by this House on the subject-matter of 
the amendment. depending between the two 
Houses to the bill, entitled “An act repealing the 
acts laying duties on salt, and continuing in force, 
for a further time, the first section of the act, enti- 
tled ‘An act further to protect the commerce and 
seamen of the United States against the Barbary 
Powers,” and have appointed managers at the 
same on their part. 


PAY OF WITNESSES. 


Mr. Joun Ranpotpn, from the committee ap- 
pointed on the part of this House, to attend a con- 
ference with the Senate on the subject-matter of 
the amendments depending between the two 
Houses to the bill sent from the Senate, entitled 
“An act making provision for the compensation of 
witnesses who attended the trial of the impeach- 
ment of Samuel Chase,” reported that the con- 
ferees on the part of this House had met the'con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate, but had come to 
no agreement thereupon. 

The House proceeded to consider the said re- 
port: Whereupon, a motion was made, and the 
question being put, that this House doth adhere to 


-its amendment to the said bill, disagreed to by the 


Senate, it passed in the hegative—yeas 39, nays 
42, as follows: i i 

Yzas—Evan Alexander, Isaac. Anderson, David 
Bard, Burwell Bassett, George M.: Bedinger, John 
Blake, jr., Robert Brown, Frederick Conrad, Ezra Darby, 
Ebenezer Elmer, John W. Eppes, William Findley, 
James M. Garnett, Edwin Gray, Andrew Gregg, Isaiah 


L. Green, John Hamilton, David Holmes, Michael Leib, 


Patrick Magruder, Josiah Masters, Nicholas R- Moore, 


Thomas Moore, Jeremiah Morrow, John Morrow, Gid- 
eon Olin, John Pugh, John Randolph, John Rhea of 


APRIL, 1806. | 


1085 


Aprit, 1806. 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 
Case of the Leander. 


1086 
H. or R. 


- Tennessee, Thomas Sammons, Thomas Sandford, John 

Smilie, Henry Southard, Philip R. Thompson, Abram 
Trigg, John Whitehill, Robert Whitehill, David R 
Williams, and Joseph Winston. 

Naxs— Willis Alston, jr., Barnabas Bidwell, Chris- 
topher Clark, John Clopton, Jacob Crowninshield, 
Richard Cutts, Samuel W. Dana, John Davenport, jr., 
‘John Dawson, Peter Early, James Elliot, Caleb Ellis, 
William Ely, James Fisk, John Fowler, David Hough, 
“Walter Jones, Joseph Lewis, jr., Matthew Lyon, Robert 
Marion, William McCreery, Jonathan O. Mosely, Gur- 
don S. Mumford, Jeremiah Nelson, Timothy Pitkin, jr., 
Josiah Quincy, Thomas M. Randolph, Juhn Russell, 
Peter Sailly, Martin G. Schuneman, James Sloan, John 
Smith, Samuel Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Samuel 
“Tenney, David Thomas, Thomas W. Thompson, Uri 
Tracy, Killian K. Van Rensselaer, Joseph B. Varnum, 
Peleg Wadsworth, and Nathan Williams. 


Another motion was then made, and the ques- 
tion being put, that this House doth recede from 
its amendments to the bill, it passed in the affirm- 
ative—yeas 42, nays 39, as follows: 

Yxras—Willis Alston, jr., Barnabas. Bidwell, Chris- 
topher Clark, John Clopton, Jacob Crowninshield, 
Richard Cutts, Samuel W. Dana, John Davenport, jr., 
John Dawson, Peter Early, James Elliot, Caleb Ellis, 
William Ely, James Fisk, John Fowler, David Hough, 
Walter Jones, Joseph Lewis, jr., Matthew Lyon, Robert 
Marion, William McCreery, Jonathen O. Mosely, Gur- 
don S. Mumford, Jeremiah Nelson, Timothy Pitkin, jr., 
Josiah Quincy, Thomas M. Randolph, John Russell, 
Peter Sailly, Martin G. Schuneman, James Sloan, Joun 
Smith, Samuel Taggart, Benjamin Talimadge, Samuel 
Tenney, David Thomas, Thomas W. Thompson, Urs 
Tracy, Killian K. Van Rensselaer, Joseph B. Varnum, 
Peleg Wadsworth, and Nathan Williams. 

Nars—Isaac Anderson, Burwell Bassett, George M. 
Bedinger, John Blake, jr., Robert Brown, Frederick 
Conrad, Ezra Darby, Ebenezer Elmer, John W. Eppes, 
William Findley, James M. Garnett, Edwin Gray, An- 
drew Gregg, Isaiah L. Green, John Hamilton, David 
Holmes, Michael Leib, Patrick Magruder, Josiah Mas- 
ters, Nicholas R. Moore, Thomas Moore, Jeremiah 
Morrow, John Morrow, Gideon Olin, John Pugh, John 
Randolph, John Rhea of Tennessee, Thomas Sammons, 
Thomas Sandford, John Smilie, Henry Southard, Jos. 
Stanton; Philip R. Thompson, Abram Trigg, John 


‘Whitehill, Robert Whitehill, David R. Williams, Rich- 


ard Winn, and Joseph Winston. 
CASE OF THE LEANDER. 


received and read, respectively stating that they 
are under a criminal prosecution, now depending 
in the-Cireuit Court of the United States for the 
district of. New York, for an alleged offence 
against the laws of the United States, in which, 
if guilty, they have been led into error by the con- 
duct of officers of the Executive Government, who 
now intend to bring upon the memorialists the 


penalties of the laws, to sacrifice their characters, . 


fortunes, and liberty, in expiation of their own er- 
rors, or to deprecate the vengeance of foreign Gov- 
eraments, by offering the memorialists as a victim 
to their resentment: that they have also experi- 
‘e@need great oppression and injustice in the man- 


ner of conducting the said prosecution; and pray- 
ing such relief therein as the wisdom of Congress 
may think proper to grant. 

The memorials having been read, 

Mr. Lyon moved, that the petitioners have leave 
to withdraw their petitions. 

Mr. N. Wituiams said that it appeared to him 
that the tendency of these memorial’ was, by ob- 
taining the sanction of the House to their con- 
tents, to throw the blame and censure on the prose- 
cutors. It appeared to him proper to arrest such 
a mode of proceeding, especially while the busi- 
ness to which the memorials referred was sub ju- 
dice. They contained accusations against the 
judge, who himself was under a prosecution. He 
did not see the object of the petitions, unless it 
was to excite a clamor and indignation against 
the court. It was improper that they should be 
sanctioned by being printed under the direction 
of this House, while the cause was depending, 
and it was unknown whether the court had acted 
properly or improperly. Suppose, previously to 
these trials coming on, a censure should be cast 
on the court; would not this be a novel kind of 
proceeding—would it not be wresting justice from 
its due course, and be degrading to the Legisla- 
ture? Such a procedure would likewise be dan- 
gerous to the principles of justice...‘ Shall we per- 
mit a person under accusation to prefer a charge 
against the tribunal before whom he is summoned 
tó appear? Suppose we declare the court, and 
not the criminal guilty, shall we not thereby pros- 
trate every principle of justice, and set a prece- 
dent never known in any country, as dangerous 
to the liberty of the subject, as violative of the 
Constitution? In my opinion the Legislature 
ought not in this stage of the business to intefere. 
Such interference will be premature. If hereaf- 
ter the prosecution appears to have been impro- 
perly conducted, it will be time enough to make 
an inquiry into. the conduct of the prosecutor and 
the court; but before that, such an inquiry will 
be premature, and will be a prejudging of the case. 
From the moment I heard these petitions read, 
they struck me as being of a most dangerous ten- 
dency. Ifat all sanctioned by this House, they 


| will tend to incense not only the country against 
| the Administration, but against: the tribunals of 
| justice, 
~ Mr. Quincy presented to the House two several | 
memorials of Samuel G. Ogden, and of William | 
S: Smith, of the city of New York, which were | 


We find it asserted in thera, that the 
Administration, and particularly the Secretary of 
State, hada full knowledge of all the transactions 
connected with the fitting out the Leander. This 
charge has been already made in the newspapers— 
it has gone abroad, and been contradicted ; and I 
do not hesitate to declare in my place that the ac- 
cusation is false, that itis a calumny, that there 
is not a word in the petition charging the Ad- 
ministration with this fact that is founded in truth. 
I think the proper course is for the petitioners to 
have leave to withdraw their petitions. Not that 
Iam fora denial of justice. If the petitioners fail 
in their application for justice to the court, it will 
then be time enough for us to. interfere. Indeed 
it is a thing unheard-of in this. nation, while the 
accused: are under. prosecution, that. they should 
be suffered to come forward to the House of Rep- 
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tlemen a transaction which took place two years 
‘ago. A petition was then presented from certain 
aliens in Pennsylvania and New York; and be- 
cause they reflected on a former Administration, 
the House would not hear them. Inever did,said 
Mr. S., witness such an attempt as this; and could 
such attempts be sustained, they would subvert all 
government whatever. Shall a person accused of 
a crime, while his trial is depending, bring for- 
ward complaints against his judges? If so, we 
have noregular government. This is turning the 
House of Representatives into a judiciary body, 
and authorizing them to wrest all other business 
from the tribunals of justice. 

Mr. Atston.—I would not rise, but for the ex- 
traordinary declaration of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, who says members of the House 
knew that the President was possessed of know- 
ledge of the Leander’s sailing, time enough to have 
prevented it. He says he knew it. If so, this 
sufficiently accounts for the course now proposed 
to be taken. If the fitting out and the destination 
of the Leander were known to any member of 
this House, I pronounce that member equally 
criminal with the Secretary of State or the Presi- 
dent. For my part I had heard a gentlemen of re- 
spectability from New York say, though some peo- 
ple were prepared for the sailing of the Leander, 
he did not think twenty men in New York knew 
the place of her destination. As to the course 
pursued by the House, it is perfectly immaterial 
to me, whether the petitions lie on the table, or are 
-returned to those from whom they came—my only 
wish is, that we do not sanction a thing of this 
kind without knowing more about it. : 

Mr. Jacxson.—The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts has told us of information possessed in 
this House of a most extraordinary nature—cer- 
tainly the most extraordinary in the annals of ju- 
risprudence; that Government had a knowledge 
of this case, and that they are afraid to trust the 
decision of a jury of their country. This is most 
extraordinary indeed, For my part, I regret that 
the gentleman from Massachusetts had so far for- 
got his own dignity, and the duty he owes his 
.country, as to have permitted himself to have be- 
come the organ of these charges. He has told us 
we will discredit ourselves by rejecting these peti- 
tions. But permit me to say he has already more 
discredited himself by presenting them. The pe- 
titioners say this expedition has received the ap- 
plause and encouragement of the Government, 
and the gentleman says this is known to the 
House. 1 pronounce this false. I say it is a base 
calumny, of which the gentleman has made him- 
self the organ; and in saying so, Í hold myself 
responsible in any place the gentleman pleases. 

Mr. Quincy.—I deemed it my duty to present 
a petition handed to me, let it come from what 
quarter it might—and in this instance before I 
presented these memorials I made a correct state- 
ment of all their contents, which the House heard, 
and having heard, received them. As to the 
harsh things which have been uttered by the gen- 
tleman from Virginia it is notin his power to 
huit my reputation. I said some information, 


resentatives with charges against the court and the 
Government. The memorialists not only charge 
the Government, but the magistrates; with corrupt 
motives. Shall we permit the Government to be 
thus treated, and the tribunals of justice to be thus 
calumniated; and give a sanction to the charges 
by printing a paper that contains them? I hope 
we shall have-virtue and firmness enough to re- 
sist such a procedure. I think we have gone far 
enough in patiently listening to petitions which 
have no legal object in view, which not only 
charge the Departments of the Executive Goy- 
ernment with improper views, but which contain 
accusations against the tribunals of justice; what 
scarcely merit to be called accusations—but base 
calumnies. The manner too in which these me- 
morials have been presented is most extraordi- 
nary. In point of time, this being the last day of 
the session, it must have been known that it was 
out of our power to investigate their contents. It 
is also very unfortunate, when the citizens of New 
York are so ably represented on this floor that 
the petitioners have been obliged to travel to Bos- 
ton, in order to obtain a gentleman to present their 
memorials, For these reasons, I shall vote de- 
cidedly against the printing. 

Mr. Quincy said that the observations which 
were made were such as might have been expected 
to be offered, had it been proposed to go into: 
an inquiry on these memorials. Ido notsay, said 
Mr. Q. that the information contained in the pe- 
titions is true. All I say is, that as a high officer 
of the Government is implicated, justice requires 
that an inquiry at some time should take place. 
I do not say that it ought now to take place. The 
question at present is, whether this information 
shall rest on our tables. Gentleman say no—throw 
it off. But I say inquire; because I believe, when 
an examination shall be made, a part of the state- 
ment at least will be found to turn out correct. 
It is said that the memorialists are under accusa- 
tion; but have they not therefore, a right to peti- 
tion this House? But so far as relates to the judge, 
there is only an information by the Grand Jury, 
not a prosecution. Whoever heard of a man ac- 
cused before himself? Gentlemen may ‘throw 
these petitions under the table, but, if they do so, 
they will doa great disrespect tothe House. My 
only object is that an inquiry should be made at 
a convenient season into the facts alleged in these 
petitions. The information contained in some of 
those statements is corroborated by information 
known to some gentlemen on this floor—that the 
Executive had been advised of the fitting out of 
the Leander time enough to have prevented her 
sailing. By throwing these petitions under the 
table gentlemen will show that they are not dis- 
posed to investigate these facts. 

Mr. Smilie believed the House were to blame 
in permitting these petitions to be presented. It 
was a rule of the House that every member pre- 
senting a petition should first generally state its 
contents. The member who presented these pe- 
titions, having made this statement, I think the 
House ought not to have permitted them to have 
been read. Iwill call to the recollection of gen- 
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stated in the memorials, was correct. Isay so 
now. But did I say the whole information con- 
tained in them, with the. coloring, was true? 
Gentlemen will bear me witness that I said I did 
not believe the facts could be proved; but that 
there was ground enough to justify the going into 
an inquiry. Now, as to theinformation alluded 
to: I received no information myself from New 
York—the information came to a gentleman on 
this floor. Was it for me to bring this informa- 
tion before the House? Other gentlemen had the 
same information. I have said these things asa 
reason for not being too precipitate. Such con- 
duct will look as if we were influenced by im- 
proper motives. In what I have said, I by no 
means mean to give a sanction to the memorials. 

Mr. Mumrorp.—On the first of February I appli- 
to the Collector of New York. He declared he 
did not know the real destination of the Leander 
—she had cleared out for Jacmel. The 2d Feb- 
ruary, the Leander sailed from the watering place 
at Staten Island. Her destination was the com- 
mon subject of conversation. Some supposed it 
was to one place, and some to another; but it was 
generally conjectured to be a British expedition. 
it was common conversation that Miranda had 
brought with him a credit on Great Britain, and 
T have since been informed he drew a bill on one 
of the late British Administration. Shortly after, 
I heard of theprosecution, but I never imagined 
the Administration had anything to do with the 
expedition. 

Mr. Quincy said, in the remarks he had offered, 
he had only meant to say that there had been an 
extraordinary equipment.and arming in the har- 
bor of New York. He did not mean to pledge 
himself as tothe knowledge of the destination, 
or to the other fact, whether there was time for 
the Administration to have prevented it. 

Mr. Jacxson.—The gentleman did say so. 

Mr. Quincy.—Such is my impression at pres- 
ent, but I am not certain of it. Since I rose, I 
have understood that after this information was 
received, an attempt was made by the Executive 
to stop the vessel. In making the remarks I have 
offered, I did not mean to criminate the Adminis- 
tration. If my words bore such a meaning, I 
withdraw them. Such was not my intention. 

Mr. Browewu said, the memorials referred to 
two subjects. On the first, the memorialists state 
thatthey have been indicted for an offence, and 
represent certain facts, which they say are in their 
favor; they say the indictment is depending—this 
is begging the case. That while these facts re- 
main to be tried before a tribunal of justice, where 
the whole benefit of evidence may be made use of 
either in justification or destruction of the charges, 
that the memorialists should resort to a petition 
of this nature on the last day of the session, is 
most extraordinary; and for the House to under- 
take to décide a question now pending before a 
court and jury, before whom any witnesses may 
be summoned, would be still more extraordinary. 
The other subject relates to the conduct of the 
judge in this particular casé. If, when this case 
shall be ultimately decided, the memorialists shall 

9th Con.—35 


think themselves aggrieved, it will be time enough 
to come forward with their complaint. 

Mr. Harty.—The memorials have been pre- 
sented ata time and under circumstances so ex- 
traordinary, as, in my opinion, to call for, at the 
hands of this House, something more than is con- 
tained in the motion of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky. These peculiarities of time and circum- 
stance have been already noticed by different gen- 
tlemen, and are of a nature so striking, that they 
cannot escape the attention of any. I shall not, 
therefore, detain the House with any arguments, 
or with a detail of them. I rise for the purpose- 
of offering a resolution which I think the occasion 
calls for, and in favor of which I hope the gentle- 
man from Kentucky will withdraw his motion. 

Mr. Harty then offered the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the charges contained in the memo-. 
rials of S. G. Ogden and William Smith. are, in the 
opinion of this House, unsupported by any evidence 
which, in the least degree, criminates the Executive 
government of this country ;—that the said memorials 
appear to have been presented at atime and under 
circumstances insidiously calculated to excite unjust 
suspicions in the minds of the good people of this na- 
tion against the existing Administration of the General 
Government, and that it would be highly improper in 
this House to take any step which might influence or 
prejudice a cause now depending in a legal tribunal of 
the United States. ‘Therefore, Resolved, That the said . 
memorials be by the Clerk of this House returned to 
those from whom they came. aag 


Mr. Lyon withdrew his motion. 


Mr. CLARK said this resolution was susceptible 
of division. He had no objection to the latter 
part of it, but he did not wish to give a hasty de- 
cision on the former, as he was not acquainted 
with all the circumstances referred to. He would 
therefore move to strike out the first part of the 
resolution. ag 

Mr. SmiLiz.— We are now to give a vote whe- 
ther these charges are true or not. Believing 
them to be úntrue, I shall vote against the mo- 
tion to strike out. 

Mr. CLark.—I do not believe that they are true. 
But it is not proper to condemn a cause unheard. 
These men think themselves aggrieved ; they set 
forth certain charges, and we at once give our 
opinion that they are false. I can never agree to 
this course. 

Mr. Dana.—These memorials contain a state- 
ment of certain facts in the nature of allegations 
against certain officers in this Government. When- 
ever allegations of this kind are made, such lan- 
guage ought to be used as is best adapted to con- 
vey the ideas of the petitioners. These memio- 
rials contain two things. In the first place, they 
charge the Executive of the United States with. 
a participation in Miranda’s expedition. As to 
this charge, I am fully sensible of the impropriety 
of the House interfering. Under a law of the 
United States the equipment of a vessel against a 
Power with which we are at peace, is considered 
as a misdemeanor, punished by fine and imprisons. 
ment: and if General Miranda misled these men 
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under a belief that the President, or Secretary of 
State, did countenance—though in fact they did 
not—this enterprise, they may, if found guilty by 
a jury, avail themselves of this circumstance, in 
mitigation of their fine and imprisonment. It 
does not become this House, by any declaration, 
to give an opinion on this point, either one way 
or another. On the other point, relative to the 
conduct of the judge, I am not so satisfied rela- 
tive to the course to be pursued. Is not every 
man accused entitled toa fair trial? And if the 
charges are true, and the man guilty, and yet the 
judge has erred, he has abused his authority. I 
pill not say perversely, but he has not pursued 
the usual course of administering criminal justice. 
As to this part of the memorial, therefore, I am 
willing it should lie on the table; while [ am per- 
fectly ready as to that part which respects the 
Executive, to reject it. 

- Mr. ALexanper.—I wish to be informed of the 
correctness of my impression, that the mover of 
the memorial prayed it should be printed. Before 
the House give their consent to publish such a 
voluminous piece of calumny, I should be glad to 
hear some reason assigned for it. At first blush, 
as has been represented by the gentleman from 
New York, this appears to be an unjust and un- 
candid attempt to obtain the interference of this 
House. I should be glad gentlemen would show 
us any case in whick it would be right for this 
House to interfere while it is coram judice. 

Mr. A. concluded with suggesting a modifica- 
tion of the motion of Mr. Harty, which he after- 
wards withdrew. 

Mr. Crarx likewise withdrew his amendment. 
_ Mr. Masrers.—It is the first time I ever heard 
of a defendant under an indictment for a public 
offence, petitioning the Representatives of the 

eople to interfere and arrest him from public 
ustice. Itis a kind of imputation on this House. 

he petitioner is accused of a breach of the law, 
and is called on to answer that accusation before 
the proper forum. It does not belong to this 
House to interfere with that tribunal, The Con- 
stitution has set apart and defined the different 
powers. 

The memorialists attempt to criminate the Ad- 
ministration. The Administration is not on triai 
before this House. If the district judge, in the 
course of the examination and trial, acts corrupt- 
ly, there is a proper time and manner of bringing 
him constitutionally before this House. We ought 
‘not to countenance the defendant’s endeavors to 
cast an odium on the court before whom the trial 
is depending, and the petition ought to be dis- 
missed in stronger language than is expressed in 
the resolution. 

Mr. J. Ranpoura asked for a division of the 
resolution down to the word “country,” preceding 
the first dash. 

Mr. Crarxsaid he really felt for thedignity of the 
House, He had no hesitation to say that the peti- 
tion was unsupported by evidence. But the jour- 
nals would show that this was not the first in- 
stance that similar petitions had been acted upon. 
The petitioners thought themselves injured, and 


had a right to call for redress. Jn order to get 
rid of this diffculty, he moved the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. Jackson asked the yeas and nays, which 
were taken on the previous question, “ Shall the 
main question be now put,” and decided in the 


affirmative—yeas 74, nays 15, as follows: 


Yras—Evan Alexander, Willis Alston, jun., Isaac 
Anderson, David Bard, Joseph Barker, Burwell Bas- 


sett, George M. Bedinger, Barnabas Bidwell, John 
Blake, jun., Robert Brown, Levi Casey, John Chandler, 
John Claiborne, Matthew Clay, John Clopton, Freder- 
ick Conrad, Leonard Covington, Jacob Crowninshield, 
Richard Cutts, Ezra Darby, Elias Earle, Peter Early, 


James Elliot, Ebenezer Elmer, William Findley, James 


Fisk, John Fowler, James M. Garnett, Andrew Gregg, 
Isaiah L. Green, Silas Halsey, John Hamilton, David 


Holmes, David Hough, John G. Jackson, Walter Jones, 


John Lambert, Matthew Lyon, Patrick Magruder, 


Robert Marion, Josiah Masters, William McCreery, 
Nicholas R. Moore, Thomas Moore, Jeremiah Mor- 


row, John Morrow, Gurdon S. Mumford, Thomas New- 


ton, jun., Gideon Olin, John Pugh, John Randolph, 
Thomas M. Randolph, John Rea of Pennsylvania, 
John Rhea of Tennessee, John Russell, Peter Sailly, 
Thomas Sandford, Martin G. Schuneman, James Sloan, 
John Smilie, John Smith, Samuel Smith, Henry South- 
ard, Joseph Stanton, David Thomas, Philip R. Thomp- 
son, Uri Tracy, Abram Trigg, Joseph B. Varnum, 
John Whitehill, Robert Whitehill, David R. Williams, 
Nathan Williams, and Joseph Winston. ` 

Nays—Silas Betton, Christopher Clark, Samuel W. 
Dana, .Caleb Ellis, William Ely, Joseph Lewis, jun., 
Jonathan O. Mosely, Jeremiah Nelson, Timothy Pit- 
kin, jun., Josiah Quincy, Benjamin Tallmadge, Samuel 
Tenney, Thomas W. Thompson, Killian K. Van Rens- 
selaer, and Peleg Wadsworth. 


And then the main question being stated, “That 
the House do agree to the said motion,” a divis- 
ion of the said question was called for: Where- 
upon, the first member thereof being again read, 
in the words following, to wit: 


“ Resolved, That the charges contained in the memo- 
rials of Samuel G. Ogden and of William S. Smith, 
are, in the opinion of this House, unsupported by any 
evidence which, in the least degree, criminates the Ex- 
ecutive Government of this country.” ' 


The question was taken that the House do 
agree to the said first member of the motion, and 
resolved in the affirmative—yeas 75, nays 8;as 
follows: 

Yras—Evan Alexander, Willis Alston, jun, Isaac 
Anderson, David Bard, Joseph Barker, George M. 
Bedinger, Barnabas Bidwell, John Blake, jun., Robert 
Brown, Levi Casey, John Chandler, John Claiborne, 
Christopher Clark, Matthew Clay, John Clopton, Fred- 
erick Conrad, Leonard Covington, Jacob Crownin- 
shield, Richard Cutts, Ezra Darby, Elias Earle, Peter 
Early, James Elliott, Ebenezer Elmer, William Finde 
ley, James Fisk, John Fowler, James M. Garnett, An- 
drew Gregg, Isaiah L. Green, Silas Halsey, John Ham- 
ilton, David Holmes, David Hough, John G. Jackson, 
Walter Jones, John Lambert, Matthew Lyon, Patrick 
Magruder, Robert Marion, William McCreory, Nicho- 
las R. Moore, Thomas Moore, Jeremiah Morrow, John 
Morrow, Gurdon S. Mumford, Thomas Newton, jun., 
Gideon Olin, John Pugh, John Randolph, Thomas M. 
Randolph, John Rea of Pennsylvania, John Rhea of 


1093 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


1094 


Apri, 1806. 


Duty on Salt. 


H. or R. 


Tennessee, John Russell, Peter Sailly, Thomas Sam- 
mons, Thomas Sandford, Martin G. Schuneman, James 
Sloan, John Smilie, John Smith, Samuel Smith, Henry 
Southard, Joseph Stanton, David Thomas, Philip R. 
Thompson, Uri Tracy, Abram Trigg, Joseph B. Var- 
num, John Whitehill, Robert Whitehill, David R. Wil- 
liams, Nathan Williams, Richard Winn, and Joseph 
Winston. 

Naxs—Burwell Bassett, Samuel W. Dana, William 
Ely, Joseph Lewis, jun., Jonathan O. Mosely, Jere- 
miah Nelson, Josiah Quincy, and Killian K. Van 
Rensselaer. 


The second member of the said motion being 
again read in the words following, to wit: 

“ That the said memorials appear to have been pre- 
sented at a time, and under circumstances insidiously 
calculated to excite unjust suspicion in the minds of 
the good people of this nation, against the existing 
Administration of the General Government.” 


The question was taken that the House do agree 
to the said second member of the motion, and re- 
solved in the affirmative—yeas 70, nays 13, as 
follows: 


Yxras—Evan Alexander, Willis Alston, jun., Isaac 
Anderson, David Bard, Joseph Barker, Burwell Bas- 
sett, George M.. Bedinger, Barnabas Bidwell, John 
Blake, jun., Robert Brown, Levi Casey, John Chan- 
dler, John Claiborne, Matthew Clay, John Clopton, 
Frederick Conrad, Leonard Covington, Jacob Crown- 
inshield, Richard Cutts, Ezra Darby, Elias Earle, Pe- 
ter Early, James Elliot, Ebenezer Elmer, William 
Findley, James Fisk, John Fowler, Andrew Gregg, 
Isaiah L. Green, Silas Halsey, John Hamilton, David 
Holmes, John G. Jackson, Walter Jones, John Lam- 
bert, Matthew Lyon, Patrick Magruder, Robert Ma- 
rion, Josiah Masters, William McCreery, Nicholas R. 
Moore, Thomas Moore, John Morrow, Gurdon S. 
Mumford, Thomas Newton, jun., Gideon Olin, John 
Pugh, Thomas M. Randolph, John Rea of Pennsylva- 
nia, John Rhea of Tennessee, John Russell, Peter 
Sailly, Thomas Sammons, Thomas Sandford, Martin 
G. Schuneman, James Sloan, John Smilie, John Smith, 
Samuel Smith, Henry Southard, Joseph Stanton, Da- 
vid Thomas, Uri Tracy, Joseph B. Varnum, John 
Whitehill, Robert Whitehill, David R. Williams, Na- 
than Wiliams, Richard. Winn, and Joseph Winston. 

Nays—Christopher Clark, Samuel W. Dana, Wil- 
liam Ely, James M. Garnett, Joseph Lewis, jun., Jon- 
athan O, Mosely, Jeremiah Nelson, Timothy Pitkin, 
jun., Josiah Quincy, John Randolph, Philip R. Thomp- 
son, Abram Trigg, and Killian K. Van Rensselaer. 

The third member of the said motion being 
again read, in the words following, to wit: 

« And that it would be highly improper in this House, 
to take any step which might influence or prejudice a 
cause now depending in a legal tribunal of the United 
States.” 

The question was taken that the House do agree 
to said third member of the motion, and unan- 
imously resolved in the affirmative, by yeas and 
nays, every member present voting in the affirm- 
ative, to wit: 

Evan Alexander, Willis Alston, jun., Isaac Ander- 
son, David Bard, Joseph Barker, Burwell Bassett, 
George M. Bedinger, Barnabas Bidwell, John Blake, 
jun., Robert Brown, Levi Casey, John Chandler, John 
Claiborne, Christopher Clark, Matthew Clay, John 


Clopton, Frederick Conrad, Leonard Covington, Jacob 
Crowninshield, Richard Cutts, Samuel W. Dana, Ezra 
Darby, Elias Earle, Peter Early, James Elliot, Ebene- 
zer Elmer, William Ely, William Findley, James Fisk, 
John Fowler, James M. Garnett, Andrew Gregg, Isaiah 
L. Green, Silas Halsey, John Hamilton, David Holmes, 
John G. Jackson, Walter Jones, John Lambert, Joseph 
Lewis, jun., Matthew Lyon, Patrick Magruder, Robert 
Marion, Josiah Masters, William McCreery, Nicholas 
R. Moore, Thomas Moore, John Morrow, Jonathan O. 
Mosely, Gurdon S. Mumford, Jeremiah Nelson, Thom- 
as Newton, jun., Gideon Olin, Timothy Pitkin, jun., 
John Pugh, Josiah Quincy, John Randolph, John Rea 
of Pennsylvania, John Rhea of Tennessee, John Rus- 
sell, Peter Sailly, Thomas Sammons, Thomas Sand- 
ford, Martin G. Schuneman, James Sloan, John Smi- 
lie, John Smith, Samuel Smith, Henry Southard, 
Joseph Stanton, Samuel Tenney, David Thomas, 
Philip R. Thompson, Uri Tracy, Abram Trigg, Killian 
K. Van Rensselaer, Joseph B. Varnum, John White- 
hill, Robert Whitehill, David R. Williams, Richard 
Winn, and Joseph Winston. 


The fourth and last member of the said motion 
being again read, in the words following, to wit: 


“Therefore, Resolved, That the said memorials be, 
by the Clerk of this House, returned to those from 
whom they came:” ; 


The question was taken that the House do agree 
to the said fourth and last member of the motion, 
and resolved in the affirmative—yeas 71, nays 14, 
as follows : 

Yeas—Evan Alexander, Willis Alston, jun., Isaac 
Anderson, David Bard, Joseph Barker, Burwell Bas- 
sett, Barnabas Bidwell, John Blake, junior, Robert 
Brown, Levi Casey, John Chandler, John Clai- 
borne, Matthew Clay, John Clopton, Frederick Con- 
rad, Leonard Covington, Jacob Crowninshield, Richard 
Cutts, Ezra Darby, John Dawson, Elias Earle, Peter 
Early, James Elliot, Ebenezer Elmer, John W. Eppes, 
William Findley, James Fisk, John Fowler, James M. 
Garnett, Andrew Gregg, Isaiah L. Green, Silas Halsey, 
John Hamilton, David Holmes, John G. Jackson, John 
Lambert, Matthew Lyon, Patrick Magruder, Robert 
Marion, Josiah Masters, William McCreery, Nicholas 
R. Moore, Thomas Moore, John Morrow, Gurdon 8. 
Mumford, Thomas Newton, jun, Gideon Olin, John 
Pugh, Thomas M. Randolph, John Rea of Pennsylva- 
nia, John Rhea of Tennessee, Peter Sailly, Thomas 
Sammons, Thomas Sandford, Martin G. Schuneman, 
James Sloan, John Smilie, John Smith, Samuel Smith, 
Henry Southard, Joseph Stanton, David Thomas, Phil- 
ip R. Thompson, Uri Tracy, Joseph B. Varnum, John 
Whitehill, Robert Whitehill, David R. Williams, Na- 
than Williams, Richard Winn, and Joseph Winston. 

Nars—George M. Bedinger, Christopber Clark, Sam- 
uel W. Dana, William Ely, Joseph Lewis, jun., Jere- 
miah Nelson, Timothy Pitkin, jun., Josiah Quincy, 
John Randolph, John Russell, Samuel Thompson, Tho- 
mas W. Thompson, Abram Trigg, and Killian K. Van 
Rensselaer. 


DUTIES ON SALT. 


The House took up the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill repealing the acts laying duties 
on salt, and continuing in force for a further time, 
the first section of the act, entitled “An act fur- 
ther to protect the commerce and seamen of the 
United States against the Barbary Powers,” 
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These amendments proposed striking out all | 


the provisions of the bill. relative to the repeal of 
the daty on salt. 

Mr. Ausron said he believed it would be in or- 
der to amend the amendment of the Senate. If it 
were, he would offer an amendment, which would 
go to take off the duty on salt to the amount of 
eight cents. 

The Speaker considering the amendment, in 
the present stage of the business, not in order, the 
question was put on concurring in the amend- 
ments of the Senate. 

Mr. J. Ranpoipu.—I understand this House to 
have sent a bill to the Senate repealing the exist- 
ing duty on salt, and continuing for a further time 
the tax imposing a duty of two and a half per 
cent. on articles previously charged with ad valo- 
rem duties. The Senate have returned the bill, 
retaining the supply we voted, as well as the tax 
proposed by us to be repealed. I hope we shall 
not agree to their amendments, and the reasons I 
shall ‘offer will not be those drawn from expedi- 
ency, but from my idea of the Constitutional 
powers of this, and the other branch of the Legis- 
lature—which is, that it is the sole and indisputa- 
ble prerogative of this House to grant the money 
of the people of the United States. It is here 
only thata grant of money can originate. It is 
true that the Senate have the power of amending 
money bills, but my idea of the extent to which 
that power can go, according to the true spirit of 
the Constitution, is this: While the Senate may 
amend money bills, to facilitate the collection of 
duties, or in other respects, as to their details, they 
do not possess the Constitutional power of vary- 
ing either the quantum of tax proposed in this 
House, or the object on which ıt may be levied. 
I hope the House will never consent to give up 
this invaluable privilege of saying what. supplies 
they will grant, and the object on which they 
shall be levied, Bui, even supposing this objec- 
tion nugatory, I hope this House will not suffer 
itself to be trapped, on the last day of the session, 
in agreeing toa grant it was never in their con- 
templation to make. When we sent a bill to the 
other branch to continue the Mediterranean duty, 
we sent at the same time, a bill to repeal the duty 
on salt, The amendment from the Senate can be 
viewed in no other light than as originating a 
money bill in the Senate. It goes to originate a 
tax on salt. Such, in effect, will be the object 
and tendency of the measure. Let us suppose, 
instead of sending to the Senatea bill imposing a 
new tax, we had sent a simple bill to repeal this 
same tax upon salt—could the Senate, by an 
amendment, rivet and continue the Mediterra- 
nean fund? Andif they could, would not that 
be originating a money bill? I hope the House 
will disagree to the amendments of the Senate. 

Mr. Stoan.—However I may expose myself to 
the censure of the gentleman from Virginia, I 
think it my duty to say something on a subject 
highly interesting to my constituents. Notwith- 
standing the talents and eloquence of that gentle- 
man, I differ from him on this subject. I will ask 
what chance there was of obtaining the repeal of 


this tax upon salt, when the measure was proposed 
at the heel of ‘a session, when it might have -been 
offered three months ago, and connected with 
another thing which compelled me to vote for it? 
In my opinion, it is as Constitutional for us to 
agree to an amendment of the Senate as if the 
thing originated with us. I hope the House will 
agree tothe amendment. The situation of our 
affairs requires it, and I trust we shall treat with 
contempt the attempt to force down so important 
a bill at the end of a session. 

Mr. Atston thought it would be advisable to 
accommodate with the Senate. In order to ob- 
tain an accommodation, he. should vote, in the 
first instance, against theamendments of the Sen- 
ate. Ona conference, they may agree to strike 
off the duty of eight cents on salt, and the next 
year, when we shall better understand the ground 
on which we stand, the House: may be disposed 
still further to lessen the burden. 

Mr. Rura, of Tennessee.—I do not consider 
this bill as in the nature of a bill originating reye- 
nue, but as one, on the contrary, detracting from 
the revenue. I contend that the Senate have the 
power, at any time, to say they will not consent 
to the repeal of a revenue law, else they are a 
trifling, insignificant body. Are they not, as well 
as we, to judge of the exigency of the country ? 
This is not a question of expediency, but of ne- 
cessity. Though we are desirous of taking off 
the duty on salt, such is the situation of the coun- 
try, menaced with foreign danger, and particularly 
with a war with Tunis, that the revenue ought not 
to be diminished. For these reasons I shall con- 
cur in the amendment of the Senate. l 

The veasand nays were then taken on agreeing 
to the amendment of the Senate—yeas 24, nays 
56, as follows: 

Yras—John Blake, jr, Richard Cutts, Ezra Darby, 
James Fisk, Isaiah L. Green, Walter Jones, Michael 
Leib, Matthew Lyon, Josiah Masters, Nicholas R. 
Moore, Gurdon S. Mumford, Thomas Newton, jiinior, 
Thomas M. Randolph, John Rhea of Tennessee, John 
Russell, Peter Sailly, Thomas Sammons, Thomas Sand- 
ford, Martin G. Schuneman, Jas. Sloan, David Thomas, 
Uri Tracy, John Whitehill, and Nathan Williams. 

Nays—Evan Alexander, Willis Alston, jun., Bur- 
well Bassett, George M. Bedinger, Silas Betton, Barna- 
bas Bidwell, Robert Brown, Levi Casey, John Chand- 
ler, John Claiborne, Christopher Clark, Matthew Clay, 
John Clopton, Jacob Crowninshield, John Davenport, 
junior, John Dawson, Elias Earle, Peter Early, James 
Elliot, Ebenezer Elmer, William Ely, John W. Eppes, 
James M. Garnett, Edwin Gray, Andrew Gregg, Silas 
Halsey, John Hamilton, David Holmes, David Hough, 
Joseph Lewis, jun., Thomas Moore, John Morrow, Jon- 
athan O. Mosely, Jeremiah Nelson, Gideon Olin, Tim- 
othy Pitkin, jun., John Pugh, Josiah Quincy, John 
Randolph, John Rea of Pennsylvania, John Smilie, 
John Smith, Samuel Smith, Joseph Stanton, Benjamin 
Tallmadge, Samuel Tenney, Philip R. Thompson, 
Thomas W. Thompson, Abram Trigg, Joseph B. Var- 
num, Peleg Wadsworth, Robert Whitehill, David R. 
Williams, Alexander Wilson, Richard Winn; and Jo- 
seph Winston. i 

Mr. J. Ranporrn.—I hope we shall now ad- 
here to our disagreement to the amendment of the 
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Senate. Ihope we shall not concur with the Sen- 
ate, under the idea of reducing the duty on salt 
from twenty to twelve cents. Notwithstanding 
a fear entertained by some gentlemen of a defi- 
ciency in the revenue, the House, by a vast major- 
ity, passed the bill repealing the duty on salt. The 
Message of the President was referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and that Committee 
made a report recommending the taking off the 
duty on salt, and continuing the two and a half 
per cent. duty. Every objection to the measure 
that now exists then existed, and ought then to 
have been offered. We then sent to the other 
House a supply of money—a tax yielding $900,- 
00, with the probability of its amounting the 
ensuing year to a million; in this same bill we 
proposed taking off a tax, which does not yield 
$600,000; we therefore made a grant of $400,000 
annually. It is said that the amendment of the 
Senatedoes not go to the imposition of a new tax, 
but that it continues the revenue as itis. There 
is some plausibility, but no solidity in this remark. 
If it goes to continue the revenue as it now is, 
where is the necessity of continuing the duty of 
two and a half per cent.? It is therefore in fact 
anew money bill. Let me urge one thing to the 
House. If we ever mean to strike off the duty on 
salt, we must cling to the Mediterranean fund as 
the lever to lift this load from the shoulders of 
the people. It will be recollected that within five 
years we have taken off the internal taxes. Iam 
lad of it; for I fear it would not now be-done. 
They produced about $800,000, inclusive of the 
taxes which have expired, and $640,000 exclusive 
of them. But we have granted a supply of two 
and a half per cent. duties, which yield annually, 
from nine hundred thousand, to a million dollars. 
This is a complete offset to the repeal of the in- 
ternal taxes. What we have lost by their repeal 
we have gained, with the addition of one or two 
hundred thousand dollars beyond the sum we 
should have received, had they been suffered to 
remain, and no addition been made to the duties 
on imports and tonnage; and yet we hear of the 
growing demands of the Government. But the 
growing demands of all Governments are alike. 
Do gentlemen recollect the growing state of the 
nation? When this Government was first put in 
motion, the duties on imports were not more than 
four or five millions. ‘These resources are daily 
growing, and a fund accruing from the increasing 
prosperity of the people, which their guardians are 
bound to account for. Though we have contract- 
ed a debt for New Orleans, we have gained a rev- 
enue of not less than $300,000 a year. From 
these circumstances I hope we shall adhere to our 
disagreement to the amendments of the Senate, 
and that they will, in their justness and gracious- 
ness, yield a tax of halfa million for a tax which 
produces a whole million. It is a new stretch of 
Senatorial prerogative, for that body— 

The Speaker said the House had nothing to do 
with the conduct of the Senate—it was therefore 
out of order to make such remarks. 

Mr. J. Ranpotpu.—l would wish to have noth- 
ing to do with the Senate; and am therefore in 


favor of adhering to our vote—though I believe, 
when there is a Constitutional question as to the 
powers of the two branches, we may very properly 
examine their proceedings. It is said the Senate 
may strike out all but the title of your bills. In- 
disputably ; but will this House submit? Sup- 
pose you send a bill to the Senate laying a duty 
of two per cent. on saltpetre, and they send it 
back to you, striking out this provision, and giving 
you a bill in lieu of it,laying a tax of four shillings 
in the pound on all the lands of the United States. 
Is that, under the Constitution, a fair exercise of 
their power? To my mind, if the.position be ad- 
mitted, that it is the sole privilege of this House 
to grantthe public money, it is extremely indecent, 
to say no more, for that branch of the Legislature 
to tell the United States they will get all the 
money they can, whatever may be the disposition 
of this House. Recollect how the salt tax was 
laid before—on the last day of an expiring Con- 
gress, after a proposition to lay the tax had been 
rejected, and members had gone home, under the 
persuasion that no such attempt would be renew- 
ed. By some little modification of that proposi- 
tion, a tax of twenty cents was laid on every 
fifty-six pounds of salt, and riveted on the people 
forever. When I say forever, E mean the period 
of its being taken off depends on a branch of the 
Legislature, over which the people have but little 
control, who are the representatives, not of the 
people, but of the State sovereignties. Now, if the 
House do wish, as surely they must, to get rid of 
this tax, and if they believe, as they must, that the 
present circumstances of the country admit of its 
repeal, else the bill would not have passed by so 
large a majority, I hope they will adliere to their 
disagreement to the amendments of the Senate, 
and put itin the power of the other. branch to take 
so much of the public money, as it is our pleasure 
to grant, and not one cent more. 

Mr. Rusa, of Tennessee-—As I do not appear 
to have been understood, it is necessary that I 
should say a few words in explanation. I said 
nothing of the Mediterranean fund. I said then, 
and I still say, I do not contemplate this bill, so 
far as it relates to imposing a duty on salt, asa 
money bill; and I consider the amendment of the 
Senate as only a negation to the repeal of laws 
affecting the revenue. I said that House hada 
right to judge of the propriety of a repeal of a 
revenue law, and I say so still. We say we are 
in favor of a repeal of the law imposing a duty on 
salt—they say they are against it. What has that 
to do with originating a money bill? One isas dis- 
tinct from the other as the effect from its cause, 
I agree that this House has the right to originate 
revenue laws; but, once enacted, they have an 
equal right with us to judge of the expedieney of 
rescinding them. With regard to this law, when 
I came here, I found it in existence, and I think 


| in the present-state of the country it ought to be con- 


tinued. Have we not every reason to believe 
that we shall be embroiled in a war with Tunis? 


-Will not this take all the revenue we have to 


spare? I shall be glad if it will not take more, 
We have no information from the Executive 
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of promoting the public interest. You may go 
on repealing one law after another, until the Ex- 
ecutive has but the mere name of authority left. 
It has been said that the demands on the Treasury 
may increase—I believe they may justly increase; 
we know indeed they have increased. Since the 
meeting of Congress we have taken measures 
which may increase them for eventual good, for 
the benefit of the whole community. Being of 
this opinion, I must vote against this bill in every 
shape in which it comes before me. 

Mr. J. Ranpotpu.—I understand that if the 
House do adhere, all conference with the Senate 
will be at an end. If they prefere to keep the 
duty on salt to having the Mediterranean fund, 
they will refuse to recede from their amendments. 
But I have no idea they will.refuse a revenue of 
a million for half a million. I am as anxious as 
any man to vote the necessary supplies of the 
Government, and perhaps my vote might have 
been materially influenced, had a different vote 
prevailed on the bill relative to the public debt, 
which has been postponed. But when I find the 
hands of the Commissioners of the Sinking Fund 
tied, and that there is a probability that they will 
be obliged to pour back into the Treasury, a part 
of the fund vested in them, I feel altogether indis- 
posed to this amendment. If all the surplus reve- 
nue could be applied to the discharge of the debt, 
I might be as liberal as any man in granting it; 
but as it cannot, I am for adhering to our vote. 

Mr. Conrap.—I hope we shall adhere, but try 
a conference. It will then be time enough to 
consider whether we will adhere. Anxious as I 
am to get rid of this odious tax, I will agree to 
reduce the duty to 12 cents, or keep the Mediter- 
ranean fund, and next session judge whether we 
are able to take off the whole of it. 

Mr. Rara, of Tennessee, said he barely rose 
to set the gentleman from Virginia right, by stating 
that the hands of the Commissioners of the Sinking 
Fund would not betied for several years to come, 
and that Congress would be in session before any 
such great sum would be accumulated in their 
hands. 

Mr. Lon said he felt as great an aversion to 
the salt tax as any other man, but his strong wish 
was to act in such a manner that the Executive 
Government might not be distressed in discharg- 
ing the duties devolved on it by the Legislature. 
He should vote against adhering, that a confer- 
ence might be had with the Senate. He should 
vote for taking off the salt tax, if he thought the 
Government could do without it; and he had no 
doubt that most of the gentlemen were under the 
impression that the Secretary of the Treasury 
thought we could do without it. He said, for his 
own satisfaction, he had applied to the Secretary 
of the Treasury, who had told him the Govern- 
ment could not do without it. 

.. The motion to adhere was then disagreed to— 
yeas 36, nays 42. When the House agreed to 


Maere ee aeaa e 


ence. 


And then, on a motion, made and seconded, the 
House adjourned until half past six o’clock, post 
meridiem. 


Eodem Die, half past 6 o'clock. 


A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate have agreed to the conference de- 
sired by this House on the subject-matter of the 
amendment depending between the two Houses 
to the bill, entitled “An act in addition to an act, 
entitled ‘An act supplementary to the act provi- 
ding for a Naval Peace Establishment, and for 
other purposes,” and have appointed managers at 
the same on their part. The Senate have ap- 
pointed a committee on their part, jointly, with 
such committee as may be appointed on the part 
of this House, to wait on the President of the 
United States, and notify him of the proposed re- 
cess of Congress. : 

The House proceeded to consider so much of 
the aforegoing message of the Senate as relates 
to the appointment of a joint committee of the 
two Houses to wait on the President of the Uni- 
ted States, and notify him of the proposed recess 
of Congress: Whereupon, f 

Resolved, That this House doth agree to the 
same; and that Mr. EarLy, Mr. Tuomas M. Ran- 
DOLPH, and Mr. Cutts, be appointed of the said 
committee, on the part of this House. 

The House proceeded to consider the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senate to the bill, entitled 
“An act to amend, in the cases therein mentioned, 
the act to regulate the collection of duties on im- 
ports and tonnage:” Whereupon. 

Resolved, That this House doth agree to the 
said amendment. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill sent from the Senate, en- 
titled “An act for the punishment of counterfeit- 
ing the current coin of the United States, and for 
other purposes. The bill was reported without 
amendment, ° 

The House proceeded to consider the said bill 
at the Clerk’s table: Whereupon, the bill was read 
the third time, and passed. 

The House proceeded to consider the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senate to the bill entitled 
“An act respecting the claims to land in the Indi- 
ana Territory and State of Ohio:” Whereupon, 

Resolved, That this House doth agree to the 
said amendment. 

The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill sent from the Senate, en- 
titled “An act for the regulation of the times of 
holding the Courts of the District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes. The bill- was reported 
without amendment. 

The House proceeded to consider the said bill 
at the Clerk’s table: Whereupon, the bill was 
read the third time and passed. 

Mr. Smilie, from the managers appointed this 
day, on the part of this House, to attend a con- 
ference with the Senate on the subject-matter 
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of the amendment depending between the two 
Houses to the bill, entitled “An act in addition 
to an act, entitled ‘An act supplementary to the 
act providing for a Naval Peace Establishment, 
and for other purposes,” reported that they had 
met the managers on the part of the Senate, and 
had come to no agreement thereupon. 


NAVAL PEACE ESTABLISHMENT. |. 


A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate recede from their amendment to 
the bill, entitled “An act in addition to an act, 
entitled ‘An act supplementary to the act provi- 
ding for a Naval Peace Establishment, and for 
other purposes,” to their disagreement to which 
this House hath insisted. The Senate adhere 
to their amendment to the bill, entitled “An act 
repealing the acts laying duties on salt, and con- 
tinuing in force, for a further time, the first sec- 
tion of the act, entitled ‘An act further to protect 
the commerce and seamen of the Uuited States 
against the Barbary Powers.” 

Mr. Greca, from the committee of conference 
on the same bill, observed that the conferees on 
the part of the Senate did not discover any dis- 
position to recede from their amendments. The 
conferees on the.part of the House stated the dan- 
ger of losing the bill if the conferees did not relax, 
and proposed to meet them on the ground of com- 
promise, by taking off the duty of eight cents im- 
posed on salt. To this proposition the conferees 
on the part of the Senate declined acceding. 

Mr. J. Ranpotex moved that the House adhere 
to their disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate. 

Mr. Smttiz.—I shall now be against this bill, 
though I was originally in favor of it. The Sen- 
ate having adhered to their vote, to repeal the 
duty on salt is out of the question. The only 
question now is, whether we shall continue the 
Mediterranean fund independent of the other. 
Seeing that I cannot get the first, I will not on that 
account lose the last; for I do believe, under present 
circumstances, it would be unwise to divest our- 
selves of the Mediterranean fund. 

Mr. Ausron.—Having done everything in our 
power to repeal the duty on salt or to lessen it, 
the only question is, whether we shall continue 
the Mediterranean fund until the next session or 
not. I call on gentlemen to take a review of the 
different estimates from the Treasury during the 
present session, and to consider the expenses they 
warrant—I allude particularly to the appropria- 
tion of two millions towards the purchase of the 
Floridas, to decide whether we can do without 
the Mediterranean fund. The great object with 
me in advocating the repeal of the duty on salt 
was to obtain.the Mediterranean fund. We have 
done our part to effect this object. I believe with 
the aid of that fund, though the duty on salt had 
been taken off, our revenue would have been suf- 
ficient; though even the greatest economy would 
have been requisite in the disbursement of the 
public money. Official documents on our tables 
from the proper departments will show that we 
cannot do without the Mediterean fund; provided 


the objects for which we have made appropria- 
tions be carried into effect. At the next session, 
however, we shall know the measures taken by 
the Executive, and what our wants will be. This: 
bill only extends the continuance of the fund to 
the next session, which will be on the third of 
March; and since, as it now stands, it will not 
expire until three months from the ratification of 
the treaty, this bill will only continue it for a pe- 
riod of six or seven months. 

Mr. Finptey.—Though I represent a district. 
which suffers more perhaps than any other in the- 
United States from the duty on salt, yet I confess. 
myself astonished at the mannner in which this: 
bill has been brought before us. We have heard! 
ona former oceasion much about a cabinet. In 
this instance no cabinet has been consulted—but 
the measure has been smuggled in at the last pe- 
riod of the session. Are we sitting here to em- 
barrass the character and credit of the United 
States? I thought the measure had come in on 
calculation: but, I find since that it is founded 
on miscalculation ; and that it is a part of the 
system to throw the gauntlet, to destroy the Ad- 
ministration. The people have offered us no 
petitions to repeal this tax. What have we done? 
The Mediterranean fund is about to cease, and 
it is now proposed to give up the salt tax for 
it. This mode of bargaining—this system of cor- 
ruption, I have always been averse to. I voted 
for the bill, because I thought it came from the 
Treasury Department, but instead of this. I find 
it part of a system to embarrass the Administra- 
tion. I will agree to continue the Mediterranean 
fund, for lam not at war with the Government 
or any partof it. Iknow I am risking my popu- 
larity as much as any man; but I am not afraid 
of this, as I am convinced in a good cause I shall 
never suffer. There can be no good argument 
for the motion to adhere, but a desire to destroy the ` 
Administration. 

Mr. D. R. Wixiiams.—No man can be more 
earnestly impressed with the proverbial duty of 
paying respect to age than myself; but my feel- 
ings have never been more hurt than by the gen- 
tleman’s impeaching the motive of those who 
have acted a patriotic part. The gentleman has 
avowed the idea, that the Committee of Ways 
and Means have been actuated by the view of 
embarrassing the Administration. I abhor and 
detest such an imputation. [Here was a loud cry 
of order by a number of gentlemen, and among 
others by Mr. T. M. RANDOLPH. } 

Mr. Kinney said he hoped the gentlemen 
would be permitted togoon. He wished those 
who were opposed to the Government to speak 
out. [The call to order wasagain repeated.] 

Mr. J. Ranpoipa.—I hope we shall adhere to 
our vote, and I will give my reasons for indulg- 
ing this hope. I do not profess to be so well ac- 
quainted with the subjects of finance as some 
other gentlemen on this floor. Butif the Medi- 
terranean fund is to be continued for so short a 
time, it is obvious that the revenue to be gleaned. 
from it will be proportionally small. The argu» 
ments of gentlemen therefore rebut themselves. 
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stage of it that the advantage is on my side. I 
go home with a more contented mind, more tran- 
quil feelings, and I may add also, I believe, a 
better heart, for not having engaged in the man- 
ner he has done, or in the character he has. as- 


sumed, in the scenes exhibited before me in this 


They declare that they want a revenue, while 
they acknowledge that the continuance of this’ 
‘tax will produce but a small one. Thope that we 
shall keep the. Mediterranean fund asa hostage 
for. the salt. tax. If between this and the next 
session a deficiency shall occur in our ways and 
means, to meet the demands of the Government, 
it will not be the first time, as I know it will not 
be the last, in which I shall step forward to vote a 
supply to meet every honorable demand. If there 
shall be deficit, as there is no reason to believe 
there will be, I pledge myself as one of those who 
will meet it. {wish to adhere to our vote, that 
the Mediterranean fund may be lost; for we have 
been told by those who, I presume, are well ac- 
quainted on such points, that such a course will 
enforce economy, and I wish I could add, in the 
words of an honorable friend who has no longer a 
geat here, would insure economy. But what has 
thrown us into this heat? Is it the dinner we 
have just eaten? I hope no honorable gentleman, 
who has heretofore kept the noiseless tenor of his 
way, because we have adjourned for half an hour, 
has permitted his passions to indulge in an asper- 
ity not shown on any former occasion. I did hope 
that whatever contumely or hostility may have 
been manifested during the earlier period of the 
session, we would have thrown in the last mo- 
ments of it, neither the splenetic temper of age or 
youth; but that we should have parted like men 
not ashamed of what we had done, or afraid to 
meet the public award. 


The question was then taken by yeas and nays 
on adhering—yeas 40, nays 47, as follows: 


Yuas—Evan Alexander, Burwell Bassett, George 
M. Bedinger, Silas Betton, Levi Casey, Samuel W. 
Dana, John Davenport, jr., Peter Early, James Elliot, 
Caleb Ellis, Ebenezer Elmer, William Ely, John W. 
Eppes, James M. Garnett, Edwin Gray, Andrew. Gregg, 
David Holmes, David Hough, Joseph Lewis, junior, 
Thomas Moore, Jonathan O. Mosely, Jeremiah Nelson, 
Gideon Olion, Timothy Pitkin, jr., Josiah Quincy, 
John Randolph, John Rea of Pennsylvania, Thomas 
Sammons, Samuel Smith, Samuel Taggart, Benjamin 
Tallmadge, Samucl Tenney, Philip R. Thompson, 
Thomas W. Thompson, Killian K. Van Rensselaer, 
Peleg Wadsworth, David R. Williams, Alexander 
Wilson, Richard Winn, and Joseph Winston. 

Naxs—Willis Alston, jr., Isaac Anderson, Joseph 
Barker, Barnabas Bidwell, John Blake, jr., John Chand- 
ler, John Claiborne John Clopton, Frederick Conrad, 
Jacob Crowninshield, Richard Cutts, Ezra Darby, John 
Dawson, Elias Earle, William Findley, James Fisk, 
John Fowler, Isaiah L. Green, Silas Halsey, John G. 
Jackson, Walter Jones, John Lambert, Michael Leib, 
Matthew Lyon, Robert Marion, Josiah Masters, Wil- 
liam McCreery, Nicholas R. Moore, J eremiah Morrow, 
John Morrow, Gurdon S. Mumford, Thomas Newton, 
jr, John Pugh, Thomas M. Randolph,- John Rhea of 
Tennessee, John Russell, Peter Sailly, Martin G. 
Schuneman, James Sloan, John Smilie, Henry South- 
ard, David Thomas, Uri Tracy, Joseph B. Varnum, 
John Whitehill, R. Whitehill, and Nathan Williams, 

Mr. T. M. Ranvotea.—lt is true, as the gen- 
tleman says, I have not made much noise this 
season, and it isas true that he has made more 
than has been useful. I believe in the present 


and myself I acknowledge there is in point of tal- 
ents an immeasurable distance. I can never hope 
to attain that intellectual elevation, which he has 
long since reached, At my inferiority in that 
respect I do not repine, Lam what nature made 
me, and I am perfectly satisfied with my condi- 
tion. But although there is this intellectual dif- 
ference between the gentleman and myself, and 
the superiority is so great on his part in that point, 
I maintain that in the point of true patriotism he 
is my inferior. I do not hesitate to pronounce 
that myself, and I do not fear the imputation of 
vanity for so doing. With respect to the useful- 
ness of either to the public, there is no such dif- 
ference in reality between us as may appear to 
exist. I insist that the tenor of the gentlemen’s 
recent conduct has been such, that with all his 
extraordinary powers and the extraordinary exer- 
tion of them he has made, his utility to his coun- 
try this session has not been superior to mine, 
The difference between us, in the effect produced 
by either upon the public affairs, has been, to 


and “nimius imber” upon the fields. To translate 
into the language of the gentleman’s constituents, 
my influence on the national prosperity this ses- 


summer is to a fresh, what a scanty crop is to an 
overwhelming inundation, confounding, sullying, 
impairing all things. The gentleman made use 
of the term “contumely.” To this and other of- 
fensive terms, with an allusion which, as to me, is 
as unjust as it is insulting, Iam sorry to think 
myself obliged to reply in other language than 
what I ever expected to use towards him. I have 
long observed that this gentleman is apt to indulge 
himself, while he has the shield of the dignity o 


is standing in the centre of this sacred asylum, in 
language to his equals upon this floor, which 
would be inadmissible in society ; which he would 


saying this, lam fully aware of the consequences 
which may result frommyexpressions. My mind 
is arranged to meet them. I know the extreme 
irritability of the gentleman’s temper; I know as 
well the principles which govern him upon, occa- 
sions of this kind. I know the point to which he 
is disposed to carry disputes with some petsons. 
I inform him that I have the same principles and 


will, unprovoked, seek a quarrel with any one; 
this is entirely unsought and undesired by mej 
but I have always thought, and always shall think, 
that lead and even steel make very proper ingre- 
dients in serious quarrels, and I shall never be un- 
willing, when honor requires, to mix either or 
both in such as are forced upon me. 


House. Between the gentleman from Virginia. 


speak the favorite language of the gentlemen him- . 
self, the same with that between “aviditas cal?” | 


sion has been, when compared to his, what a dry 


this House extended over him, while he feels he _ 


not venture to make use of elsewhere. While, 


sentiments myself upon such subjects. I never - 


| 
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I have been hitherto a great admirer not only | freedom with me. By arapid movement of my 


of the talents but of the utility of the gentleman in 
his publie sphere. Iam so no longer; the former 
are perverted, the latter has ceased. This gentle- 
man has been from his first entrance into the public 
councils a kind of industrious, skilful, steady, and 
useful kitchen gardener in politics. His labor was 
constantly employed for the benefit of his country ; 
it produced abundance of rich fruits and whole. 
some nutriment for its honor, its sustenance, and 
growth. He was beloved and.cherished by it. 


Suddenly, last year he grew fond of the business of 


the florist, and’ took a distaste to the spade and 
manure by which he had come to such extraordina- 
ry thrift. He became dazzled with the splendors 
of that new calling,and not only resolved tochange 
his trade, and set up in it, but conceived a strong 
contempt and aversion to such as followed the old. 
Behold, in one short season he has reached the 
verge of bankruptey! For myself, I pronounce 
him bankrupt forever as a popular statesman. 
The tenor of my course has been, I confess, lit- 
tle noisy. Ihave been encouraged in making it 
so by the improper length to which the gentleman 
himself has gone to the other extreme. If I were 
to say it was the unlucky example he has given 
me, which alone induced me to follow a contrary 
course, I should not speak the truth. My diffidence, 
and, no doubt, incapacity for such exertions, have 
been the main reasons; and I am not ashamed to 
confess it, for I have no hope to make myself abler 
than nature intended I should be, and no shame 
to appear as Iam. I acknowledge that the geu- 
tleman’s example and the situation tọ which he 
has brought himself, influenced my conduct, by re- 
pressing my desire tobeactivein the House, When 
saw him, like a ship at sea, without compass or 


' rudder, tossed on the surges of his passions, drivenat 


random by furious squalls which continually arose 
from unexpected quarters of the boundless horizon 
of his fancy; when I saw the weather-beaten ap- 
pearance his publie character began to wear— 
his political honors, which I had been accustomed 
to look on with clannish feelings of delight, bleach- 


. edand fluttering like tattered canvass in the winds ; 
above all, when I heard it whispered that he had | 


become leaky, I confess my want of boldness was 
increased. I feared to trust my little bark to the 
rude sea of debate, with the tempest he had raised 
on it. Imade.a determination that I would, to 


: employ an apt term in use among seamen, hug the 
‘land, and hold a safe though inglorious course. 


The House then agreed to recede from their dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate— 
ayes 45, noes 36. 


Mr. T. M. Ranpowrn, a short time after this, 
rose and made the following remarks: 


Mr. Speaker—A little while since I made use of 
some very severe and harsh language towards a 
gentleman of this House, such as I acknowledge 
altogether improper to be used in it. I did so,be- 
cause I believed that certain expressions of a dis- 
respectful nature which dropped from him were 
directed. to me. It struck me that they were, if 
not- intended. to insult, at least an unpardonable 


mind, I came to a resolution not to go home 
with such a load on my feelings as was imposed 
by the recollection that the treatment I had re- 
ceived was in the face of a company of a hundred 
men, who were to disperse to-morrow, and spread 
my disgrace through all quarters of the Union. 
I took the resolution to run all risk; to brave any 
danger which I might possibly incur, and by a se- 
vere retaliation to shake off the load which oppress- 
ed my spirits. I made use of the language you 
heard, and I addressed it particularly to the gen- 
tleman who I conscientiously believed had injured 
me. Since that I have been told by six or seven’ 
different gentlemen, that I was mistaken ; that the 
words were not directed to me; that they were 
meant for another. Ihave not been able to find 
one who would agree with me that I was the ob- 
ject of them. Ihave even had the mortification. 
to be asked if it was nota studied attack on my 
part on the gentleman, for the course he has taken 
this session. I disclaim such an intention. What- 
ever may have been my secret thoughts, I had no . 
wish to utter them here. I could not have done 
so with honor, unprovoked, for private reasons. 
I have never imagined such a design, nor could 
I to answer that end have used such lan uage as 
part of what l uttered. Iam conscious of the dis- 
respect. I have shown the House, and it appears 
that itis not, as I supposed, justified by the neces- 
sity of the case. My mistake was honest and nat- 
ural—I regret it, and the expressions .I used in 
consequence of it, 


HAMET CARAMALLI. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the bill sent from the Senate, enti- 
tled “An act for the temporary relief of Hamet 
Caramalli.” The bill was reported without amend- 
ment, read the third time, and passed—yeas 71, 
nays 6, as follows: i 

Yeas—Evan Alexander, Willis Alston, jun, Isaac 
Anderson, Joseph Barker, Burwell Bassett, George M. 
Bedinger, Silas Betton, Barnabas Bidwell, John Blake, 
Jun., Levi Casey, John Chandler, John Claiborne, John 
Clopton, Frederick Conrad, Jacob Crowninshield, Sam- 
uel W. Dana, John Davenport, jr., John Dawson, Peter 
Early, Caleb Ellis, Ebenezer Elmer, William Ely, John 
W. Eppes, William Findley, James Fisk, John Fowler, 
Andrew Gregg, Isaiah L. Green, Silas Halsey, David 
Holmes, David Hough, John G. J ackson, Walter Jones, 
John Lambert, Joseph Lewis, jt, Matthew Lyon, Rob- 
ert Marion, William McCreery, Nicholas R. Moore, 
Thomas Moore, Jeremiah Morrow, John “Morrow, Gur- 
don S. Mumford, Jeremiah Nelson, Thomas Newton, 
jun., Gideon Olin, Timothy Pitkin, jr, Josiah Quincy, 
Thomas M. Randolph, John Rhea of Tennessee, John 
Russell, Peter Sailly, Martin G. Schuneman, James 
Sloan, John Smilie, Henry Southard, Samuel Taggart, 
Benjamin Tallmadge, Samuel Tenney, David. Thomas, 
Thomas W. Thompson, Uri Tracy, Killian K. Van 
Rensselaer, Joseph B. Varnum, Peleg Wadsworth, 
John Whitehill, Robert Whitehill, Nathan Williams, 
Richard Winn, and Joseph Winston. 

Naxs—Ezra Darby, Josiah Masters, John Rea of 
Pennsylvania, Thomas Sammons, Samuel Smith, and 
David R. Williams. 
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COMPENSATION OF DOORKEEPER, &c. 


Mr. Conran moved the following resolutions, 
which were read and agreed to by the House: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Accounts be 
authorized to settle and adjust the account of T. 
Claxton, jr., for his services rendered this House 
during the present session, and allow such sum as 
they may deem due him, out of the contingent 
fund of this House: provided the same shall not 
exceed one hundred dollars. 

Resolved, That the Committee of Accounts be 
authorized to allow out of the contingent fund of 
this House, for the services and attendance of a 
laborer to attend the Clerk’s office and Library of 
Congress, not exceeding at the rate of twelve dol- 
lars per month for the said services. 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be au- 
thorized to continue the contracts for the supply 
of stationery and printing for the present session, 
for the like supply at the next session of Congress, 
if the present contractors shall agree thereto; or 
otherwise, that he advertise for the same in man- 
ner directed by the resolution of twenty-eighth 
February, one thousand eight hundred and five. 
And that he be moreover directed to advertise and 
contract with the lowest bidder for the supply of 
fuel for the next session. 


APPOINTMENT OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. Stoan.—Mr. Speaker, I rise to offer two 
resolutions which, if adopted, will remove some 
existing difficulties, and greatly expedite business. 

Introductory to offering these resolutions, I ask 
the indulgence and attention of this House to a 
brief recital of some facts, to prove the necessity 
of adopting them. If, in stating these facts, any 
member, or other person, should conceive that I 
speak too plain a language, or discover too much 
warmth, I beg them to consider the magnitude 
of the subject—that itis tocounteractadeadly blow 
aimed aithevitals of our Government, under which 
we have enjoyed near thirty years liberty and inde- 
pendence, and prospered in a manner unparalleled 
in history ; and that upon a just and true state- 
ment of facts being laid before this House, and 
the public, and passing a just sentence thereupon, 
depends the continuation of that happiness, peace, 
and prosperity, we have hitherto enjoyed. 1 also 
ask the attention of the citizens in the galleries, 
in which I include both the Yazoo speculators, 
and other dishonest citizens (if any there be) in 
the green gallery, and the honest citizens in the 
upper or white gallery—in. doing which I thus 
publicly declare, that I disclaim, I detest, and I 
abhor all such invidious distinctions as were lately 


applied, by a member from Virginia, to the citi-. 


zens in the galleries; and which he has so fre- 
quently applied to members, within these walls, 
during the present session, as evidently tending to 
destroy the peace and happiness of the citizens of 
these United States. 

Shall mortal man, shall inexperienced youth, 
urged cn by a vindictive spirit, and the most im- 
petuous and ungovernable passions that ever 
-were permitted to rage to sucha height, in any 
Legislative body, composed of freemen, standing 


on an even floor, inany civilized country—invade 
the judgment seat of the Most High, and under- 
take to judge the secrets of the hearts, of not only 
the members of both branches of the Legislature 
of the United States, but also of the citizens in the 
galleries? Shall any member of this House be 
permitted to declare that Yazoo principlés govern- 
ed the high court of impeachment, in their deci- 
sion on the trial of Judge Chase; and also the de- 
cisions of this House during the present session ? 
Shall that member’s multifarious declamations, 
and groundless accusations, against the first offi- 
cers of the United States, and a large majority of 
their representatives, (after being so mutilated as 
scarcely to resemble the original,) go forth without 
any investigation or contradiction, to deceive the 
innocent, and unsuspecting,—to hold up that mem- 
ber as the invincible champion of liberty, and that 
his opposition to the present Administration flows 
from the same pure motives that his opposition 
to the former Administration did? They shall 
not. a 


I conceive it to be the duty of the representative 


of the people, to give them a just and impartial 
account of the conduct of their public servants, in 
their Executive and Legislative capacities; under 
this impression, I am perfectly in unison with that 
member, in his anxious desire for publicity, so far 
as it can be done without invading the rights of 
the Executive, or the other branch of the Legis- 
lature, and so far as it can be done without com- 
mitting the interest, safety, and peace, of the Uni- 
ted States. 


He shall be gratified—he shall have publicity— 


his portrait shall be drawn to the life, accompa- 


nied with explanatory labels, and sent to every 
part of the Union, that the people may not only 
know the substance of his declamatory accusa- 
tions, but be presented with a view of his atti- 
tude, and that unparalleled arrogance with which 
they were imposed upon the members of this 
House, by which they will be enabled to judge 
whether he has been, and still remains, the cham- 
pion of liberty and honesty; or, whether he is a 

isappointed vindictive declaimer and unjust ac- 
cuser of our Executive and members of Congress 
who believe it their duty to support them! 

We are told in a good old book, (which that 
member frequently quotes, but how far his life 
and conversation is consonant with its excellent 
precepts, I leave for others to determine,) that the 
tree is known by its fruit. I trust I shall not be 
contradicted when I say that this criterion is the 
best that ever has or ever can be given whereby 
finite beings can judge with propriety the conduct 
of their fellow mortals. A sample of his fruits 
shall be handed to the public, that they may see 
and taste, and thereby be enabled to judge for 
themselves whether they are good and whole- 
some—yea or nay. i 

Mr. Speaker, the people are alarmed, they are 
astonished, to hear that a member of Congress, 
who, in 1803, was not barely a supporter of the 
present Administration, but one of its warmest 
advoeates, in the year 1806 declare in the House 
of Representatives, that the conduct of that same 


` 
p 
i 
j 
i 
l 


oad 


1109 
Apri, 1806. 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


Appointment of Committees. 


1110 
H. OF R. 


Administration evinces either gross ignorance or 
evil design, and that a principal part of the ingre- 
dients of which his multiform harangues are 
composed are a compound of insinuations, inuen- 
does, and positive invectives, against some mem- 
bers of the Executive and their supporters. Hence, 
a most important question arises: Are those high 
officers (alluding to the President and Secretary 
of State) in our Executive department changed ; 
or, is the member from Virginia? It is of the 
highest importance to these United States that 
this question should be justly and speedily de- 
cided ; for that purpose, let me ask what proof 
has he brought to substantiate his charges against 
the Administration? He has been called upon in 
this House to bring forward an impeachment; 
this he has declared he will not do; but still 
continues his declamatory accusations, and pro- 
duces no kind of testimony to support his charges; 
he stands alone a public accuser and witness. 
Will the people of the United States, the tribunal 
to whom he appeals, pass sentence of condemna- 
tion upon the two first officers: of the Govern- 
ment, and upon a great majority of their repre- 
sentatives, who, having the same opportunity of 
knowing the conduct of those officers, and from 
a conviction that they have faithfully discharged 
their duty, still continue their full confidence and 
support? I trust they will not. 

r. Speaker, as the people of the United States 
is the tribunal to whom the member from Vir- 
pinia has appealed, and to whom he has presented 

is multiform harangues and declamatory accu- 
sations, (I will not call them speeches; I think 
them as unworthy of that title as he can possibly 
think his fellow representative of the same State 
of being styled his colleague;) I conceive it ne- 
cessary through the same medium (that is to say 
by a member of Congress in the House of Rep- 
yesentatives) to present at least a brief statement 
of the defence of the accused and the conduct of 
the accuser. In doing this, I shall not pursue his 
course by invading the judgment seat of Him 
who only knoweth the secret imaginations of all 
hearts, and boldly assert what were his motives; 
but as he has adduced no proof but his own as- 
sertions, common report, and hearsay testimony 
from those few that he yet styles his very worthy 
friends, I trust I am correct in adducing the same 
kind, to enable the public to judge for themselves 
what are his motives, which I will now proceed to 
do, with the addition of some incontrovertible 
facts, which I am persuaded will carry conviction 
to every impartial mind. 

Report says that the member from Virginia con- 
templated a voyage to the south of France, or 
England, for his health. Did he wish to have 
been appointed Minister to one of those Courts, 
that he might have had a chance of increasing 
his property as well as his health? or, is he so 
enamored with the spark that has emanated from 
the British Court, and now glitters in this city, 
that he is anxious to behold with what effulgence 
the source from which it proceeded glows? Is it 
from this source that he has received information 
that Great Britain stands now precisely in the 


same situation that republican France did in 1793, 
that she is fighting the battles of liberty, that her 
fleets are our only protection from Gallie tyranny, 
and that she has a ship of war for every square 
league of the ocean; but that, if we offend her 
Minister, he will not barely withdraw bis former 
most gracious protection, but wreak his vengeance 
upon us by capturing all our vessels, burning all 
our seaport towns, and driving us from the sea- 
coasts over the mountains? Is it from that source 
that he has received information that the conduct 
of our Executive evinces either gross ignorance, 
or evil design, which has induced him to with- 
draw his confidence from them forever, and that 
he is the only true patriot, the only honest, inflexi- 
ble member of Congress that remains uncontami- 
nated? or, to use his own metaphor, that is not 
yet melted down by the powerful sunbeams of 
Executive favors? 

While contemplating the invincible power of 
the British navy, has he also been enamored with 
the insolent tyranny of the commanders of her 
armed vessels, and has that induced him to pour 
forth torrents of abuse upon those members of 
Congress, who will not,in all cases, agree to see 
with his eyes, to hear with his ears, and to under- 
stand with his heart ? 

Has he been so enamored with the conduct of the 
once patriotic statesman, but afterward apostate 
Burke, as to induce him to make a puerile attempt 
to exhibit, on the floor of this House, his impress- 
iveand energetic mode of delivery, by exerting 
his weak nerves and feeble arms, to cause the 
pens, the papers, the books, and the hats, to fly in 
every direction, insomuch that, if they had been 
musket balls instead of those light materials, the 
American patriot would soon have been left to 
exhibit the remainder of his superlative eloquence 
within empty walls? 

Upon this subject an all-important question 
arises, in which the interest, the peace, and the 
happiness of these United States are deeply in- 
volved. Can you, my brethren, members of this 
House, who have been witnesses of those scenes, 
represent to your constituents the actor as an in- 
flexible patriot, of a sound mind, influenced by 
pure motives, and views, solely directed to the pro- 
motion of the interest, peace, and happiness of the 
Union; or, as a petted, vindictive school-boy, in 
the absence of his master; or as a maniac in his 
straight-jacket, accidentally broke out of his cell? 
Can you, after being charged by that member 
with refusing to take a question on Saturday, in 
order that you might serve the Lord on Sunday, 
by holding a caucus, and thereby be corrupted— 
nay, further, that you have been swindled out of 
your opinion in half an hour by a few individu- 
als round the fires, and after his charging you with 
having your eyes fixed on the half-way house, be- 
tween the Capitol and Georgetown, aud your 
views directed toward our next Presidential elec- 
tion, instead of the great business of the nation; 
and that you would attend to nothing but writing 
circulars and newspaper accounts; that is to say, 
you were not disposed to fix your whole attention 
upon him—to implicitly obey his mandates, or: 
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tacitly acknowledge him as sole dictator—can you, | rassing the Executive, whereby considerable loss 


I say, subscribe to the truth of those assertions ? 
Are you prepared to acknowledge that youth 
the political saviour of his country, and to 
sanction his language and behaviour on the 
floor of this House, when you heard him ex- 
claim on this wise: Away with him, away with 
him, clap on the crown of thorns, (clapping his 
hand on the top of his head,) crucify him, crucify 
him, (whirling his feeble arm round his head,) 
thereby placing yourselves in a similar situation 
to the hard-hearted Jews ? 

Are you prepared to permit that member to in- 
vade the Speaker’s chair; to behold him shutting 
his fist, and pointing directly to another member, 
in an imperious tone of voice, not only order him 
to. sit down, but to go down the back stairs—de- 
claring that was the place forhim? And, finally, 
have you heard him, with approbation, charge an 
aged member of this House, (Mr. Finpuey,) with 
mumbling out his words in such manner that 
none could understand him; and call him an old 
toothless driveller, superannuated, and in his sec- 
ond dotage; more especially when you recollect 
that, but a short time past, he styled that member 
his venerable friend, his political father, and ac- 
knowledged it an honor to act with him ? 

I trust you are not ; you are not yet prepared to 
see order and decorum trampled on by an indi- 
vidual; nor common decency, and that respect 
for age, so strongly enjoined by the laws of God 
and man, and even by the savages of the wilder- 
ness, banished from these walls. Idoubt not your 
beholding the foregoing. scenes, as I have done, 
with detestation and abhorrence, and will repre- 
sent them in that point of view, to your constitu- 
ents, when you return home! 

I will not detain the House with. a detailed ac- 
count of that member’s patriotic and paternal 
care over his horn-book scholars, which, immedi- 
ately on hearing that the House had taken up the 
British business, raised him from a sick bed, wing- 
ed his speed to the Capitol, and overcame the 
weakness of his feeble frame in so admirable a 
manner as to enable him to occupy the floor al- 
most the whole of the two first days’ debate, dis- 
playing a degree of zeal unparalleled by any other 
American patriot, to guard our weak minds from 
being deceived by the tools of that Administration, 
which his penetrating genius alone had discov- 
ered, was governed either by gross ignorance or 
evil design. T'o do this would be to write a volume. 
The foregoing brief recital of a few of the most 
prominent features of that member’s general con- 
duct during the present session, will, I conceive, 
be sufficient to enable the citizens of the United 
States to decide, with propriety, the all-important 
question, is the Executive or the member from 
Virginia changed? Arehis charges against the 
Executive founded in fact, or is he a disappointed 
declaimer, and his accusations unfounded ? 

I will now proceed to state the facts which I 
premised, by which the citizens of the United 
States will be presented with indubitable proof, 
that, in two very important cases, he has been the 
principal if not the sole cause of greatly embar- 


has been sustained, and probably much more will 
be, and the inferior officers and their clerks mate- 
rially injured by being unjustly kept out of their 
salaries for a considerable time after they became 
due. ind 

ist. It appears by the secret Journal, lately pub- 
lished, that a Message of the President of the 6th 
of. December last, was committed to a committee 
of seven, of whom the member from Virginia 
was chairman; that, notwithstanding the critical 
situation of the belligerent Powers of Europe, 
which rendered it essentially necessary that Con- 
gress should act immediately upon the important 
subjects contained in the Message, which did not 
admit of a moment’s delay; yet, notwithstanding 
the urgency of the occasion and magnitude of 
the object, no report was made by that committee 
until the third of January, a space of four weeks, 
For the truth of this assertion, I appeal to the 
members of this House; and also for the great 
delay and embarrassment, a bill predicated on the 
aforesaid Message met with in its passage, princi- 
pally from the chairman of that committee, who, 
Tam fully persuaded, occupied the floor at least 
nine-tenths of the whole time of the debate on 
said bill; by which means its passage was delayed 
in the House of Representatives until the 16th of 
January ; whereas, on the ilth of February, 1803, 
a report of a committee for appropriating two 
million of dollars for a similar purpose was made 
anda bill predicated thereon passed the House o 
Representatives on the 15th of the same month; 
that member was then a zealous advocate of the 
measure. It needs no comment. 

2d. The second case I shall adduce, is his delay 
in bringing forward the appropriation bills for 
the support of Government, Army, and Navy, of 
the United States; the appropriation for the War 
Department, passed in 1804, on the 10th of Feb- 
ruary ; and, in 1805, on the 14th, and for the Navy 
in 1804, on the 31st of January; and, in 1805, on 
the 25th of the same month; 1806, two months, 
or more, later. 

Notwithstanding which, that member has as- 
serted on this floor that it is too late for the bill 
appropriating two millions of dollars for the pur- 
chase of the Floridas to have the desired effect ; 
that the battle of Austerlitz will prevent a favor- 
able issue of our negotiation with Spain ; or, to 
use his own language, with France; and has also 
charged the Executive with being unable to send 
off the sloop Hornet with despatches, for want of 
money ; that they have been obliged to discount 
notes at a very great loss; that, in so doing, they 
have acted worse than the former Administration, 
who resorted to eight per cent. loans. Here, let 
me ask, if ever, before this session, there was such 
an insult offered to the House of Representatives, 
and to the Executive of the United States, as 
for an individual member, whose business,’ as 
chairman of the Committee of Waysand Means, 
it was, to bring forward and attend. to filling up 
the blanks in all appropriation bills—after having 


neglected or refused to do his duty in the proper 


and usual time—rise from his seat, near two 
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months after, and, with a contemptuous smile, in- 
form the House that All-fools’ day was at hand, 
when, if we did not pass the bill for the support 
of Government, we should look like fools indeed ? 
Thus adding insult to injury, by charging his 
own mal-conduct to the account of injured inno- 
cence. 

3d. I shall now proceed to the third and last 
charge which I shall at this time adduce, which 
has been exhibited by that member against our 
Executive for applying to draw money from the 
Treasury for the purchase of the Floridas, previ- 
ous to an appropriation made by law for that pur- 
pose; which is refuted by that very respectable of- 
ficer, the Secretary of the Treasury, to whose 
testimony that member, after publicly declaring 
that he was inferior to none—notwithstanding 
which he had been scouted from the Cabinet—is 
bound to give full faith and credit. It is in a let- 
ter addressed to the honorable Speaker of the 
House of Representatives, bearing date April 15, 
1806, in the following words: 

“Sin: In answer to the request contained in the 
resolution of the House of Representatives, of the 8th 
instant, I have the honor respectfully to state, that no 
application has been made to draw money from the 
Treasury, for the purchase of the Floridas, before an 
appropriation made by law for that purpose.” 


Mr. Speaker, I trust I shall not be contradicted, 
when I assert, that it isa sound principle, both in 
law and equity, that proving one part of the tes- 
timony of a witness false, greatly invalidates, if 
not wholly destroys all credibility of the other 
parts, This, to use that member’s favorite phrase- 
ology, “being indisputably done ;” the other insin- 
uations, inuendoes, and direct charges of malcon- 
duct against the Executive, and a majority of the 
members of Congress, consequently falir into that 
contempt which all groundless accusations against 
the innocent justly merit. 

I shall at this time present to view but one 
more of those extraordinary productions which 
have so frequently and so greatly retarded the 
necessary business of the House of Representa- 
tives during the present session. 

It will be remembered that in one of the rhap- 
sodiés of the member from Virginia, after inform- 
ing the House that he had reada pamphlet, called 
“War in Disguise,” supposed to be written by some 
of the British Ministry, or their hirelings, in sup- 
port of their unjust and tyrannical conduct to 
wards neutral nations, he took up a pamphlet, 
called “An Examination of the British Doctrine, 
which subjects to capture a Neutral Trade, not 
open in time of Peace,” and with as much ap- 
parent violence as he could possibly have exerted 
to prevent an assassin from taking his life, threw 
those hated pages upon the floor of the House, to 
be trodden under foot by men, declaring, that of 
this pamphlet, which contains 204 pages, his ab- 
horrence of its contents permitted him to read but 
11. This needs no further comment than barely 
to observe, that the pamphlet which he had pe- 
rused, and of which he expressed his approbation, 
was written to support injustice and tyranny ; and 


the other, which so highly excited his indignation, 
to show the baseness of such doctrines, and to 
support justice, equal liberty, and the inherent 
rights of man; which will cause the author of 
that pamphlet, and his supporters, to shine as 
stars of the first magnitude, when the admirers 
and supporters of British Ministers and their hire- 
lings RAT be consigned to eternal contempt! 
Mr. Speaker, after hearing so many insinua- 
tions, inuendoes, and direct accusations, thrown 
out against our Executive, and à majority of the 
members of Congress, which, if be ieved, must 
alienate the affections and finally destroy the con- 
fidence of the people of the United States, I con- 
ceive it a duty enjoined on me by my present 
station to lay before this House the foregoing 
brief statement of facts, in order that they may be 
published for the perusal of the public, and to op- 
pose my opinion to that of the member from Vir- 
ginia. My opinion most decidedly and unequivo- 
cally is, that all the declamations and accusations 
we have heard from him against any branch of 
our Executive, so far as it goes to impeach their 
knowledge, prudence, or integrity, is entirely 
groundless and contrariwise; that, as far as has 
come to my knowledge, our Exécutive in all its 
departments has discharged its duties in such 
manner as to merit the approbation and entire 
confidence of the people of these United States. 
To their good senseand impartial judgment I leave 
to determine whether the conduct of the Execu- 
tive, and a majority of the House of Representa- 
tives, has fixed on them a stain of so deep a die 
that all the waters of the Potomac can never 
wash it off; or whether the groundless accusation 
of that member has not indelibly stamped him, not 
barely with a stain, buta: deep sable hue, which all 
the waters of the Mississippi, that great parent of 
floods, even if connected with the most powerful 
fuller’s soap, can ever cleanse or change to its na- 


itive color; and, finally, whether a member of 


Congress who has, to the utmost of his power, 
fixed in battle array the citizens of the South 
against those of the North, and the West against 
the East, or those members who uniformly en- 
deavored to promote love and harmony among 
all classes of citizens, as children of one family, 
are the real friends of the interest, liberty, peace, 
and happiness of these United States. 

I shall conclude with offering, if seconded, two 
resolutions, which I do with a desire to have them 
placed on the Journal, intending to call them up 
the first day of the next session. I offer these 
resolutions for the purpose hereafter of keeping 
the business of the House of Representatives 
within its own power, and to prevent in future 
the most important business of the nation from 
being retarded by a Chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means, or any other committee, 
from going to Baltimore or elsewhere, without 
leave of absence, and staying six days or more, 
either for his pleasure or his interest; to prevent 
the members of this House from being hereafter 
insulted by chairmen, or other members of the 
committees, for calling business out of their hands, 
after having kept it either from negligence or 
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itself into a Committee of the Whole on the bill 
sent from the Senate, entitled “An act to explain 
the fifth section of an act, entitled ‘An act to di- 
vide the Indiana Territory into two separate Gov- 
ernments,” was postponed indefinitely. 

The order of the day for the House to resolve 
itself into a Committee of the Whole on the bill 
sent from the Senate, entitled “An act in addition 
to the act establishing a Mint, and regulating the 
coins of the United States,” was postponed in- 
definitely. 

The order of the day for the House to resolve 
itself into a Committee of the Whole on the bill 
for the relief of the Governor, Judges, and Secre- 
tary, of the Indiana Territory, was postponed in- 
definitely. 

On a-motion made and seconded, that the fur- 
ther consideration of the report of the committee 
appointed, on the twenty-first ultimo,.to inquire 
into the conduct of Gideon Granger, Postmaster 
General of the United States, be postponed in- 
definitely : it was resolved in the affirmative. 

Mr. Barty, from the committee appointed on 
the part of this House, jointly, with the commit- 
tee appointed on the part of the Senate, to wait 
on the President of the United States, and notify 
him of the proposed recess of Congress, reported 
that the committee had performed that service ; 
and that the President signified to them he had 
no farther communication to make during the 
present session. 

A message from the Senate informed the House 
that the Senate, having finished the legislative 
business before them, are now ready to adjourn. 

Ordered, That a message be sent to the Sen- 
ate to inform them that this House, having com- 
pleted the business before them, are now about to 
adjourn until the first Monday in December next 5 
and that the Clerk of this House do go with the 
said message. 

The Clerk accordingly went with the said mes- 
sage; and, beingreturned, Mr. Speaxer adjourned 
the House until the first Monday in December 
next. 


evil design more weeks than they ought to have 
dune days. To prevent in future the Chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means from keep- 


ing for months the estimates for the appropriations 
necessary for the ensuing year in his pocket, or 
locked up in his desk, whereby the different ap- 
propriation bills may be kept back (as they have 
been this session) to the great injury of the na- 
tion, as well as individuals; and, finally, to pre- 
veni hereafter bills of importance being brought 
forward, and forced through the House, near the 
close of a session, when many members are gone 
home, and the minds of those who remain are 
necessarily turned homeward to their domestic 
concerns, and when there is not time for that full 
investigation and cool deliberation necessary to 
decide with propriety on important subjects, by 
which means laws may be passed injurious to 
the interests of the United States and derogatory 
to the character of the House of Representatives. 

I trust every member of this House, after ex- 
periencing the embarrassments of the present ses- 
sion, will be impressed with the necessity of pre- 
venting them in future; for that purpose I offer 
these resolutions. 

Mr. SLoan then submitted the following reso- 
lutions: 

Resolved, That hereafter all standing committees of 
the House of Representatives shall be appointed by 
ballot, and shall choose their own chairman. 

Resolved, That all committees of the House of Rep- 
resentatives be called upon by the Speaker every Mon- 
day to report, unless dispensed with by the unanimous 
consent of the House. 

oe That the said motion do lie on the 
table. 


ADJOURNMENT. 


The order of the day for the House to resolve 
itself into a Committee of the Whole on the bill 
sent from the Senate, entitled “An act for the re- 
lief of Seth Harding, late a Captain in the Navy 
of the United States,” was postponed indefinitely. 

The order of the day for the House to resolve 
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OF SUCH PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST SESSION OF THE NINTH CONGRESS, AS, DURING THE TIME THEY WERE 
DEPENDING, WERE ORDERED TO BE KEPT SECRET, AND RESPECTING WHICH THE INJUNCTION 
OF SECRECY WAS AFTERWARDS TAKEN OFF BY ORDER OF THE HOUSE. 


Fripay, December 6, 1805. 


‘The Speaker laid before the House a letter 
and communication from the PRESIDENT OF THE 
Unirep States, which were read. 

Ordered, That the said letter and communica- 
tion, together with the documents accompanying 
the same, be referred to Mr. Joun RANDOLPH, 
Mr. Nicuoxson, Mr. Joun C. Smita, Mr. Mum- 
FORD, Mr. Wit.iams of South Carolina, Mr. Bro- 
WELL, and Mr. Brown. 


Fripay, January 3, 1806. 


Mr. Jonn Ranvowrn, from the committee to 
whom was referred the Message and communica- 
tion of the President of the United States, of the 
sixth of December last, together with the docu- 
ments accompanying the same, made a report 
thereupon, as follows: 


Report of the committee to whom were referred the 
Message of the President of the United States, of 
the sixth December, 1805. 


The committee have beheld, with just indignation, 
the hostile spirit manifested by the Court of Madrid 
towards the Government of the United States, in with- 
holding the ratification of its convention with us, al- 
though signed by its own Minister, under the eye of 
his Sovereign, unless with alterations of its terms af- 
fecting claims of the United States, which, by the 
express condition of the instrument itself, were reserv- 
ed for future discussion: in piratical depredations upon 
our fair commerce; in obstructing the navigation of 
the Mobile ; in refusing to come to any fair and ami- 
cable adjustment of the boundaries of Louisiana; and 
in a daring violation, by persons acting under the au- 
thority of Spain, and, no doubt, apprized of her senti- 
ments and views, of our undisputed limits, which she 
had solemnly recognised by treaty. 

To a Government having interests distinct from those 
of its people, and disregarding their welfare, here is 
ample cause for a formal declaration of war on the part 
of the United States, and such, did they obey the im- 
pulse of their feelings alone, is the course which the 
committee would not hesitate to recommend ; but, to a 
Government identified with its citizens, too far removed 
from the powerful nations of the earth for its safety to 
be endangered by their hostility, peace must always be 
desirable, so long as it is compatible with the honor 
and interest of the community. 

Whilst the United States continue burdened with a 
debt which annually absorbs two-thirds of their reve- 
nue, and duties upon imports constitute the only re- 
source from which that revenue can be raised, without 
resorting to systems of taxation not more ruinous and 
oppressive than they are uncertain and precarious, the 


best interests of the Union cry aloud for peace. When 
that debt shall have been discharged, and the resources 
of the nation thereby liberated, then may we rationally 
expect to raise, even in time of war, the supplies which 
our frugal institutions require, without recurring to the 
hateful and destructive expedient of loans; then, and 
not till then, may we bid defiance to the world. The 
present moment is peculiarly auspicious for this great 
and desirable work. Now, if ever, the national debt is 
to be paid by.such financial arrangements as will ac- 
celerate its extinction, by reaping the rich harvest of 
neutrality, and thus providing for that diminution of 
reyenue which experience teaches us to expect on the 
general pacification of Europe. And the committee 
indulge a hope that, in the changed aspect of affairs in 
that quarter, Spain will find motives for a just fulfil- 
ment of her stipulations with us, and an amicable set- 
tlement of limits, upon terms not more beneficial to 
the United States than advantageous to herself ; secu- 
ring to her an ample barrier on the side of Mexico, 
and to us, the countries watered by the Mississippi, and. 
to the eastward of it. But, whilst the committee per- 
ceive, in the general uproar of Europe, a state of things 
peculiarly favorable to the peaceable pursuit of our 
best interests, they are neither insensible to the indig- 
nity which has been offered on the part of Spain, nor 
unwilling to repel similar outrage. On the subject of 
self-defence, when the territory of the United States is 
insulted, there can be but one opinion, whatever differ- 
ences may exist on the question, whether that protec- 
tion which a vessel finds in our harbors shall be ex- 
tended to her, by the nation, in the Indian or Chinese 
seas? Under this impression, the committee submit the 
following resolution : 

` “ Resolved, That such number of troops (not exceed- 
ing ) as the President of the United States shall 
deem sufficient to protect the southern frontiers of the 
United States from Spanish inroad and insult, and to 
chastise the same, be immediately raised.” 


The said report was read, and ordered to be re- 
ferred to the consideration of a Committee of the 
whole House on Monday next. 

On a motion made and seconded that the House 
do come to to the following resolutions: 

Resolved, That $ be appropriated by law for 
the. purpose of defraying any extraordinary expenses’ 
which may be incurred in the intercourse between the 
United States and foreign nations, to be paid out of 
any moneys in the Treasury, not otherwise appropri- 
ated, and to be applied under the direction of the Pres- 
ident of the United States, who shall have authority, 
if necessary, to borrow the said sum, or any part there- 
of, in behalf of the United States, at a rate of interest 
not exceeding six per centum per annum, and shall 
cause an account of the expenditure thereof to be laid 
before Congress as soon as may be. 
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Resolved, That the additional duty of two and a half 
per centum ad valorem, imposed by an act, entitled 
“An act further to protect the commerce and seamen 
of the United States against the Barbary Powers,” be 
continued for years. 

Ordered, That the said resolutions be commit- 
ted to the Committee of the whole House to 
whom is committed the before mentioned report 
of the committee on the Message and communi- 
cation of the President of the United States, of 
the sixth of December last. 


Monpay, January 6. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole on the report of the committee to 
whom were referred the Message and communi- 
cation from the President of the United States, 
of the sixth of December last, and the documents 
accompanying the same, as also the resolutions re- 
ferred to the said Committee of the whole House 
on Friday last; and, after some time spent there- 
in, the Committee rose, reported progress, and had 
leave to sit again. ` 


Tussnay, January 7. 


On a motion made and seconded that the House 
do come to the following resolution : 

Resolved, That any arrangement of limits between 
the United States and Spain, which shall secure to her 
an ample barrier on the side of Mexico, and to the Uni- 
ted States the countries watered by the Mississippi, and 
to the eastward of it, will méet the approbation and 
support of this House ; 

Ordered, That the said resolution be commit- 
ted to the Committee of the whole House to 
whom is referred the report of the committee on 
the Message and communication from the Presi- 
dent of the United States, of the sixth of Decem- 
ber last, and the documents accompanying the 
samé, as also two resolutions referred to the same 
Committee of the whole House on Friday last. 

The House then. again resolved itself into a 
Committee of the Whole on the said report and 
resolutions, and after some time spent therein, the 
Committee rose, reported progress, and had leave 
to sit again. ; 


Weopnespay, January 8. 

The House again resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the report of the commit- 
tee to whom were referred a. Message and com- 
munication from the President of the United 
States, of the sixth of December last, and the 
documents accompanying the same; as, also, 
on two resolutions referred to the same Commit- 
tee of the Whole on Friday last, and one other 
resolution referred to the same Committee of the 
Whole on Tuesday last; and, after some time 
spent therein, the Committee rose, and reported 
progress, and had leave to sit again. 


Tuurspay, January. 9. 


The House again resolved itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the report of a commit- 


tee to whom were referred a Message and com- 
munication from the President of the United 
States, of the sixth of December last, and the doc- 
uments accompanying the same; as, also, on two 
resolutions referred to the same Committee of the 
Whole on Friday last, and one other resolution, 
referred to the same Committee of the Whole on 
Tuesday last; and, after some time spent therein, 
the Committee rose, reported progress, and had 
leave to sit again. 


Fripay, January 10. 


The House again resolved itself-into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the report of the commit- 
tee to whom were referred a Message and coms 
munication from the President of the United 
States, of the sixth of December last, and the doc- 
uments accompanying the same; as, also, on two. 
resolutions referred to the same Committee of the 
Whole on Friday last, and on one other resolution 
referred to the same Committee of the Whole on 
Tuesday last; and, after some time spent therein, 
the Committee rose, and reported to the House 
their disagreement to the resolution contained in 
the report of the committee aforesaid; also, their 
agreement to the first of the two resolutions rev. 
ferred to them on Friday last, with sundry amend- 
ments; and, further, that the said Committee of the 
Whole not having time to go through the whole 
of the business referred to them, ask for leave to 
sit again. oe 

On the question that the Committee of the 
Whole have leave to sit again, it passed in the 
negative. 

Ordered, That the report of the Committee of ` 
the Whole do lie on the table. 


Saturpay, January 11. 


The House proceeded to consider the report of 
the Committee of the Whole, made yesterday, on 
the report of the committee to whom was referred: 
the Message and communication from the Presi-~ — 
dent of the United States, of the sixth of Decem=. » 
ber last, and sundry resolutions of the third and © 
seventh instants. Whereupon, the resolution con- 
tained in the reportof the committee on the Presi-: 
dent’s Message, aforesaid, being read, in the words 
following, to wit: 

“ Resolved, That such number of troops, not excéed- 
ing , as the President of the United States shall 
deem sufficient to protect the Southern frontiers of the 
United States from Spanish inroad and insult, and to 
chastise the same, be immediately raised.” : 


The question was taken, that the House do 
agree with the Committee of the Whole in their 
disagreement to the same, and resolved in the 
affirmative—yeas 72, nays 58,as follows: = = 

Yeas—Willis Alston, jun, Isaac Anderson, 
David Bard, Joseph Barker, George M. Bedinger, 
Barnabas Bidwell, Phanuel Bishop, John Blake, 
jun., Thomas Blount, Robert Brown, John Boyle, 
William Butler, George W. Campbell, Levi ‘Ca- 
sey, John Chandler, Matthew Clay, John Clopton, 
Frederick Conrad, Orchard Cook, Jacob Crown- 
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inshield, Richard Cutts, Ezra Darby, William 
Dickson, Elias Earle, James Elliot, Ebenezer El- 
mer, John W. Eppes, William Findley, James 
Fisk, Edwin Gray, Andrew Gregg, Isaiah L. 
Green, Silas Halsey, Jno. Hamilton, Jas. Holland, 
David Holmes, John G. Jackson, Thomas Kenan, 
- Nehemiah Knight, John. Lambert, Michael Leib, 
Robert Marion, Josiah Masters, David Meriwether, 
Nicholas R. Moore, Thomas:Moore, Jeremiah 
Morrow, John Morrow, Gideon Olin, John Pugh, 
Thomas M. Randolph, John Rea of. Pennsylva- 
nia, John: Rhea of Tennessee, Jacob Richards, 
John Russell, Martin G. Schuneman, Ebenezer 
Seaver, James Sloan, John Smilie, O’Brien Smith, 
Henry Southard, Richard Stanford, Joseph Stan- 
ton, David Thomas, Uri Tracy, Joseph B. Var- 
num, John Whitehill, Robert Whitehill, David 
R. Williams, Marmaduke Williams, Nathan Wil- 
liams, and Thomas Wynns. 

Nays—Jobn Archer, Burwell Bassett, Silas 
Betton, James M. Broom, Joseph Bryan, John 
Campbell, Martin Chittenden, John Claiborne, 
Christopher Clark, Joseph Clay, George Clinton, 
jun; Samuel W. Dana. John Davenport, jun., 
Peter Early, Caleb Ellis, William Ely, John Fow- 
ler, James M. Garnett, Charles .Goldsborough, 
Seth Hastings, David Hough, Walter Jones, Jas. 
Kelly; Joseph Lewis, jun., Henry W. Livingston, 
Matthew Lyon, Patrick Magruder, William Mce- 
Creery, Jonathan O. Mosely, Jeremiah Nelson, 
Roger Nelson, Thomas Newton, jun., Joseph H. 
Nicholson, Timothy. Pitkin, jun., Josiah Quincy, 
John Randolph, Peter Sailly, Thomas Sandford, 
John ©. Smith, John Smith, Samuel Smith, 
Thomas Spalding, William Stedman, Lewis B 
Sturges, Samuel Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, 
Samuel Tenney, Philip R. Thompson, Thomas 
W. Thompson, Abram Trigg, Philip Van Cort- 
landt, Killian K: Van Rensselaer, Daniel C. 


Werplanck, Peleg Wadsworth, Matthew Walton, | 


ST sae Wickes, Alexander Wilson, and Joseph 
‘Winston. 
"The House then proceeded to consider the 
amendments reported by the Committee of the 
‘Whole'to the first resolution ‘referred to them, on 
the-third instant, which resolution and amend- 
ments being read, as follows: ` 
Resolved,- That dollars be appropriated, by law, 
for ‘the purpose of defraying any extraordinary expenses 
which may be incurred in the intercourse between the 
United States and foreign nations, to be paid out of 
any moneys in the Treasury, not otherwise appropria- 
ted, and to be applied under the direction of the Presi- 


dent of the United States, who shall have authority to | 


borrow the said sum, or any part thereof, on behalf of 
the. United States,.at a rate of interest not exceeding 
six per centum per annum, and shall cause an account 
of the expenditure thereof to be laid before Congress, 
as soon as may be. 
AMENDMENTS. i S 

First: Prefix a preamble, in the words.following, to 

wit::“ Whereas, in the settlement of our differences 


with Spain, it may be to the interest of the United | 


“States to procure a cession of the Spanish territories 


eastward of ‘the river Mississippi, by purchase to en- 


able the President, in effecting such purchase, to secure 
to the United States the most advantageous terms.” 
9th Con.—36 


Second. Strike out the words, “any extraordinary 
expenses which may be incurred in the intercourse be- 
tween the United States and foreign nations,” and in- 


sert “ the expense which may be incurred in the pur- 


chase of the Spanish territories lying on the Atlantic 
ocean and Gulf of Mexico, and eastward of the Mis- 
sissippi.” Í : 

Third. After the words “per annum,” 
deemable at will.” f 

The first of ihe said amendments, to fix a pre- 
amble to the resolution, being again read, it was 
moved to amend the said preamble by preceding 
it with the following words: ke iets 


“ France having transferred to the United States the 
sovereignty of Louisiana, embracing extensive but un- 
defined countries, contiguous to the Spanish province 
of New Mexico, and Spain retaining the sovereignty of 
territories on the Atlantic ocean and Gulf of Mexico, 
detached from her other American possessions, but 
whose local position render them desirable to the Uni- 
ted States; and,” sa! wade! sey 

-And on the question thereupon, it was resolved 
in the affirmativeyeas’74, nays 57, as follows: 

- Yxas—tIsaac Anderson; John: Archer, David 
Bard, Burwell Bassett, George M, Bedinger, Silas 
Betton, James M. Broom, John Campbell, Levi 
Casey, Martin Chittenden, John Claiborne, Chris- 
topher Clark, Joseph ‘Clay, George Clinton, jun., 
John. Clopton, Samuel W. Dana, John: Daven- 
port, jun., Peter Early, Caleb Ellis, William Ely, 
John Fowler, James M. Garnett, Charles Golds- 
borough, Edwin Gray, Seth Hastings, David 
Holmes, David Hough, John G. Jackson, Walter 
Jones, James Kelly, Thomas Kenan, Michael 
Leib, Joseph Lewis, jun., Henry W. Livingston, 
Robert Marion, Josiah Masters, William McCree- 
ry, David Meriwether, Nicholas R: Moore, Thom- 
as Moore, John. Morrow, Jonathan O. Mosely, 
Jeremiah Nelson, Thomas Newton, jun., Joseph 
H. Nicholson, Timothy Pitkin, jun., Josiah Quin- 
ey, John Randolph, John Rea of Pennsylvania, 
Thomas Sammons, John C. Smith, John Smith, 
O’Brien Smith, Samuel Smith, Thomas. Spald- 
ing, Richard Stanford, William Stedman, Lewis 
B. Sturges, Samuel Taggart, Benjamin Tall- 
madge, Samuel Tenney, Philip R. Thompson. 
Thomas W. Thompson, Abram Trigg, Philip 
Van Cortlandt, Killian K. Van Rensselaer, Dan- 
iel: C; Verplanck, Peleg Wadsworth, ` Eliphalet 
Wickes, David R. Williams, Marmaduke Wil- 
liams, Alexander Wilson, Joseph Winston, and 
Thomas Wynns. ' 

Nays— Willis Alston, jun., Joseph Barker, Bar- 
nabas Bidwell, Phanuel Bishop, John Blake, jun., 
Thomas Blount, Robert Brown, John Boyle, Jo- 
seph Bryan, William Butler, George. W. Camp- 
bell, John: Chandler, Matthew Clay, Frederick 
Conrad, Orchard Cook, Jacob Crowninshield, 
Richard. Cutts, Ezra Darby, William Dickson, 
Elias Earle, James Elliot, Ebenezer Elmer, John 
W. Eppes, William Findley, James Fisk, An- 
drew Gregg. Isaiah L. Green, Silas Halsey, John 
Hamilton, James Holland, Nehemiah Knight, 
John Lambert, Matthew Lyon, Patrick Magru- 
der, Jeremiah Morrow, Roger Nelson; Gideon 
Olin, John Pugh, Thomas i. Randolph, John 


insert “re- 


1123 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


1124 


Supplementary Journal. 


Rhea of Tennessee, Jacob Richards, John Rus- 
sell, Peter Sailly, Thomas Sandford, Martin G. 
Schuneman, Ebenezer Seaver, James Sloan, John 
Smilie, Henry Southard, Joseph Stanton, David 
‘Thomas, Uri Tracy, Joseph B. Varnum, Mat- 
thew Walton, John Whitehill, Robert Whitehill, 
and Nathan Williams. 

And then the said preamble, as amended, being 
under consideration, it was, on motion, ordered to 
lie on the table. 


Monpay, January 13. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
report of the Committee of the Whole of Friday 
last: Whereupon, a motion was made, and the 
question being put, that the said report be recom- 
mitted to the Committee of the Whole, it passed 
in the negative. 

And then the second amendment, reported by 
the said committee, to the first resolution referred 
to them, being again read as follows: 

Strike out the words “ any extraordinary expenses 
which may be incurred in the intercourse between the 
United States and foreign nations,” and insert “ the 
expense which may be incurred in the purchase of the 
Spanish Territories lying on the Atlantic ocean and 
Gulf of Mexico, and eastward of the Mississippi :” 


The question was taken that the House docon- 
cur with the Committee of the whole House in 
their agreement to the said amendment, and re- 
solved in the aflirmative—yeas 74, nays 58, as 
follows: 

Yras—Isaac Anderson, John Archer, David 


Bard, Burwell Bassett, George M. Bedinger, Silas, 


Betton, James M. Broom, John Campbell, Levi 
Casey, Martin Chittenden, John Claiborne, Chris- 
topher Clark, Joseph Clay, Matthew Clay, George 
Clinton, jr., John Clopton, Leonard Covington, 
Samuel W. Dana, John Davenport, jr., Caleb 
Ellis, William Ely, John Fowler, James M. Gar- 
nett, Charles Goldsborough, Edwin Gray, John 
Hamilton, Seth Hastings, David Holmes, David 
Hough, Walter Jones, James Kelly, Thomas Ke- 
nan, Michael Leib, Joseph Lewis, jr, Henry W. 
Livingston, Matthew Lyon, Robert Marion, Josiah 
Masters, William McCreery, David Meriwether, 
Nicholas R. Moore, Thomas Moore, John Morrow, 
Jonathan O. Mosely, Jeremiah Nelson, Thomas 
Newton, jr., Joseph H. Nicholson, Timothy Pit- 
kin, jr., Josiah Quincy, John Randolph, John Rea 
of Pennsylvania, Thomas Sammons, John Cotton 
Smith, John Smith, Samuel Smith, Thomas Spal- 
ding, Richard Stanford, William Stedman, Lewis 
B. Sturges, Samuel Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, 
Samuel Tenney, Philip R. Thompson, Thomas 
W. Thompson, Abram Trigg, Philip VanCort- 
landt, Killian K. Van Rensselaer, Daniel C. Ver- 
planck, Peleg Wadsworth, Eliphalet Wickes, 
David R. Williams, Marmaduke Williams, Alex- 
ander Wilson, and Joseph Winston. 

Nays— Willis Alston, jr., Joseph Barker, Bar- 
nabas Bidwell, Phanuel Bishop, Thomas Blount, 
Robert Brown, John Boyle, Joseph Bryan, William 
Butler, George W. Campbell, John Chandler, 
Frederick Conrad, Orchard Cook, Jacob Crownin- 


shield, Richard Cutts, Ezra Darby, William Dick- 
son, Elias Earle, Peter Early, James Elliot, Ebe- 
nezer Elmer, John W. Eppes, William Findley 
James Fisk, Andrew Gregg, Isaiah L. Green, Silas 
Halsey, William Helms, James Holland, John G. 
Jackson, Nehemiah Knight, John Lambert, Pat- 
rick Magruder, Jeremiah Morrow, Roger Nelson, 
Gideon Olin, John Pugh, Thomas M. Randolph, 
John Rhea of Tennessee, Jacob Richards John 
Russell, Peter Sailly, Thomas Sandford, Martin 
G. Schuneman, Ebenezer Seaver, James Sloan, 
John Smilie, O’Brien Smith, Henry Southard, 
Joseph Stanton, David Thomas, Uri Tracy, Jos, 
B. Varnum, Matthew Walton, John Whitehill, 
Robert Whitehill, Nathan Williams, and Thomas 
Wynns. 

The third and last amendment reported by the 
Committee of the whole House to the said first 
resolution, to insert after the words “per annum,” 
the words “ redeemable at will,” was, on the ques- 
tion put thereupon, agreed to by the House, 


3 


Turspay, January 14, 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
report of the Committee of the whole House on 
Friday last: Whereupon, the first resolution re- 
ported by the said Committee, as amended, being 
again read, a motion was made, and the question 
being put, further to amend the same, by striking 
out, in the first line thereof, the words, “for the 
purpose of” and inserting, in lieu thereof, the 
word “toward :” it was resolved in the affirmative 
—yeas 62, nays 44, as follows: 

Yeras— Willis Alston, jr.,lsaac Anderson, David 
Bard, George M. Bedinger, Barnabas Bidwell, 
Phanuel Bishop, John Blake, jr, Thomas Blount, 
Robert Brown, Joseph Bryan, Wiliam Butler, 
George W. Campbell, Levi Casey, Joseph Clay, 
George Clinton, jr, Frederick Conrad, Jacob 
Crowninshield, Ezra Darby, Elias Earle, Peter 
Early, James Elliot, Ebenezer Elmer, William 
Findley, John Fowler, Andrew Gregg, Isaiah L. 
Green, Silas Halsey, James Holland. John G. 
Jackson, Nehemiah Knight, John Lambert, Mich- 
ael Leib, Patrick Magruder, Robert Marion, Nich- 
olas R. Moore, Jeremiah Morrow, Roger Nelson, 
Thomas Newton, jr., Gideon Olin, John Pugh, 
John Rhea of Tennessee, Jacob Richards, John 
Russell, Peter Sailly, Thomas Sandford, Martin 
G. Schuneman, James Sloan, John Smilie, O’Brien 
Smith, Henry Southard, Joseph Stanton, David 
Thomas, Uri Tracy, Abram Trigg, Joseph B. Var- 
num, Matthew Walton, John Whitehill, Robert 
Whitehill, Eliphalet Wickes, Nathan Williams, 
Joseph Winston, and Thomas Wynns. 

Nays—JamesM. Broom, John Campbell, Martin 
Chittenden, John Claiborne, Christopher Clark, 
John Clopton, Leonard Covington, Samuel W. 
Dana, John Davenport, jr., Caleb Ellis, James M. 
Garnett, Charles Goldsborough, Edwin Gray, 
David Holmes, David Hough, James Kelly, Jos. 
Lewis, jr., Henry W. Livingston, Josiah Masters, 
William McCreery, David Meriwether, Thomas 
Moore, Jonathan O. Mosely, Timothy Pitkin, jr, 
Josiah Quincy, John Randolph, John Rea of 
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Pennsylvania, Thomas Sammons, John Cotton 
Smith, John Smith, Samuel Smith, Thomas Spal- 
ding, William Stedman, Lewis B. Sturges, Ben- 
jamin Tallmadge, Samuel Tenney, Philip R. 
‘Thompson, Thomas W. Thompson, Philip Van 
Cortlandt, Killian K. Van Rensselaer, Daniel C. 
Verplanck, David R. Williams, Marmaduke Wil- 
liams, and Alexander Wilson. 

Another motion was made, and the question 
being put, further to amend the said resolution by 
adding to the end thereof the following proviso: 

“ Provided, That the sum stipulated to be paid 
shall not exceed ~—— dollars :” 

It passed in the negative—yeas, 57, nays 62, as 
follows: — 

Yeas—George M. Bedinger, Silas Betton, Jas. 
M. Broom, William Butler, John Campbell, Levi 
Casey, Martin Chittenden, John Claiborne, Chris- 
topher Clark, John Clopton, Leonard Covington, 
Samuel W. Dana, John Davenport, jr., Caleb 
Ellis, William Ely, James Fisk, James M. Gar- 
nett, Charles Goldsborough, Edwin Gray, Seth 
Hastings, David Holmes, David Hough, James 
Kelly, Thomas Kenan, Joseph Lewis, jr., Henry 
W.Livingston, Josiah Masters, William M’Creery, 
David Meriwether, Thomas Moore, Jonathan O. 
Mosely, Jeremiah Nelson, Timothy Pitkin, jr., 
Josiah Quincy, John Randolph, John Rea of 
Pennsylvania, Thomas Sammons, John Cotton 
Smith, John Smith, Samuel Smith, Thomas Spal- 
ding, Richard Stanford, William Stedman, Lewis 
B. Sturges, Samuel Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, 
Samuel Tenney, Philip R. Thompson, Thomas 
W. Thompson, Abram Trigg, Philip Van Cort- 
landt, Killian K. Van e a Daniel C. Ver- 
planck, Peleg Wadsworth, David R. Williams, 
Marmaduke Williams, and Alexander Wilson. 

Nays—Willis Alston, jr., Isaac Anderson, John 
Archer, David Bard, Barnabas Bidwell, Phanuel 
Bishop, John Blake, jr, Thomas. Blount, Robert 
Brown, Joseph Bryan, George W. Campbell, John 
Chandler, Joseph Clay, Frederick Conrad, Jacob 
Crowninshield, Ezra Darby, William Dickson, 
Elias Earle, Peter Early, James Elliot, Ebenezer 
Elmer, William Findley, John Fowler, Andrew 
Gregg, Isaiah L. Green, Silas Halsey, William 
Helms, James Holland, John G. Jackson, Nehemiah 
Knight, John Lambert, Michael Leib, Patrick 
Magruder, Robert Marion, Nicholas R. Moore, 
Jeremiah Morrow, Roger Nelson, Thomas New- 
ton, jr, Gideon Olin, John Pugh, John Rhea of 
Tennessee, Jacob Richards, John Russell, Peter 
Sailly, Thomas Sandford, Martin G. Schuneman, 
Ebenezer Seaver, James Sloan, John Smilie, 
O’Brien Smith, Henry Southard, Joseph Stanton, 
David Thomas, Uri Tracy, Joseph B. Varnum, 
Matthew Walton, John Whitehill, Robert White- 
hill, Eliphalet Wickes, Nathan Williams, Joseph 
‘Winston, and Thomas Wynns. 

And then the main question being put, that the 
House do agree to the first resolution, amended 
to read as follows: i i 

Resolved, That ——— dollars be appropriated, by 
law, towards defraying the expenses which may be in- 
curred in the purchase of the Spanish territories lying 
on the Atlantic ocean and Gulf of Mexico, and eastward 


of the Mississippi, to be paid out of any money in the 
Treasury, not otherwise appropriated, and to be applied 
under the direction of the President of the United States, 
who shall have authority, if necessary, to borrow the 
said sum, or any part thereof, in behalf of the United 
States, at a rate of interest not exceeding six per centum 
per annum, redeemable at will; and shall cause an ac- 
count thereof to be laid before Congress, as soon as 
may be: 

It was resolved in the affirmative—yeas 77, nays 
54, as tollows: 

Yeas—Willis Alston, jr., Isaac Anderson, John 
Archer, David Bard, Joseph Barker, Burwell Bas- 
sett, Gaorge M. Bedinger, Barnabas Bidwell, 
Phanuel Bishop, Thomas Blount, Robert Brown, 
Jobn Boyle, Joseph Bryan, George W. Campbell, 
John Chandler, Joseph Clay, George Clinton, jru 
John Clopton, Frederick Conrad, Orchard Cook, 
Leonard Covington, Jacob Crowninshield, Richard 
Cutts, Ezra Darby, William Dickson, Elias Earle, 
Peter Early, James Elliot, Ebenezer Elmer, John 
W. Eppes, William Findley, James Fisk, John 
Fowler, Andrew Gregg, Isaiah L. Green, Silas 
Halsey, John Hamilton, William Helms, James 
Holland, John G. Jackson, Walter Jones, Nehe- 
miah Knight, John Lambert, Michael Leib, Pat- 
rick Magruder, Robert Marion, Josiah Masters, 
Nicholas R. Moore, Jeremiah Morrow, Roger 
Nelson, Thomas Newton, jr., Joseph H. Nicholson, 
Gideon Olin, John Pugh, Thomas M. Randolph, 
John Rhea of Tennessee, Jacob Richards, John 
Russell, Peter Sailly, Thomas Sandford, Martin 
G. Schuneman, Ebenezer Seaver, James Sloan, 
John Smilie, O’Brien Smith, Henry Southard, 
Joseph Stanton, David Thomas, Uri Tracy, Jos. 
B. Varnum, Matthew Walton, John Whitehill, 
Robert Whitehill, Eliphalet Wickes, Nathan Wil- 
liams, Joseph Winston, and Thomas Wynns. 

Nays—Silas’ Betton, James M. Broom, Wil- 
liam Butler, John Campbell, Levi Casey, Martin 
Chittenden, John Claiborne, Christopher Clark, 
Matthew Clay, Samuel W. Dana, John Daven- 
port, jr, Caleb Ellis, William Ely, James M. Gar- 
nett, Charles Goldsborough, Edwin Gray, Seth 
Hastings, David Holmes, David Hough, James 
Kelly, Thomas Kenan, Joseph Lewis, jr, Henry 
W. Livingston, Matthew Lyon, William Mc- 
Creery, David Meriwether, Thomas Moore, Jona- 
than O. Mosely, Jeremiah Nelson, Timothy Pit- 
kin, junior, Josiah Quincy, John Randolph, John 
Rea of Pennsylvania, Thomas Sammons, John 
Cotton Smith, John Smith, Samuel Smith, Thos. 
Spalding, Richard Stanford, William Stedman, 
Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel Taggart, Benjamin 
Tallmadge, Samuel Tenney, Philip R. Thomp- 
son, Thomas W. Thompson, Abram Trigg, Philip 
Van Cortlandt, Killian K. Van Rensselaer, Daniel 
C. Verplanck, Peleg Wadsworth, D. R. Williams, 


| Marmaduke Williams, and Alexander Wilson. 


A motion was then made, and the question be- 
ing put, that the House do come to the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That an exchange of territory between. the 
United States and Spain is deemed, by this House, to 
be the most advantageous mode of settlement of exist- 
ing differences respecting limits between the United 


4127 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


1128 


Supplementary Journal. 


States and the Court of Madrid, and that any arrange- 
ment between the two Governments which shall secure 
to Spain an ample parrier on the side of Mexico, and 
to the United States the countries watered by the Mis- 
sissippi, and to the Eastward of it, will meet the ap- 
probation of this House : 

Jt was resolved in the affirmative—yeas 80, nays 
52, as follows: ; 

Veas—John Archer, David Bard, Burwell Bas- 
sett, George M. Bedinger, Thomas Blount, James 
M. Broom, John Boyle, Joseph Bryan, William 
Butlér, John Campbell, Levi Casey, Martin Chit- 
tenden, John Claiborne, Christophér Clark, Joseph 
Clay, Geor ge Clinton, jr., John Clopton, Leonard 
Covington, Peter Early, James Elliot, Caleb Ellis, 
William Ely, John W. Eppes, John Fowler, Jas. 
M. Garnett, Charles Goldsborough, Edwin Gray, 
Andrew Gregg, Silas Halsey, John Hamilton, Seth 
Hastings, David Holmes, David Hough, John G. 
Jackson, Walter Jones, James Kelly, Thomas Ke- 
nan, Michael Leib, Henry W. Livingston, Robert 
Marion, Josiah Masters, William McCreery, David 
Meriwether, Nicholas R. Moore, Thomas Moore, 
Jeremiah Morrow, Jeremiah Nelson, Thomas 
Newton, jr., Joseph H. Nicholson, Timothy Pit- 
kin, jr John Pugh, Josiah Quincy, John Ran- 
dolph, John Rea of Pennsylvania, Jacob Richards, 
Peter Sailly, Thomas Sammons, Thomas Sand- 
ford, John Smith, O’Brien Smith, Samuel Smith, 
Thomas Spalding, Richard Stanford, Lewis B. 
Sturges, Samuel Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, 
Samuel Tenney, Philip R. Thompson, Thomas 
W. Thompson, Abram Trigg, Philip Van Cort- 
landt, Killian K. Van Rensselaer, Daniel C Ver- 
lanck, Peleg Wadsworth, Eliphalet Wickes, 

avid R. Williams, Marmaduke Williams, Alex- 
ander Wilson, Joseph Winston, and Thomas 
Wynns. 
Nays— Willis Alston, jr. Isaac Anderson, Jos. 
Barker, Silas Betton, Barnabas Bidwell, Phanuel 
Bishop, John Blake, jr, Robert Brown, George 
W. Campbell, John Chandler, Matthew Clay, 
Frederick Conrad, Orchard Cook, Jacob Crown- 
inshield, Richard Cutts, Samuel W. Dana, Ezra 
Darby, John Davenport, jr, William Dickson, 
Elias Earle, Ebenezer Elmer, William Findley, 
James ‘Fisk, Isaiah L. Green, William Helms, 
James Holland, Nehemiah Knight, John Lambert, 
Joseph Lewis, jr, Matthew Lyon, Patrick Ma- 
gruder, Jonathan O. Mosely, Roger Nelson, Gideon 
Olin, Thomas M. Randolph, John Rhea of Ten- 
nessee, John Russell, Martin G. Schuneman, Ebe- 
nezer Seaver, James Sloan, John Smilie, John 
Cotton Smith, Henry. Southard, Joseph Stanton, 
William Stedman, David Thomas. Uri Tracy, 
Joseph B. Varnum, Matthew Walton, John White- 
hill, Robert Whitehill, and Nathan Williams. 

Ordered, That a bill, or bills, be brought in, 
pursuant to the first resolution agreed to; and 
that Mr. BioweEw, Mr. Earty, Mr. Roger NEL- 
gon, Mr. Groras W. CAMPBELL, and Mr. Cuar- 
BORNE, do prepare and bring in the same. 

A motion was then made: that a committee be 
appointed to present to'the’President of the Uni- 
ted States the resolution last agreed to. On which 
motion debate arising, it'was moved to postpon e 


the consideration thereof until Monday next, and 


resolved in the affirmative. 


Wenpnespay, January 15. 

Mr. Brvwe t, from the committee appointed 
yesterday, presented a bill making provision for 
defraying the expense which may be incurred in 
the purchase of the Spanish territories lying on 
the Atlantic ocean and Gulf of Mexico, and east- 
ward of the Mississippi; which was read twice 
and committed toa Committee of the Whole this 
day. 

A motion was then made, and the question be- 
ing put, that the injunction of secrecy, so far as 
respects the proceedings of this House on the said 


bill, be taken off, it passed in the negative—yeas 
49, nays 78, as follows: 


Yras—John Archer, George M. Bedinger, Silas 
Betton, James M. Broom, William Butler, John 
Campbell, Levi Casey, Martin Chittenden, Mat- 
thew Clay, Leonard Covington, Samuel W. Dana, 


John Davenport, jr, Caleb Ellis, William Ely, 
Jas.M. Garnett, Charles Goldsborough, Seth Has- 
tings, David Holmes, David Hough, James Kelly, 
Joseph Lewis, jr, Henry W. Livingston, Matthew 


Lyon, David Meriwether, Thomas Moore, Jona- 
than O. Mosely, Jeremiah Nelson, Timothy Pit- 


kin, jr., Josiah Quincy, John Randolph, Thomas 


Sandford, John Cotton Smith, John Smith, Sam- 
uel Smith, Thomas Spalding, Richard Stanford, 
William Stedman, Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel 
Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Samuel Tenney, 
Philip R. Thompson, Thomas W. Thompson, 
Philip Van Cortlandt, Killian K. Van Rensselaer, 
Daniel C. Verplanck, David R. Williams, Mar- 


maduke Williams, and Alexander Wilson. 


Nays— Willis Alston, jun, Isaac Anderson, 


David Bard, Joseph Barker, Burwell Bassett, 


Barnabas Bidwell, Phanuel Bishop; John Blake jr; 
Thomas Blount, Robert Brown, John Boyle, Jos, 
Bryan, 


George Clinton, jr., John Clopton, Frederick Con- 
rad, Orchard Cook, Jacob Crowninshield, Richard 
Cutts, Ezra Darby, William Dickson, Elias Earle, 
Peter Early, James Elliot, Ebenezer’ Elmer, John 
W. Eppes, William Findley, James Fisk, John 
Fowler, Andrew Gregg, Isaiah L. Green, Silas 
Halsey, John Hamilton, William Helms, James 
Holland, John G. Jackson, Thomas Kenan, Nehe- 
miah Knight, John Lambert, Michael Leib, Pat- 
rick Magruder, Robert Marion, Josiah Masters, 
William McCreery, Nicholas R. Moore, Jeremiah 
Morrow, Roger Nelson, Thomas Newton, jr., Jos. 
H. Nicholson, Gideon Olin, John Pugh, John 
Rea of Pennsylvania, John Rhea of ‘Tennessee, 
Jacob Richards, John Russell, Peter Sailly, Mar- 
tin G. Schuneman, Ebenezer Seaver, James Sloan, 
John Smilie, O’Brien Smith, Henry Southard, 
Joseph Stanton, David Thomas, Uri Tracy, Abram 
Trigg, Joseph B. Varnum, Matthew Walton, John 
Whitehill, Robert Whitehill, Eliphalet Wickes, 
Nathan Williams, Joseph Winston, and Thomas 
Wynns. j - 


The House then immediately resolved itself 


George W. Campbell, John: Chandler; 
John Claiborne, Christopher Clark, Joseph Clay, 


1129 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


1130 


Supplementary Journal. 


into a Committee of the Whole House on the 
said bill; and, after some time spent therein, Mr. 
Speaker resumed the Chair, and Mr. GREGG re- 

orted that the Committee had, according to order, 
had the said bill under consideration, and gone 
through the same, and made several amendments 
thereto, which he delivered in atthe Clerk’s table. 

The House proceeded to consider the said 
amendments: Whereupon, the first amendment 
to the first section for filling up the blank therein 
with the words “two millions of” was, on the 
question put thereupon, agreed to by the House. 
The second amendment to the same section, to 
strike out the words, “the expense which may be 
incurred in the purchase of the Spanish territo- 
ries lying on the Atlantic Ocean and Gulf of 
Mexico, and eastward of the Mississippi,” and to 
insert, in lieu thercof, “between the United States 
and foreign nations,” was, on the question put 
thereupon, agreed to by the House—yeas 71, nays 
57, as follows: 

Vpas—Willis Alston, jun., Isaac Anderson, Jo- 
seph Barker, Burwell Bassett, Barnabas Bidwell, 
Phanuel Bishop, John Blake, jun., Thomas Blount, 
Robert Brown, John Boyle, Joseph Bryan, George 
W. Campbell, John Chandler, Joseph Clay, George 
Clinton, jun., Frederick Conrad, Orchard Cook, 
Jacob Crowninshield, Richard Cutts, Ezra Darby, 
William Dickson, Elias Earle, Peter Early, James 
Elliot, Ebenezer Elmer, John W. Eppes, William 
Findley, James Fisk, John Fowler, Andrew Gregg, 
Isaiah L. Green, Silas Halsey, John Hamilton, 
William Helms, James Holland, John G. Jackson, 
‘Walter Jones, John Lambert, Michael Leib, Pat- 
rick Magruder, Robert Marion, Josiah Masters, 
Nicholas R. Moore, Jeremiah Morrow, Roger 
Nelson, Thomas Newton, jun., Joseph H. Nichol- 
son, Gideon Olin, John Pugh, Thomas M. Ran- 
dolph, John Rhea of Tennessee, Jacob Richards, 
John Russell, Peter Sailly, Thomas Sandford, 
Martin G. Schuneman, Ebenezer Seaver, James 
Sloan, John Smilie, O’Brien Smith, Henry South- 
ard, Joseph Stanton, David Thomas, Uri Tracy, 
Joseph B. Varnum, Matthew Walton, John White- 
hill, Robert Whitehill, Eliphalet Wickes, Nathan 
Williams, and Thomas Wynns. 

Nayvs—John Archer, George M. Bedinger, Silas 
Betton, James M. Broom, William Butler, John 
Campbell, Levi Casey, Martin Chittenden, John 
Claiborne, Christopher Clark, Matthew Clay, John 
Clopton, Leonard Covington, Samuel W. Dana, 
John Davenport, jun., Caleb Ellis, William Ely, 
James M. Garnett, Charles Goldsborough, Seth 
Hastings, David Holmes, David Hough, James 
Kelly, Thomas Kenan, Joseph Lewis, jun., Henry 
W. Livingston, Matthew Lyon, David Meri- 
wether, Thomas Moore, Jonathan O. Mosely, Jer- 
emiah Nelson, Timothy, Pitkin, jun. Josiah 
Quincy, John Randolph, John Rea of Pennsyl- 
vania, Thomas Sammons, John Cotton Smith, 
John Smith, Samuel Smith, Thomas Spalding, 
Richard Stanford, William Stedman, Lewis B. 
Sturges, Samuel Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, 
Samuel Tenney, Philip R. Thompson, Thomas W. 
Thompson, Abram Trigg, Philip Van Cortlandt, 
Killian K. Van Rensselaer, Daniel C. Verplanck, 


are eet nt te 
CR A A 


Peleg Wadsworth, David R. Williams, Marma- 
duke Williams, Alexander Wilson, and Joseph 
Winston. 

The last amendment to the same section, to 
strike out, at the end thereof, the words, “ as soon 
as may be,’ and to insert, in lieu thereof, the 
words, “at or before the next session of Congress,” 
was, on the question put thereupon, disagreed to 
by the House. 

The amendment to the second section, to add, 
to the end thereof, the words, “and it shall be 
lawful for the Bank of the United States to lend 
the whole, or any part of the same,” was, on the 
question put thereupon, agreed to by the House. 

The last amendment to the said bill to add, to 
the end thereof, a new section, in the words fol- 
lowing: 

Section 3. And be it further enacted, That so much 
as may be necessary of the surplus of the duties on im- 
ports and tonnage, beyond the permanent appropria- 
tion heretofore charged upon them by law, shall be, 
and hereby is, pledged and appropriated for the pay- 
ment of the interest, and reimbursement of the princi- 
pal, of all such moneys as may be borrowed in pursu- 
ance of this act, according to the terms and conditions 
on which the loan or loans may be effected ; 
was, on. the question put thereupon, agreed ta 
by the House—yeas 74, nays 53, as follows: 

Yeas— Willis Alston, jun, Isaac Anderson, 
John Archer, Joseph Barker, Burwell Bassett. 
George M. Bedinger, Barnabas Bidwell, Phanuel 
Bishop, John Blake, junior, Thomas Blount, Rob- 
ert Brown, John Boyle, Joseph Bryan, George 
W. Campbell, John Chandler, Joseph Clay, 
George Clinton, junior, John Clopton, Frederick 
Conrad, Orchard Cook, Jacob Crowninshield, 
Richard Cutts, Ezra Darby, William Dickson, 
Elias Earle, Peter Early, Ebenezer Elmer, John 
W. Eppes, William Findley, James Fisk, John 
Fowler, Andrew Gregg, Isaiah L, Green, Silas 
Halsey, John Hamilton, William Helms, James 
Holland, John G. Jackson, Walter Jones, Johu 
Lambert, Michael Leib, Patrick Magruder, Rob- 
ert Marion, Josiah Masters, Nicholas R. Moore, 
Jeremiah Morrow, Roger Nelson, Thomas New- 
ton, jun., Joseph H. Nicholson, Gideon Olin, John 
Pugh, Thomas M. Randolph, John Rhea of Ten- 
nessee, Jacob Richards, John Russell, Peter Sail- 
ly, Thomas Sandford, Martin G. Schuneman, 
Ebenezer Seaver, James Sloan, John Smilie; 
O’Brien Smith, Henry Southard, Joseph Stanton, 
David Thomas, Uri Tracy, Joseph B. Varnum, 
Matthew Walton, John Whitehill, Robert White- 
hill, Eliphalet Wickes, Nathan Williams, Joseph 
Winston, and Thomas Wynns. 

Nays—Silas Betton, James M. Broom, Wil- 
liam Butler, John Campbell, Levi Casey, Martin 
Chittenden, John Claiborne, Christopher Clark, 
Matthew Clay, Leonard Covington, Samuel W. 
Dana, John Davenport, junior, James Elliot, Ca- 
leb Ellis, William Ely, James M. Garnett, Charles 
Goldsborough, Seth Hastings, David. “Holmes, 
David Hough, James Kelly, Joseph Lewis, junior, 
Henry W. Livingston, Matthew Lyon, David 
Meriwether, Thomas Moore, Jonathan O. Mosely, 
Jeremiah Nelson, Timothy Pitkin, junior, Josiah, 
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Quincy, John Randolph, John Rea of Pensyl- 
vania, Thomas Sammons, John Cotton Smith, 
John Smith Samuel Smith, Thomas Spalding, 
Richard Stanford, William Stedman, Lewis B. 
Sturges, Samuel Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, 
Samuel Tenney, Philip R. Thompson, Thomas 
W. Thompson, Abram: Trigg, Philip Van Cort- 
landt, Killian K. Van Rensselaer, Daniel C. Ver- 
planck, Peleg Wadsworth, David R. Williams, 
Marmaduke Williams and Alexander Wilson. 

Ordered, That the said bill, with the amend- 
ments, be engrossed, and read the third time to- 
morrow. 


THurRspay, January 16, 


An engrossed bill making provision for defray- 
ing the expenses which may be incurred in the 
purchase of the Spanish: Territories lying on the 
Atlantic Ocean and Gulf of Mexico, and East- 
ward of the Mississippi, was read the third time; 
and, on the question that the same do pass, it was 
resolved in the affirmative—yeas 76, nays 54, as 
follows: 

Yeas—Willis Alston, junior, Isaac Anderson, 
John Archer, Joseph Barker, Burwell Bassett, 
George M. Bedinger, Barnabas Bidwell, Phanuel 
Bishop, John Blake, junior, Thomas Blount, Rob- 
ert Brown, John Boyle, Joseph Bryan, George W. 
Campbell, John Chandler, Joseph Clay, George 
Clinton, junior. John Clopton, Frederick Conrad, 
Orchard Cook, Jacob Crowninshield, Richard 
Cutts, Ezra Darby, William Dickson, Elias Earle, 
Peter Early, James Elliot, Ebenezer Elmer, John 
W. Eppes, William Findley, James Fisk, John 
Fowler, Andrew Gregg, Isaiah L. Green, Silas 
Halsey, John Hamilton, William Helms, James 
Holland, John G. Jackson, Walter Jones, Nehe- 
miah Knight, John Lambert, Michael Leib, Pat- 
rick Magruder, Robert Marion, Josiah Masters, 
Nicholas R. Moore, Jeremiah Morrow, Roger Nel- 
son, Thomas Newton, junior, Joseph H. Nicholson, 
Gideon Olin, John Pag, Thomas M. Randolph, 
John Rhea of Tennessee, Jasob Richards, John 
Russell, Peter Sailly, Thomas Sandford, Martin 
G. Schuneman, Ebenezer Seaver, James Sloan, 
John Smilie, O’Brien Smith, Henry Southard, Jo- 
seph Stanton, David Thomas, Uri Tracy, Joseph 
B. Varnum, Matthew Walton, John Whitehill, 
Robert Whitehill, Eliphalet Wickes, Nathan Wil- 
liams, Joseph Winston, and Thomas Wynns. 

Nays—Silas Betton, James M. Broom, William 
Butler, John Campbell, Levi Casey, Martin Chit- 
tenden, John Claiborne, Christopher Clark, Leon- 
ard Covington, Samuel W. Dana, John Davenport, 
junior, Caleb Ellis, William Ely, James M. Gar- 
nett, Charles Goldsborough, Edwin Gray, Seth 
Hastings, David Holmes, David Hough, James 
Kelly, Thomas Kenan, Joseph Lewis, jun., Henry 
W. Livingston, Matthew Lyon, William McCree- 
ry, David Meriwether, Thomas Moore, Jonathan 
O. Mosely, Jeremiah Nelson, Timothy Pitkin, jun., 
Josiah Quincy, John Randolph, John Rea of Penn- 
sylvania, Thomas Sammons, John Cotton Smith, 
John Smith, Samuel Smith, Thomas Spalding, 


Richard Stanford, William Stedman. Lewis B. 
Sturges, Samuel Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, 
Samuel Tenney, Philip R. Thompson, Thomas 
W. Thompson, Abram Trigg, Philip Van Cort- 
landt, Killian K. Van Rensselaer. Daniel C; Ver- 
planck, Peleg Wadsworth, David R. Williams, 
Marmaduke Williams, and Alexander Wilson. 


It was then moved to amend the title of the said 
billtoread as follows: “ Anact making provision for 
defraying any extraordinary expenses attending 
the intercourse between the United States and for- 
eign nations ;” and on the question thereupon, it 
was resolved in the affirmative—yeas 81, nays 46 
as follows: 


Ysas— Willis Alston, jr., Isaac Anderson, John 
Archer, Joseph Barker, Burwell Bassett, Barnabas. 
Bidwell, Phanuel Bishop, Jobn Blake jr., Thomas 
Blount, Robert Brown, John Boyle, Joseph Bry- 
an, George W. Campbell, John Chandler, Chris- 
topher Clark, Joseph Clay, George Clinton, juns 
John Clopton, Frederick Conrad, Orchard Cook, 
Jacob Crowninshield, Richard Cutts, Ezra Darby, 
William Dickson, Elias Earle, Peter Early, James 
Elliot, Ebenezer Elmer, John W. Eppes William 
Findley, James Fisk, John Fowler, Andrew Gregg, 
Isaiah L. Green, Silas Halsey, John Hamilton, 
William Helms, James Holland, David Holmes, 
John G. Jackson, Walter Jones, Nehemiah Knight, 
John Lambert, Michael Leib, Patrick Magruder, 
Robert Marion, Josiah Masters, William McCree- 
ry, Nicholas R. Moore, Jeremiah Morrow, Roger 
Nelson, Thomas Newton, jr. Gideon Olin, John 
Pugh, Thomas M. Randolph, John Rea of Penn- 
sylvania, John Rhea of Tennessee, Jacob Rich- 
ards, John Russell, Peter Sailly, Thomas Sand- 
ford, Martin G. Schuneman, Ebenezer Seaver, 
James Sloan, John Smilie, O’Brien Smith, Henry. 
Southard, Joseph Stanton, David Thomas, Uri 
Tracy, Abram Trigg, Joseph B. Varnum, Matthew 
Walton, John Whitehill, Robert Whitehill, Eliph~ 
alet Wickes, Marmaduke Williams, Nathan Wil- 
liams, Alexander Wilson, Joseph Winston, and 
Thomas Wynns. 

Nays — George M. Bedinger, Silas Betton, 
James M. Broom, William Butler, John Campbell, 
Levi Casey, Martin Chittenden, John Claiborne, 
Leonard Covington, Samuel W. Dana, John 
Davenport, jun., Caleb Ellis, William Ely, James 
M. Garnett, Charles Goldsborough, Seth Hastings, 
David Hough, James Kelly, Thomas Kenan, 
Joseph Lewis, jun., Henry W. Livingston, Mat- 
thew Lyon, David Meriwether, Thomas Moore, 
Jonathan O. Mosely, Jeremiah Nelson, Timothy 
Pitkin, jun., Josiah Quincy, John Randolph, 
John Cotton Smith, John Smith, Samuel Smith, 
Thomas Spalding, Richard Stanford, William 
Stedman, Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel Taggart, 
Benjamin Tallmadge, Samuel Tenney, Philip Re 
Thompson, Thomas W. Thompson, Philip Van 
Cortlandt, Killian K. Van Rensselaer, Daniel ©- 
Verplanck, Peleg Wadsworth, and David R. 
Williams. | . 

A motion was then made that a committee be 
appointed to carry to the Senate the following, 
message : 
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By the House of Representatives, January 16, 1806. 
Gentlemen of the Senate : 

We transmit you a bill which has passed this House, 
entitled “An act making provision for defraying any 
extraordinary expenses attending the intercourse be- 
tween the United States and foreign nations,” and in 
which we request your concurrence. This bill has 
been passed by us to enable the President of the United 
States to commence, with more effect, a negotiation 
for the purchase of the Spanish Territories lying on 
the Atlantic Ocean and Gulf of Mexico, and eastward 
of the river Mississippi. The nature and importance 
of the measure contemplated have induced us to act 
upon the subject with closed doors. You will, of con- 
sequence, consider the communication as confidential. 


To which motion an amendment was moved 
to strike out, in the proposed message, the words 
“River Mississippi,” aud to insert, in lieu thereof, 
the words “Bay of Perdido;” and on the question 
thereupon, it passed in the negative—yeas 59, 
nays 68, as follows: 


Yeras—Burwell Bassett, Silas Betton, James 
M. Broom, William Butler, John Campbell, Levi 
Casey, Martin Chittenden, John Claiborne, John 
Clopton, Leonard Covington, Samuel W. Dana, 
John Davenport, jun., James Elliot, Caleb Ellis, 
William Ely, James M. Garnett, Charles Golds- 
borough, Edwin -Gray, Seth Hastings, David 
Holmes, David Hough, Walter Jones, Thomas 
Kenan, Joseph. Lewis, jun, Henry W. Liv- 
ingston, Matthew Lyon, William McCreery, 
David Meriwether, Thomas Moore, Jonathan 
O. Mosely, Jeremiah Nelson, Thomas Newton, 
jun., Josiah Quincy, John Randolph, Thomas 
M. Randolph, John Rea of Pennsylvania, Thomas 
Sandford, John Cotton Smith, John Smith, Sam- 
uel Smith, Thomas Spalding, Richard Stanford, 
William Stedman, Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel 
Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Samuel Tenney, 
Philip R. Thompson, Thomas W. Thompson, 
Abram Trigg, Philip Van Cortlandt, Killian K. 
Van Rensselaer, Daniel C. Verplanck, Peleg 
Wadsworth, David R. Williams, Marmaduke 
Williams, Alexander Wilson, and Josiah Winston, 

Nays— Willis Alston, jun., Isaac Anderson, 
John Archer, Joseph Barker, George M. Bedinger, 
Barnabas Bidwell, Phanuel Bishop, John Blake, 
jun., Thomas Blount, Robert Brown, John Boyle, 
Joseph Bryan, George W. Campbell, John Chand- 
ler, Bhtistooher Clark, Joseph Clay, George Clin- 
ton, jun., Frederick Contad, Jacob Crownin- 
shield, Richard Cutts, Ezra Darby, William 
Dickson, Elias Earle, Peter Early, Ebenezer El- 
mer, John W. Eppes, William Findley, James 
Fisk, John Fowler, Andrew Gregg, Isaiah L. 
Green, Silas Halsey, John Hamilton, William 
Helms, James Holland, John G. Jackson, James 
Kelly, Nehemiah Knight, John Lambert, Michael 
Leib, Patrick Magruder, Robert Marion, Josiah 
Masters, Nicholas R. Moore, Jeremiah Morrow, 
Roger Nelson, Gideon Olin, John Pugh, John 


Rhea of Tennessee, Jacob Richards, John Russell, | 


Peter Sailly, Martin G. Schuneman, Ebenezer 
Seaver, James Sloan, John Smilie, O’Brien Smith, 
Henry Southard, Joseph Stanton, David Thomas, 
Uri Tracy, Joseph B. Varnum, Matthew Walton, 


John Whitehill, Robert Whitehill, Eliphalet 
Wickes, Nathan Williams, and Thomas Wynns. 

The question was taken that the House do agree 
to the motion to send to the Senate the said mes- 
sage, as originally proposed, and resolved in the 
affirmative. 

Ordered, That Mr. BiowELL and Mr. EARLY 
be appointed a committee, pursuant thereto. An- 
other motion was then made, and the question 
being put, to remove the injunction of secrecy, so 
far as respects the report of the select committee, 
made to this House on the third instant, on the 
letter and communications from the President of 
the United States, referred to them, on the sixth 
of December last, it passed in the negative—yeas 
46, nays 71, as follows: 

Yeas—Burwell Bassett, Silas Betton, James 
M. Broom, William Butler, John Campbell, Mar- 
tin Chittenden, Samuel W. Dana, John Daven- 
port, junior, Caleb Ellis, William Ely, James M. 
Garnett, Charles Goldsborough, Seth Hastings, 
David Holmes, David Hough, James Kelly, Jo- 
seph Lewis, junior, Henry W. Livingston, Mat- 
thew Lyon, Patrick Magruder, Josiah Masters, 
Jonathan O. Mosely, Jeremiah Nelson, Roger 
Nelson, Timothy Pitkin, junior, Josiah Quincy, 
John Randolph, Thomas Sammons, Thomas 
Sandford, John Cotton Smith, John Smith, Sam- 
uel Smith, Thomas Spalding, William Stedman, 
Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel Taggart, Benjamin 
Tallmadge, Samuel Tenney, Philip R. Thomp- 
son, Thomas W. Thompson, Abram Trigg, Phil- 
ip Van Cortlandt, Daniel C. Yerlan. Peleg 
Wadsworth, Alexander Wilson, and Joseph Win- 
ston. : 

Nays—Wiillis Alston, junior, Isaac Anderson, 
John Archer, George M. Bedinger, Joseph Bar- 
ker, Barnabas Bidwell, John Blake, junior, Rob- 
ert Brown, John Boyle, Joseph Bryan, George 
W. Campbell, Levi Casey, John Chandler, John 
Claiborne, Christopher Clark, John Clopton,. 
Frederick Conrad, Jacob Crowninshield, Richard 
Cutts, Ezra Darby, William Dickson, Elias Earle, 
Peter Harly, James Elliot, Ebenezer Elmer, John 
W. Eppes, William Findley, James Fisk, John 
Fowler, Andrew Gregg, Isaiah L. Green, Silas 
Halsey, John Hamilton, James Holland, John G. 
Jackson, Walter Jones, Thomas Kenan, Nehemi- 
ah Knight, John Lambert, Michael Leib, Robert 
Marion, William McCreery, David Meriwether, 
Nicholas R. Moore, Thomas Moore, Jeremiah 
Morrow, Thomas Newton, junior, Gideon Olin, 
John Pugh, Thomas M. Randolph, John Rea of. 
Pennsylvania, John Rhea of Tennessee, John 
Russell, Peter Sailly, Martin G. Schuneman, Eb- 
enezer Seaver, James Sloan, John Smilie, Henry 
Southard, Richard Stanford, Joseph Stanton, 
David Thomas, Uri Tracy, Joseph B. Varnum, 
Matthew Walton, John Whitehill, Robert White- 
hill, Eliphalet Wickes, Marmaduke Williams, 
Nathan Williams, and Thomas Wynns. 


Fripay, January 17. 
On a motion made that the resolution agreed 
to by the House, on the fourteenth instant, in the 
words following, to wit: 
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Resolved, That an exchange of territory between 
the United States and Spain is deemed by this House 
to’ be the most advantageous mode of settlement of ex- 
isting differences, respecting limits between the United 
States and the Court of Madrid, and that any arrange- 
ment between the two Governments which shall se- 
cure to Spain an ample barrier on the side of Mexico, 
and to the United States the countries watered by the 
Mississippi, and to the eastward. of it, will meet the 
approbation and support of this House, 


be now made public: it passed in the negative— 
yeas 46, nays 64, as follows: 


Yeas—John Archer, George M. Bedinger, Si- 
las. Betton, James M. Broom, John Campbell, 
Martin Chittenden, Christopher Clark, Leonard 
Covington, Samuel W., Dana, John Davenport, 
junior, Caleb Ellis; William Ely, James M. Gar- 
nett, Charles Goldsborough, Edwin Gray, Seth 
Hastings, David Hough, James Kelly, Joseph 
Lewis, junior, Henry W. Livingston, Josiah Mas- 
ters, Wm. McCreery, David Meriwether, ‘Thomas 
Moore, Jonathan O. Mosely, Timothy Pitkin, jr., 
Josiah Quincy, John Randolph, John Rea of 
Pennsylvania, Thomas Sammons, John. Cotton 
Smith, Samuel Smith, Thomas Spalding, Rich- 
ard Stanford, William Stedman, Lewis B. Stur- 
ges, Samuel Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, 
Samuel .Tenney, Philip R. Thompson, Thomas 
W. Thompson, Abram Trigg, Philip Van. Cort- 
landt, Killian K. Van Rensselaer, Daniel C. Ver- 
planck, and Peleg Wadsworth. 


- Nays— Willis. Alston, junior, Isaac Anderson, 


David Bard, Barnabas Bidwell, Phanuel Bishop, |" 


John Blake, jr, Thomas Blount, Robert Brown, 
John Boyle, Joseph Bryan, William Butler, Geo. 
W. Campbell, Levi Casey, John Chandler, John 
Claiborne, George Clinton, jr., John Clopton, 
Orchard Cook, Jacob Crowninshield, Ezra Darby, 
William Dickson, Peter Early, James Elliot, Eb- 
enezer Elmer, John W. Eppes, William Findley, 
James. Fisk, John Fowler, Andrew Gregg, Isaiah 
L. Green, Silas Halsey, John Hamilton, James 
Holland, Walter Jones, Thomas Kenan, Nehemi- 
ah Knight, John Lambert, Michael Leib, Patrick 
Magruder, Nicholas R. Moore, Jeremiah Morrow, 
Roger Nelson, Joseph H. Nicholson, Gideon Olin, 
John Pugh, John Rhea of Tennessee, John Rus- 
sell, Peter Sailly, Martin G. Schuneman, Ebene- 
zer Seaver, James Sloan, John Smilie, O’Brien 
Smith, Henry. Southard, Joseph Stanton, David 
Thomas, Uri Tracy, Joseph B. Varnum, Mat- 
thew: Walton, John Whitehill, Robert Whitehill, 
Eliphalet Wickes, Nathan Williams, and Joseph 
Winston. 


“A Message was received from the Present 
or tHe Unitrep STATES, as follows: l 


To the Senate and House of : 
Representatives of the United States : 


The enclosed letter from the Minister Plenipotenti- 
ary of the United States, at the Court: of London, con- 
tains interesting information on the subjects of my 
other Message of this:date. It is sent separately and 
confidentially, because its publication may discourage 
frank communications between our Ministers, gener- 


ally, and the Governments with which they reside, and 
especially between the same Ministers. 
January 17, 1806. TH. JEFFERSON, 
The letter referred to in the foregoing Message 
was read. 


Tuurspay, February 6. 
A Message was received from the PRESIDENT 
or THE Unirep Srares, as follows: 
To the Senate and House of r 
Representatives of the United States : 
Since the date of my Message of January seven- 
teenth, a letter of the twenty-sixth of November has 
been received from the Minister Plenipotentiary of the 


United States at London, covering one from the Sec- 


retary for Foreign Affairs of that Government, which, 
being on the subject of that Message, is now transmit- 
ted for the information of Congress. Although noth- 
ing forbids the substance of these letters from being 
communicated without reserve, yet so many ill effects 
proceed from the publication of correspondences be- 
tween Ministers, remaining still in office, that I cannot 
but recommend that these letters be not permitted to 
be formally published. . ; 
TH. JEFFERSON. 


Fesrvary 6,.1806. S 
The said Message, and letters accompanying it, 


were read, and ordered to lie on the table. 
Ona motion made to amend the secret Journal 


of the House, in the manner following, to wit: . 


Tusspay, December 31, 1805. 
The following motion was laid on the table: 
Resolved, That dollars be appropriated by law, 
for the purpose of defraying any extraordinary expen- 
ses which may be incurred in the intercourse between 
the United States and foreign nations, to -be paid out 
of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, and to be applied. under the direction of the 
President of the United States, who shall have author- 
ity, if necessary, to borrow the said sum, or any part 
thereof, in behalf of the United States, at a rate of 
interest not exceeding six per centum per annum; 
and shall cause an account of the expenditure thereof 
to be laid before Congress. as soon as maybe. od 
Resolved, That the additional duty of two and a 
half per centum ad valorem, imposed by an act enti- 
tled “An act. further to protect the commerce and 'sea- 
men of the United States against the Barbary Pow- 
ers,” be continued for years. 


The question was taken that the Journal be so 
amended, and resolved in the affirmative, by yeas 
and nays, every member present voting in the af- 
firmative, to wit: - ia 

Isaac Anderson, John Archer, David Bard, Jo- 
seph Barker, Burwell Bassett, George M. Bedin- 
ger, Silas Betton, Barnabas Bidwell, William 
Blackledge, John Blake, jr., Robert Brown, John 
Boyle, Joseph Bryan, William Butler, John 
Campbell, Levi Casey, John Chandler, Martin 
Chittenden, John Claiborne, Christopher Clark, 
Joseph Clay, Matthew Clay, George Clinton, jr- 
Orchard Cook, Leonard Cavington, Jacob Crown- 
inshield, Samuel W. Dana, Ezra Darby, John: 


‘Davenport, jra- William Dickson, James. Elliot, 


Caleb Ellis, Ebenezer Elmer, William Ely, John 
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W. Eppes, William Findley, James Fisk, John 
Fowler, James M. Garnett, Peterson Goodwyn, 
Edwin Gray, Andrew Gregg, Isaiah L. Green, 
Silas Halsey, John Hamilton, Seth Hastings, 
William Helms, David Holmes, David Hough, 
Johii G. Jackson, Walter Jones, James Kelly, 
Thomas. Kenan, Nehemiah Knight, John Lam- 
bert, Michael Leib, Joseph Lewis, jr., Henry W. 
Livingston, Matthew Lyon, Patrick Magruder, 
Robert Marion, Josiah Masters, William Mc- 
Creery, David Meriwether, Nicholas R. Moore, 
Thomas Moore, Jeremiah Morrow, John Morrow, 
Jonathan O. Mosely, Jeremiah Nelson, Thomas 
Newton, jr., Joseph H. Nicholson, Gideon Olin, 
Timothy Pitkin, jr, John Pugh, Josiah Quincy, 
John Randolph, Thomas M. Randolph, John Rea 
of Pennsylvania, John Rhea of Tennessee, Jacob 
Richards, John Russell, Thomas Sandford, Mar- 
tin G. Schuneman,; Ebenezer Seaver, James 
Sloan, John Smilie, J. C; Smith, J. Smith, O’Brien 
Smith, Samuel Smith, Thomas Spalding, Rich- 
ard Stanford; William ‘Stedman, Lewis B. Stur- 
ges, Samuel Taggart. Benjamin Tallmadge, Sam- 
uel Tenney, David Thomas, Philip R. Thomp- 
son, Thomas W. Thompson, Uri Tracy, Abram 
Trigg, Philip Van Cortlandt, Killian K. Van 
Rensselaer, Joseph B. Varnum, Daniel C. Ver- 
planck, Peleg’ Wadsworth, John Whitehill, Rob- 
ert Whitehill, Eliphalet Wickes, David R. Wil- 
liams, Marmaduke Williams, Nathan Williams, 
Alexander Wilson, Joseph Winston, and Thomas 
Wynns. ~ 

A motion was then-made that a committee be 
appointed to present to the President of the Uni- 
ted States the resolution agreed to by this House, 
on the fourteenth ultimo, in 
to wit: o ; f 

Resolved, That an exchange of territory between 
the United States and Spain is deemed by: this House 
to be the most advantageous mode of settlement of ex- 
isting. difficulties respecting. the limits between the 
United States and the Court of Madrid; and that any 
arrangement between the.two Governments, which 
shall secure to Spain. an ample barrier on the side of 
Mexico, and to the United States the countries wa- 
tered. by the Mississippi, and to the eastward of it, 
will meet the approbation of this House. 

On which motion, debate arising, it was moved 
to postpone the consideration thereof until Thurs- 
day next,and decided in the negative—yeas 57, 
nays. 64, as follows : ; 

Yeas— Willis Alston, jr, Isaac Anderson, Jo- 
seph Barker, Barnabas Bidwell, Phanuel Bishop, 
William Blackledge, John Blake, jr, Thomas 
Blount, Robert Brown, John Boyle, Joseph Bry- 
an, George W. Campbell, John Chandler, George 
Clinton, jr., Frederick Conrad, Jacob Crownin- 
shield, Richard Cutts, Ezra Darby William Dick- 
son; Peter Early, Ebenezer Elmer, William Find- 
ley, John Fowler, Andrew Gregg, Isaiah L. Green, 
Silas Halsey, John Hamilton, William Helms, 
James Holland; Walter Jones, Nehemiah Knight, 
John Lambert; Patrick Magruder, Robert Marion, 
Nicholas R. Moore, Jeremiah Morrow, Gideon 
Olin, John Pugh, Thomas: M. Randolph, John 
Rhea of Tenneseee, Jacob Richards, John Rus- 


the words following, | 


sell, Peter Sailly, Martin G. Schuneman, Eben- 
ezer Seaver, James Sloan, John Smilié, Henry . 
Southard, Joseph Stanton, David Thomas, Uri 
Tracy, Joseph B. Varnum, John Whitehill, Rob- 
ert Whitehill, Marmaduke Williams, Nathan 
Williams, and Thomas Wynns. 

Nays—David Bard, Burwell Bassett, George 
M. Bedinger, Silas Betton, William. Butler, Levi 
Casey, Martin Chittenden, John Claiborne, Chris- 
topher Clark, Joseph Clay. Matthew Clay, Leon- 
ard Covington, Samuel W. Dana, John Daven- 
port, jr, James Elliot, Caleb Ellis, William Ely, 
John W. Eppes, James M. Garnett, Peterson 
Goodwyn, Seth Hastings, David Holmes, David 
Hough, John G. Jackson, James Kelly, Thomas 
Kenan, Michael Leib, Joseph Lewis, jr., Henry 
W. Livingston; Matthew Lyon, Josiah Masters, 
William McCreery, David Meriwether, Thomas 
Moore, John Morrow, Jonathan O. Mosely, Jere- 
miah Nelson, Thomas Newton, jr., Joseph H. 
Nicholson, Timothy Pitkin, jr., Josiah Quincy, 
John Randolph, John Rea of Pennsylvania, Thos. 
Sammons, Thomas Sanford, John Cotton Smith, 
John Smith, Samuel Smith, Thomas Spalding, 
Richard Stanford, William Stedman. Lewis B. 
Sturges, Samuel Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, 
Samuel Tenney, Philip R. Thompson, Thomas 
W. Thompson, Philip Van Cortlandt, Killian K. 
Van Rensselaer, Dan’l C. Verplanck, Peleg Wads- 
worth; Eliphalet Wickes, David R. Williams, 
Alexander Wilson, and Joseph Winston, o = sis 

Another motion was then made-to amend. the 
said original motion, by instructing the same com- 
mittee also to present to the President of the Uni- 
ted States another resolution, agreed to by this 
House, on the said fourteenth ultimo, in the words: 
following, to wit: 

“ Resolved. That dollars be appropriated, by 
law, towards defraying the expense which may be in- 
curred in the purchase of the Spanish territories lying 
on the Atlantic ocean and Gulf of Mexico, and east- 
ward of the Mississippi, to be paid out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, and to be ap- 
plied under the direction of the President of the Uni- 
ted States, who shall have authority, if necessary, to 
borrow the said sum, or any part thereof, in behalf of 
the United States, at a rate of interest not exceeding 
six per centum per annum, redeemable at will; and 
shall cause an account thereof to be laid before Con- 
gress as soon as may be :” . 

On which motion to amend, the question being 
taken, it was resolved in the affirmative. 

And then the main question being taken, that 
the House do agree to the said original motion, 
as now amended, it was resolved in the affirm- 
ative. 

Ordered, That Mr. Joun Ranpouipn and Mr. 
Greae be appointed acommittee pursuant thereto. 


Toespay, February 11. 


Mr. Jonn RANDOLPH, from the committee ap- 
pointed on Thursday last, to present. to the Pres- 
ident of the United States two resolutions of this: 
House, of the fourteenth ultimo, reported that the 
committee had performed that service. . nd 
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Mr. Tuomas M. Ranvotru, from the Commit- 
tee for Enrolled Bills, reported that the commit- 
tee had examined an enrolled bill, to wit: “An 
act making provision for defraying any extra- 
ordinary experises attending the intercourse be- 
tween the United States and foreign nations,” 
and had found the same to be truly enrolled: 
‘Whereupon, “the Sreaxer signed the said en- 
rolled bill. f ; 

Ordered, That the Clerk of this House do ac- 
quaint the Senate therewith. 


Wepnespay, February 12. 


Mr. Tuomas M. RanpoLrs, from the Joint 
Committee for Enrolled Bils, reported that the 
committee did, yesterday, present to the President 
of the United States for his approbation, an en- 
rolled bill, entitled “An act making provision for 
defraying any extraordinary expenses’ attending 
the intercourse between the United States and 
foreign nations.” 


Turspay, February 18. 


The following Message was received from the 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES: 

To the House of Representatives 
of the United States: 

On the thirteenth instant, I approved and signed the 
act, entitled “ An act making provision for defraying 
any extraordinary expenses attending the intercourse 
between the United States and foreign nations,” which 
originated in the House of Representatives, and I shall, 
in due season, deposit it among the rollsin the office of 


the Secretary of State. 
TH. JEFFERSON. 
Fresrvary 18, 1806, 


The said Message was read, and ordered to lie 
on the table. 


Fripay, March 21. 

On a motion made and seconded, 

Resolved, That the injunction of secrecy imposed on 
the proceedings which have been transacted with closed 
doors, during the present session, be removed. 

On the question that the farther consideration 
of the said resolution be postponed until the last 
Monday in the present month, it was resolved in 
the affirmative—yeas 69, nays 57, as follows: 


Yeas—Willis Alston, jr., Isaac Anderson, Da- 
vid Bard, Joseph Barker, Barnabas Bidwell, Wil- 
liam Blackledge, John Blake, jr., Thomas Blount, 
Robert Brown, John Boyle, George W. Camp- 
bell, John Chandler, John Claiborne, Matthew 
Clay, Frederick Conrad, Orchard Cook, Jacob 
Crowninshield, Richard Cutts, Ezra Darby, John 
Dawson, William Dickson, Elias Earle, Peter 
Early, Ebenezer Elmer, William Findley, James 
Fisk, John Fowler, Peterson Goodwyn, Andrew 
Gregg; Isaiah L. Green, Silas Halsey, John Ham- 
ilton, William Helms, John G. Jackson, Walter 
Jones, Thomas Kenan, Nehemiah Knight, Mat- 


| ah Morrow, Gurdon S. Mumford, Roger Nelson, 


Thomas Newton, jr., Gideon Olin, John Pugh, 
Thomas M. Randolph, John Rhea of Tennessee, 
Jacob Richards, John Russell, Martin G. Schu- 
neman, Ebenezer Seaver, James Sloan, John 
Smilie, John Smith, Henry Southard, Joseph 
Stanton, David Thomas, Uri Tracy, Joseph B. 
Varnum, Matthew Walton, John Whitehill, Rob- 
ert Whitehill, Eliphalet Wickes, Nathan Wil- 
liams, Richard Winn, and Joseph Winston. 
Nays—Burwell Bassett, George M. Bedinger, 
Silas Betton, James M. Broom, William Butler, 
John Campbell, Martin Chittenden, Christopher 
Clark, Joseph Clay, Leonard Covington, Samuel 
W. Dana, John Davenport, jr., James Elliot, Ca- 
leb Ellis, William Ely, John W. Eppes, James 
M. Garnett, Charles Goldsborough, Edwin Gray, 
Seth Hastings, David Holmes, David Hough, 
James Kelly, Michael Leib, Joseph Lewis, jr., 
Patrick Magruder, Josiah Masters, Thos. Moore, 
Jonathan O. Mosely, Jeremiah Nelson, Joseph H. 
Nicholson, Timothy Pitkin, jr., Josiah Quincy, 
John Randolph, John Rea of Pennsylvania, Peter 
Sailly, Thomas Sammons, Thos. Sandford, John 
Cotton Smith, Samuel Smith, Thomas Spalding, 
Richard Stanford, William Stedman, Lewis B. 
Sturges, Samuel Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, 
Samuel Tenney, Philip R. Thompson, Thomas 
W. Thompson, Abram Trigg, Philip Van Cort- 
landt, Kilian K. Van Rensselaer, Daniel ©. Ver- 
planck, Peleg Wadsworth, David R. Williams, 
Marmaduke Williams, and Alexander Wilson. 


Monpay, March 24. 


The following Message was received from the 

PRESIDENT or Tus UNITED STATES: 
To the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States : 

I communicate to Congress a letter recently received 
from the Minister Plenipotentiary of the United States 
at London, stating some circumstances which bear re- 
lation to the subject of my Messages of January seven- 
teenth. This paper being original, and to be commu- 
nicated to both Houses, the return of it is requested. 

TH. JEFFERSON. 

Marca 24, 1806. 

The said Message and document accompany- 
ing it, were severally twice read. 

Ordered, That the letter referred to in the said 
Message be returned to the President of the Uni- 
ted States, agreeably to his request. 


Monpay, March 31. | 


On motion of Mr. Leres, that the House do come 
to the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the injunction of secrecy imposed on 
the proceedings which have been transacted with closed 
doors during the present session, be removed : 


It was moved to amend the said resolution, by 
adding to the end thereof, the words, “from and 
after this day fortnight;” And, on the question 
thereupon, it passed in the negative—yeas 61, 


thew Lyon, Duncan MacFarland, Robert Marion, | nays 62, as follows: 


William McCreery, Nicholas R. Moore, Jeremi- 


Yeas—Willis Alston, jr., Isaac Anderson, Da- 
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vid Bard, Joseph Barker, Barnabas Bidwell, Wil- 
liam Blackledge, John Blake, jr., Thos. Blount, 
Robert Brown, Geo. W. Campbell, John Chand- 
ler, John Claiborne, John Clopton, Frederick 
Conrad, Orchard Cook, Jacob Crowninshield, 
Richard Cutts, Ezra Darby, William Dickson, 


Elias Earle, Peter Early, Ebenezer Elmer, Wil- | 


liam Findley, James Fisk, Peterson Goodwyn, 
Andrew Gregg, Isaiah L. Green, Silas Halsey, 
John Hamilton, William Helms, Walter Jones, 
John Lambert, Matthew Lyon, Duncan Mac- 
Farland, Robert Marion, William McCreery, 
Nicholas R, Moore, Jeremiah Morrow, Gurdon 
S. Mumford, Roger Nelson, Gideon Olin, John 
Pugh, Thomas M. Randolph, John Rhea of Ten- 
nessee, John Russell, Martin’ G. Schuneman, 
Ebenezer Seaver, James Sloan, John Smilie, John 
Smith, Henry Southard, Joseph Stanton, David 
Thomas, Uri Tracy, Joseph B. Varnum, John 
Whitehill, Robert Whitehill, Eliphalet Wickes, 
Nathan Williams, Richard Winn, and Joseph 
Winston. 

Nays— Evan Alexander, Burwell Bassett, 
George M. Bedinger, Silas Betton, William 
Butler, John Campbell, Levi Casey, Martin 
Chittenden, Christopher Clark, Joseph Clay, 
Matthew clay, Leonard. Covington, Samuel 
W. Dana, John Davenport, jr, John Dawson, 
James Elliot, Caleb Ellis, William Ely, John W. 
Eppes, James M. Garnett, Charles Goldsborough, 
Edwin Gray, Seth Hastings, David Holmes, 
David. Hough, John G. Jackson, James Kelly, 
Thomas Kenan, Michael Leib, Joseph Lewis, 
jun., Patrick Magruder, Josiah Masters, Thomas 
Moore, John Morrow, Jonathan O. Mosely, Jere- 
miah Nelson, Thomas Newton, jun., Timothy 
Pitkin, jun., Josiah Quincy, John Randolph, John 
Rea of Pennsylvania, Jacob Richards, Peter Sailly, 
Thomas Sammons, Thomas Sandford, John 
Cotton Smith, Samuel Smith, Thomas Spalding, 
Richard Stanford, William Stedman, Lewis B. 
Sturges, Samuel Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, 
Samuel Tenney, Philip R. Thompson, Thomas 
W. Thompson, Abram Trigg, Killian K. Van 
Rensselaer, Peleg Wadsworth, David R. Williams, 
Marmaduke Williams, and Alexander Wilson. 

Another motion was then made to amend the 
said resolution, by inserting, after the word “that,” 
in the first line, the words, “from and after the end 
of the present session of Congress:” And on the 
question thereupon, it passed in the negative— 
yeas 59, nays 61, as follows: 

Yeas— Willis Alston, jr., Isaac Anderson, Jo- 
seph Barker, Barnabas Bidwell, William Black- 
ledge, John Blake, jr, Thomas Blount, Robert 
Brown, George W. Campbell, John Chandler, John 
Claiborne, Matthew Clay, John Clopton, Fred- 
erick Conrad, Orchard- Cook, Jacob Crownin- 
shield, Richard Cutts, Ezra Darby, William 
Dickson, Elias Earle, Peter Early, Ebenezer 
Elmer, William Findley, James Fisk, Peterson 
Goodwyn, Andrew Gregg, Isaiah L. Green, Silas 
Halsey, John Hamilton, William Helms, John 
Lambert, Matthew Lyon, Duncan McFarland, 
Robert Marion, William McCreery, Nicholas R. 
Moore, Jeremiah Morrow, Gurdon S. Mumford, 


Roger Nelson, Gideon Olin, John Pugh, Thomas 
M. Randolph, John Rhea of Tennessee, John 
Russell, Martin G. Schuneman, Ebenezer Seaver, 
James Sloan, John Smilie, Henry Southard, Jo- 
seph Stanton, David Thomas, Uri Tracy, Joseph 
B. Varnum, John Whitehill, Robert Whitehill, 
Eliphalet Wickes, Nathan Williams, Richard 
Winn, and Joseph Winston. 

Nays—Evan Alexander, Burwell Bassett, 
George M. Bedinger, Silas Betton, William But- 
ler, John Campbell, Martin Chittenden, Christo- 
pher Clark, Joseph Clay, Leonard Covington, 
Samuel W. Dana, John Davenport, jun., John 
Dawson, James Elliot, Caleb Ellis, William Ely, 
John W. Eppes, James M. Garnett, Charles 
Goldsborough, Edwin Gray, Seth Hastings Da- 
vid Holmes, David Hough, John G. Jackson, 
Walter Jones, James Kelly, Michael Leib, Jo- 
seph Lewis, jun., Patrick Magruder, Josiah Mas- 
ters, Thomas Moore, John Morrow, Jonathan O. 
Mosely, Jeremiah Nelson, Thomas Newton, jr., 
Timothy Pitkin, jr., Josiah Quincy, John Ran- 
dolph, Joha Rea of Pennsylvania, Jacob Rich- 
ards, Peter Sailly, Thomas Sammons, Thomas 
Sandford, John Cotton Smith, John Smith, Sam- 
uel Smith, Thomas Spalding, Richard Stanford, 
William Stedman, Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel 
Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Samuel Tenney, 
Philip R. Thompson, Thomas W. Thompson, 
Abram Trigg, Killian K. Van Rensselaer, Peleg 
Wadsworth, David R. Williams, Marmaduke 
Williams, and Alexander Wilson. 

A motion was then made, and the question 
being put, that the farther consideration of the 
said resolution be postponed until this day week, 
it passed in the negative--yeas 58, nays 62, as 
follows: 

Yeas-—Willis Alston, jun., Isaac Anderson, 
Joseph Barker, Barnabas Bidwell, William Black- 
ledge, John Blake, jun., Thomas Blount, Robert 
Brown, George W. Campbell, John Chandler, 
John Claiborne, Matthew Clay, John Clopton, 
Frederick Conrad, Orchard Cook, Jacob Crown- 
inshield, Richard Cutts, Ezra Darby, William 
Dickson, Elias Earle, Peter Early, Ebenezer El- 
mer, William Findley, James Fisk, Peterson 
Goodwyn, Andrew Gregg, Isaiah L. Green, Silas 
Halsey, John Hamilton, William Helms, John 
Lambert, Matthew Lyon, Duncan MacFarland, 
Robert Marion, William McCreery, Nicholas R. 
Moore, Jeremiah Morrow, Gurdon 8. Mumford, 
Roger Nelson, Gideon Olin, John Pugh, Thomas 
M. Randolph, John Rhea of Tennessee, John 
Russell, Martin G. Schuneman, Ebenezer Sea- 
ver, James Sloan, John Smilie, Henry Southard, 
Joseph Stanton, David Thomas, Joseph B. Var- 
num, John Whitehill, Robert Whitehill, Elipha- 
let Wickes, Nathan Williams, Richard Winn, 
and Joseph Winston. 

Nays—Evan Alexander, Burwell Bassett, Geo, 
M. Bedinger, Silas Betton, William Butler, John 
Campbell, Martin Chittenden, Christopher Clark, 
Joseph Clay, Leonard Covington, Samuel W. 
Dana, John Davenport, jun., John Dawson, Jas. 
Elliot, Caleb Ellis, William Ely, John W. Eppes, 
James M. Garnett, Charles Goldsborough, Edwin 
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Gray, Seth Hastings, David Holmes, David 
Hough, John G. Jackson, Walter Jones, James 
Kelly, Thomas Kenan, Michael Leib, Joseph 
Lewis, jun., Patrick Magruder, Josiah Masters, 
Thomas Moore, John Morrow, Jonathan O. Mose- 
ly, Jeremiah Nelson, Thomas Newton, jun., Tim- 
othy Pitkin, juv., Josiah Quincy, John Randolph, 
John Rea of Pennsylvania, Jacob Richards, Peter 
Sailly, Thomas Sammons, Thomas Sandford, 
John Cotton Smith, John Smith, Samuel Smith, 
Thomas Spalding, Richard Stanford, William 
Stedman, Lewis B. Sturges, Samuel Taggart, 
Benjamin Tallmadge, Samuel Tenney, Philip R. 
Thompson, Thomas W. Thompson, Abram Trigg, 
Killian. K. Van Rensselaer, Peleg. Wadsworth, 
David R. Williams, Marmaduke Williams, and 
Alexander Wilson. ee 

And then the main question being taken, that 
the House do agree to the said resolution, as ori- 
ginally moved, in the words following, to wit: 
. € Resolved, That the injunction of secrecy imposed 
on the proceedings which have been transacted with 
closed doors, during the present session, be removed.” 


It was resolved in the affirmative—yeas 63, 
nays 56, as follows: 

Yeas—Evan Alexander, Burwell Bassett, Geo. 
M. Bedinger, Silas Betton, William Butler, John 
Campbell, Martin Chittenden, Christopher Clark, 
Joseph Clay, Leonard Covington, Samuel W. 
Dana, John Davenport, jun., John Dawson, Jas. 
Elliot, Caleb Ellis, Wm. Ely, John W. Eppes, 
James M. Garnett, Charles Goldsborough, Peter- 
son Goodwyn, Edwin Gray, Seth Hastings, Da- 
vid Holmes, David Hough, John G. Jackson, 
Walter Jones, James Kelly, Thomas Kenan, Mi- 


chael Leib, Joseph Lewis, jun., Patrick Magruder, 
Josiah Masters, Thomas Moore, John Morrow, 
Jonathan O. Mosely, Jeremiah Nelson, Thomas 
Newton, jun., Timothy Pitkin, jun., Josiah Quin- 
cy, John Randolph, John Rea of Pennsylvania, 
Jacob Richards, Peter Sailly, Thomas Sammons, 
Thomas Sandford, John C. Smith, John Smith, 
Samuel Smith, Thomas Spalding, Richard Stan- 
ford, William Stedman, Lewis B. Sturges, Sam- 
uel Taggart, Benjamin Tallmadge, Samuel Ten- 
ney, Philip R. Thompson, Thomas W. Thomp- 
son, Abram Trigg, Killian K. Van Rensselaer, 
Peleg Wadsworth, David R. Williams, Marma- 
duke Williams, and Alexander Wilson. 
Nays—Willis Alston}: jun., Isaac Anderson, 
Joseph Barker, Barnabas Bidwell, William Black- 
ledge, John Blake, jun., Thomas Blount, Robert 
Brown, George W. Campbell, John Chandler, 
Jobn Claiborne, John Clopton, Frederick Conrad, 


“Orchard Cook, Jacob Crowninshield, Richard 


Cutts, Ezra Darby, William Dickson, Elias Earle, 
Peter Early, Ebenezer Elmer, William Findley, 
James Fisk, Andrew Gregg, Isaiah L. Green, Si- 
las Halsey, John Hamilton, William Helms, Jolin 
Lambert, Matthew Lyon, Duncan MacFarland, 
Robert Marion, William McCreery, Nicholas R. 
Moore, Jeremiah Morrow, Gurdon 8S. Mumford, 
Roger Nelson, Gideon Olin, John Pugh, Thomas 
M. Randolph, John Rhea of Tennessee, John 
Russell, Martin G. Schuneman, Ebenezer Sea- 
ver, James Sloan, John Smilie, Henry Southard, 
Joseph Stanton, David Thomas, Joseph B. Vat- 
num, John Whitehill, Robert Whitehill, Elipha- 
let Wickes, Nathan Williams, Richard Winn,- 
and Joseph Winston. ea 
And then the House adjourned. 
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of pre-emption, $474,000 acres have been disposed of, 
at the ordinary sales; making, altogether, with the 
preceding sales, from the time when the land offices 
were opened in 1800 and 1801, an aggregate of near 
two millions of acres. The actual payments by pur- 
chasers, which, during the year ending on the 30th 
September, 1804, had amounted to 432,000 dollars; and 
had not, in any one previous year, exceeded 250,000 
dollars, have, during the year ending on, the 30th Sep- 
tember, 1805, amounted to 575,000 dollars ; of which 
sum 536,000 dollars were paid. in specie, and the- resi- 
due in stock of the public debt.. The specie receipts 
from that source may, for the ensuing year, be safely 
estimated at five hundred thousand dollars. mt 
The receipts arising from the permanent revenue of 

the United States may, therefore, without even in- 

cluding the duties on postage and other small inci- 

dental branches, be computed, for the year. 1806, at 

twelve millions and five hundred thou- cee a 

sand dollars ~- .- - ~ :~ $12,500,000 
The payments in tho Treasury,during the. 

same year, on account of the tempora- 

ry loans constituting the “ Mediterra- 

nean fund” which will have accrued 

to the 31st day of March next, are es- 

timated at nine hundred thousand dol- 

lars, and about one hundred thousand 

may be expected from the arrears of 

internal duties and of the direct tax, 

and from other incidental branches; 

making for temporary and. incidental 

receipts, one million dollars - 
The balance of specie in the Treasury, 

which, on the 30th day of September 

last, amounted to 4,575,654 dollars, 
will, as the receipts and current. ex- 

penditures of the present quarter may 

be considered as nearly equal, be di- 
- minished at the end of this year, only 

by the payments on account of the 

American claims assumed ‘by the con- 

vention with France; and as the 

whole amount of those claims which 

remained unpaid on- the 30th day of 

September last, will, in this estimate, 

be stated amongst the expenditures of 

1806, the whole of the above-mention- 

ed balance may be added to the re- ; 

ceipts of that year, viz: - - - .. 4,575,000 


STATE OF THE FINANCES. 


[Communicated to the Senate, December 9, 1805.] 


In obedience to the directions of the act sup- 
Pemeniary to the act, entitled “An act to estab- 
ish the Treasury Department,” the Secretary of 
the Treasury respectfully submits the following 
report and estimates: 


. ; Revenue and Receipts. 

The net revenue, arising from duties on merchandise 
“and, tonnage, which accrued during the year 1801, 
amounted to - - - - - $12,020,279 

The net revenue, arising from the same 

. source, which accrued during the year 

. +1805, amounted to - - - - 10,154,564 

That which accrued during the year 
_ 1803, amounted to - - - - 11,306,430 

And that which accrued during the year 

1804, amounted, after deducting that 
“portion which arose from the additional 
' “duties, constituting the Mediterranean 

fund, as will appear by the statement 

A,to = = = = = “= 12,672,323 

It is ascertained that the net revenue which has ac- 
crued during the three first quarters of the year 1805, 
does not fall short of that of the corresponding quar- 
ters of the year 1804. And that branch of revenue 
may, exclusively of the Mediterranean fund, be safely 
éstimated, for the present, at twelve millions of dollars, 
which is nearly the average of the two years 1803 and 
1804. 

: The defalcation which took place in the year 1802, 

and the increase in the next following years, suffi- 
ciently show that no inconsiderable portion of that 
branch. of the- revenue is due to the neutrality of the 

United States, during the continuance of war in Eu- 

rope. Yet, if the revenue of 1802, the only year of 

European peace. since 1792, be considered as the best 

basis on which to form an estimate, this, with an addi- 

tion of ten per cent. on account of the increase of pop- 
ulation for three years, and of near 300,000 dollars, the 
computed revenue of New Orleans, will give a result 

of near eleven millions and a half. The statement B 

exhibits in detail the several species of merchandise 

and other sources from which that revenue was collect- 

ed during the year 1804. 

The revenue arising from the sales of public lands 
has been greater during the year ending on the 30th 
September, 1805, than that.of any preceding year. It 

>. appears by the statement C that, during that period, 

“besides 145,000 acres sold to porsons claiming a right 


1,000,000 


Making, in the whole, an aggregate of > 
more than eighteen millions of dollars $18,075,000 
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: Expenditures. 
The expenses of the year 1806, which must be de- 
frayed out of those resources, are, like the revenue, 
either of a permanent nature or temporary. 
The permanent expenses are estimated at 11,450,- 

000 dollars, and consist of the following items, viz: 

1. The annual appropriation of eight millions of dol- 
lars for the payment of the principal and interest of 
the public debt, of which more than 4,000,000 dol- 
lars will be applicable to the discharge of the princi- 
pal, and the residue to the payment of 
interest ~ - - - - - $8,000,000 

2. For the civil department and all do- 
mestic expenses of a civil nature, in- 
cluding invalid pensions, the. light- 
house and mint establishments, the 
expenses of surveying public lands, 
the third instalment of the loan due to 
Maryland, and a sum of 150,000 dol- 
lars, to meet such miscellaneous claims 
or grants as may be allowed by Con- 
gress - - - - - ~ 

3. For expenses incident to the inter- 
course with foreign nations, including 
the permanent appropriations for Al- 
giers - - - - - - 200,000 

4, For the Military and Indian depart- 
ments, including the permanent appro- 
priations for certain Indian tribes - 

5. For the Naval establishment, (exclu- 
sively of deficiencies for the service of 
the years 1804 and 1805, which are 
estimated at $600,000) - ~- - 


1,150,000 


1,030,000 


1,070,000 


$11,450,000 
The extraordinary demands for the 
year 1806 amount to four millions of 
dollars, viz: 
The Navy deficiencies for 1804 and 1805, 
as above-mentioned - - $600,000 
And the balance of the Amer- 
ican claims assumed by the 
French convention, which 
remained unpaid on the 
thirtieth of September last, 
amounting to -~ - - 3,400,000 
——— 4,000,000 


Making altogether - - - $15,450,000 


It appears from the preceding statement, that the 
permanent revenues of the United States will, during 
the ensuing year, exceed the permanent expenditures 
more than one million of dollars; and that the mon- 
eys already on hand, together with the temporary re- 
sources of the. year, will, after leaving the sum which 
it is always necessary to keep in the Treasury, be suf- 
ficient to discharge the Navy deficiencies, and the 
whole amount of the claims assumed by the conven- 
tion with France, the large receipts of last year ren- 
dering it unnecesary to recur for that object to the loan 
authorized by the act of the 10th of November, 1803. 


Mediterranean Fund. 

It appears by the statement B that the additional 
duty of two-and-a-half per cent. on goods paying duties 
ad valorem, which constitutes the “Mediterranean 
fund,” amounted during the last six months of 1804, to 
563,038 dollars. And it is ascertained that the amount 
of duty accrued during the year ending on the 30th 


day of June, 1805, was 990,000 dollars. This apparent 
product will, it is true, be diminished by subsequent ex- 
portations ; but it is believed, from a view of the value 
of the goods imported in 1803 and 1804, which are 
charged with that duty, that the fund may be estimated 


as producing nearly 900,000 dollars a year. If that 
estimate be correct, the fund will ultimately produce, 
during the one year and nine months commencing on 
the 1st day of July, 1804, and ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1806 - - - - - $1,575,000 

The expenses heretofore charged on that 
fund, have been, viz : 
Paid in 1804, to the Navy Department, un- 

der the act constituting the 

fund - - - - - $525,000 
Paid in 1805, to the said De- 

partment, by virtue of the 

second section of the act of 


25th January, 1805 - - 590,000 
Making, altogether, -= 1,115,000 

And leaving an wnappropriated surplus, es- 
timated at - - - - - - 460,000 


But which will be more than absorbed by the Navy 
deficiencies above-mentioned. 

The moneys actually received or to be received into 
the Treasury, on account of that fund, prior to the Ist 
day of January, 1806, are estimated at about 600,000 
dollars. The residue will be received between that 
day and the 31st of March, 1807, and credit has been 
taken for a sum of 900,000 dollars on that account, in 
the preceding estimate of the receipts of the year 1806, 


Public Debt. 


The payments on account of the principal of the pub- 
lic debt have, during the year ending on the 30th 
September, 1805, exceeded four millions three hun- 
dred and seventy-seven thousand dollars, as appears 
by estimate D - - - - $4,377,898 63 

The two last instalments due to Great 
Britain, and amounting to one mil- 
lion seven hundred and seventy-six 
thousand dollars, have also been 


discharged during the same period, 1,776,000 00 


. Making, in the whole, a reimburse- 


ment of more than six millions one 


hundred and fifty thousand dollars 6,153,898 63 


As the exportation of the specie necessary to dis- 
charge the last-mentioned instalment, would have 
been sensibly felt, it was found eligible to pay it in 
London, in conformity with the authority given by the 
act of the 3d of March, 1805; and the operation was 
effected at par, by the Bank of the United States. 
It appears by the same statement D, 

that the payments on account of the 

public debt, from the ist April, 1801, 

to the 30th September, 1805, have 


amounted to almost $18,000,000 - 17,954,790 49 


| During the same period there have 


been paid to Great Britain, in satis- 
faction and discharge of the money 
which the United States might have 
been liable to pay, in pursuance of 
the provisions of the 6th article of 


the Treaty of 1794 + - - 2,664,000 00 
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The balance in the Treasury amounted, 
on the Ist day of April, 1801, to 
$1,794,052 59 

And on the 30th day of 
September, 1805, to 4,575,654 37 


Making an increase of 2,781,601 78 
From which, deducting 

the proceeds of the 

sales of the Bank 

shares - - - 1,287,600 00 


Leaves for the increase arising from 


the ordinary revenue - - - 1,494,001 78 


Making, in the whole, a difference of 
more than twenty-two millions. of 
dollars in favor of the United States, 
during that period of four years and 
ahalf - - - - - = $22,112,792 27 


In order to give a more general and concise view of 
the receipts and expenditures of the United States, 
during the four years, commencing on the Ist day of 
April, 1801, and ending on the 31st day of March, 
1805, than can be derived from the annual printed ac- 
counts, a statement, marked H, and several explana- 
tory statements, marked H 1, to H 8, have been added 
to those which usually accompany this report. : 

From those it appears, that a sum of fifty millions six 
hundred and. sixty-seven thousand four hundred and 
sixty-seven dollars and four cents, has been paid into 
the Treasury during that period, viz: 

From duties on tonnage, and on the 

importation of foreign merchandise $45,174,837 22 
From all other- sources, (including 

$1,596,171 43 cents, arising from 

the sales of Bank shares and of pub- 

lic vessels) - - - - ‘= 5,492,629 82 


50,667,467 04 


. And that the expenditures, during the same period, 
have amounted to forty nine millions six hundred and 
sixty five thousand five hundred and twenty-seven dol- 
. lars and fifty-six cents, which have been disbursed for 
the following purposes: 

I. Less than one-third of the whole has been suffi- 
cient to defray all the current expenses of the United 
States, viz :- 

For the civil list, and all domestic ex- 
enses of a civil na- i 

“ture -> - - 3,786,114 79 
For the military estab- 

lishment and Indian 


department ~ - 4,405,192 26 
For the naval establish- 
ment - - = 4,842,635 15 


For the expenses attend- 
ing. intercourse with 
foreign nations - 1,071,487 84 


Amounting, altogether, to - 

2. Near one-third was necessary to pa 
the interest on the public debt, viz : 
On which subject it may not.be im- 
proper to observe, that a part of that 
sum, amounting to $2,160,000, was 
paid on account of the interest on the 


14,105,380 04 
16,278,700 95 


deferred stock, a charge which com- 
menced only in the year 1801, and was, 
therefore, in addition to the annual 
sum wanted before that year, for the 
payment of interest on the public debt. 

3. More than one-third, and which 
may be considered as the surplus rev- 
enue of the United States, during that 
period, has been applird toward the re- 
imbursement and extinguishment of 
the debt, viz: f 
On account of the principal of the pub- 

lic debt proper - $16,317,663 92 
In payment of debts 

contracted . before 

the Ist day of April, 

1801, and arising 

under the British 

Treaty and under 

the French Con- 

vention of the 30th 

September, 1800 m 2,963,782 65 
c 19,281,446 57 


$49,665,527 56 


It is sufficiently evident, that, while one-third of the 
national revenue is necessarily absorbed by the pay- 
ment of interest, a persevering application of the re- 
sources afforded by seasons of peace and prosperity, to 
the discharge of the principal, in the manner directed 
by the Legislature, is the only effectual mode by which 
the United States can ultimately obtain the full com- 
mand of their revenue, and the free disposal of all their 
resources. Every year produces a diminution of interest, 
and a positive increase of revenue. Four years more 
will be sufficient to discharge, (in addition tothe annual 
reimbursements on the 6 per cent. and deferred stocks,) 
the remainder of the Dutch debt, and the whole of the 
eight per cent., Navy six per cent., five and a half per 
cent., and four and a half per cent. stocks. As the 
portion of the public debt which shall then remain un- 
paid, will consist of the six per cent. deferred, and Lou- 
isiana stocks, neither of which can be reimbursed, ex- 
cept at the periods, and in the proportions fixed by con- 
tract, and of the three per cent. stock, which its low 
rate of interest will render it ineligible to discharge at 
its nominal value, the rapidity of the reduction of the 
debt, beyond the annual reimbursements permitted by 
the contracts, will, after the year 1809, depend on the 
price at which purchases may be effected. And, should 
circumstances render it eligible, a considerable portion 
of the revenue now appropriated for that purpose, may 
then, in conformity with existing provisions, be applied 
to other objects. 

All which is respectfully submitted. 

ALBERT GALLATIN, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
Treasury Department, Dec. 9, 1805. 


EVIDENCES OF PUBLIC DEBT. 


[Communicated to the House, Dec. 28, 1805.] 


Treasury Department, Dec. 28, 1805. 
Sır: I have the honor to enclose the copy of 
the extract of a letter pointing out certain abuses, 
which are said to arise from the operation of the 
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law authorizing the receipt of evidences of the stock, calculated on that principle, and on a sup- 
public debt, in payment for the lands of the Uni-! position that a six per cent. stock is at par, for the 
ted States, passed on the 3d day of March, seven- | first day of every quarter from the Ist of January, 


teen hundred and ninety-seven. , : f 

Although the letter having been received only 
afew days ago, it has not yet been ascertained 
whether the facts. alluded to-arey in this instance, 
truly stated, there is no doubt that such abuses 
may take place, and that, whilst the law continues 
in force, it will be difficult to prevent them. 


Indeed, it cannot be doubted that, with very 
few exceptions, the law is of no utility to actual 
purchasers, So far as relates to the reduction of 
the public debt, the act is useless, since the annual 
appropriation of eight millions of dollars has been 
made ; and it may, on the contrary, by creating a 
competition in the market, impede the object 
whenever it should be thought proper to apply a 
part of the appropriation to purchases of the debt. 
To.this may be added, that the uncertainty result- 
ing from the provision of the payments in specie, 
which might otherwise be relied upon, deranges 
the general operations of the Treasury. 


Talso beg leave to observe, that, by the act of 
the: 8th of May, 1792, and all the subsequent acts 
contain a similar provision, the Commissioners of 
the Sinking Fund are authorized to purchase the 
debt of the United States at its market price, if 
not exceeding the par or true value thereof. 


This last limitation does not seem sufficiently 
explicit; but the construction heretofore adopted, 
and which will be, of course, adhered to, unless 
altered by an explanatory act, is, that, by true 
value, is meant the nominal value or amount of 
the stock. It follows, that, on the one hand, the 
Commissioners may give one hundred dollars for 
every nominal hundred dollars of the three. per 
cent.. stock, provided they shall not give more 
than the market price; whilst, on the other-hand, 


they: are; in fact, precluded trom. making any |: 


dere of the eight per cent. stock; as its mar- 
et must necessarily exceed its nominal value. 


Permit me, therefore, respectfully. to submit the 
propriety of fixing, absolutely, by law, the price 
which the Commissioners may give for stock. 
That for the six and. deferred stock may remain 
as it now stands, that is to say, not to exceed the 
nominal value of its unredeemed amount; the 
limitation in relation to the three per.cent. stock 
may be easily fixed, at any rate which Congress 
may think proper. 

That for the eight per ‘cent. stock is more dif- 
ficult to fix, because-its sinks, every quarter, in 
value, and will continue so-till the first day of 
January, 1809, when it becomes redeemable, and 
therefore, equal to its nominal value. It may, in 
the mean while, be considered as consisting, first, 
of a six per cent. stock, payable at the time above- 
mentioned, and worth par; secondly, of an annuity 
of two per cent. a year, (or rather at the rate of 
half per cent. quarterly) which will cease, also, 
on the first of January, one thousand eight hun- 
dred, and when the stock will be paid off. 


The annexed table shows the true value of the 


1806, to the Ist of January, 1809.: It must, how- 
ever, be cbserved,. that, from the first day, till 
withia fourteen days of the end of each quarter, 
the stock will progress a little in value, as the. time 
of receiving the dividend approaches. © But on 
that account, and because the variations in the 
prices of stock do not ascend-to such minute frac- 
tions as are exhibited in the table, it may be more 
simple to fix the limitation by the gross amount 
of the two per cent. annuity which may, at the 
time, be still demandable, without making any de- 
duction for the discount. The commissioners 
would, on that principle, be authorized to give no 
more that 106 per cent. during the first quarter 
of the year-1806, no more than 1054 per cent du- 
ring the ensuing quarter, and so on, diminishing 
half per cent each quarter, so as to give no more 
than 1003. per cent. during the last quarter of the 
year 1808, and paying at par, according to con- 
tract, the residue of the unpurchased principal, on 
the Ist of: January, 1809. There are two other 
limitations, in the powers. of. the commissioners 
to.purchase stock, which may require some modi» 
fications. By the first, no purchase can be made, 
except during the first thirty days of each quarter 
—a provision, the object: of which I cannot per- 
ceive; as the situation of the Treasury and. the 
price of stock may often render another more eligi- 
ble. ‘The other-directs the purchases to be made 
by a known agent, and by open purchase, or by 
receiving sealed proposals; and, although it may 
be more eligible for the commissioners themselves 
to make the purchase in that way, because it will 
prevent any improper imputation attaching to 
their conduct, it is not less true that that mode 
must necessarily raise the price of stocks, and pre- 
vent any purchases on favorable terms. ; 

Although there are yet considerable parts: of 
the public debt which may be reimbursed, as pur 
chases may, however, be found, under certain-cir- 
cumstances, more advantageous to the United 
States, I have thought it my duty to lay these ob- 
servations before the Committee of Ways and 
Means. But I beg, at the same, time to be indulged 
in expressing my opinion, that a sinking fund 
which acts by purchase is better calculated to raise 
the prices of stock, and-as an engine to favor loans 
and an increase of debt, than for the purpose of 
redeeming it on reasonable terms. And as the 
nature of the existing species of stocks will :offer 
a powerful, perhaps insuperable obstacle, to the 
whole redemption, within the time contemplated 
by the Legislature, I intend, in a subsequent com- 
munication, to submit to the consideration of the 
committee, a plan for the conversion of ‘the old 
six deferred and three per cent. stocks into a six 
per cent. stock, which may be redeemed within the 
expected period. `> 

I have the honor to be, &e. 

“ALBERT GALLATIN. 
To the Hon. Jonn RANDOLPH, 
Chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 
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An estimate exhibiting the true value of one hundred 
dollars eight per cent. stock, redeemable after the 
year 1808, on the supposition of six per cent stock 
being at par, for the first day of each quarter, from 
the Ist January, 1806, to the 1st January, 1809. 


In the year of 1806, January 1 - -  - $105 46 
In the year of 1807, January 1 - - - 103 74 
In the year of 1808, January 1 - - - 101 93 
In the year of 1809, January 1 - - - 100 00 
In the year of 1806, April 1 e - =- 105 04 
In the year of 1807, April 1 - - = 103 30 
In the year of 1808, April. 1. - - - 101 46 


In the year of 1809, April 1. 


In the year of 1806, July 1 -~ - - - 104 6l 
In the year of 1807, July 1- - - 102 85 
In-the year of 1808, July 1 - - - - 100 98 
In the year of 1809, July 1. 

In the year of 1806, October 1 - - - 104 18 
In the year of 1807, October 1 - - - 102 39 
In the yearof 1808, October 1 - - - 100 49 


‘In the year of 1809, October 1. 


Extract of a letter, &c. 

‘The clerks in that office are engaged in what 
‘they call the stock business. They get stock 
‘tyansferred, in payment for the lands, of such 
people as will pay them their money without ta- 
‘king .an office receipt. Now, the grievance.that 
I would complain of is, that it is almost im possi- 
ble to get business done in that-office, unless the 
person applying will consent to let them have 
- their money that they:may pay, in stock. As for 
my part, I had rather do my own business. When 
a man goes into the office, one of the clerks ad- 
dresses him, that he cannot have his business 
done, unless he waits two or three days; and re- 
commends to him to leave his money with ano- 
ther one, which I suppose to'be a clerk also, who 
offers to do the business for him, provided he will 
‘let him transfer stock for his payment; and thus 
they worry many people out of their money. As 


and.as it is no advantage ‘to me, I had rather pay 
‘thy money and get my receipt, without further 
trouble,” 


SINKING FUND. 


spectfully report to Congress as follows: 

That the measures which have been authorized. 
by the Board, subsequent to their report of 5th of 
February, 1805, so far.as the same have been com- 
pleted, are fully detailed in the report of the Sec-: 
retary of the Treasury to-this Board, dated the. 
fourth day of the present month, and in the state- 
ments therein referred to, which are herewith 
transmitted, and prayed-to be received as part of 
this report. . 

G. CLINTON, President of the Senate. 

J. MARSHALL, Chief Justice. 

JAMES MADISON, Secretary of State. 

A. GALLATIN, Secretary of Treasury. 
J. BRECKENRIDGE, Attorney Gen’ral. 
Wasuineton, Feb. 5, 1806. 

9th Con.—37 


{Communicated to. the Senate, Feb.-5, 1806.] 
‘The Commissioners of the ‘Sinking Fund re- 


The Secretary of the Treasury respectfully reports 
to the Commissioners of the Sinking Fund: 


That the balance remaining unexpended at the close 
of the year 1803, and applicable to payments falling” 
due after that year, which balance, as appears by 
the statement B, annexed to the last annual report, 
amounted to one million three hundred and forty- 
nine thousand one ‘hundred and thirty-six dollars 
and fifty one cents - - - - $1,349,136 51 

Together with the disbursements made 
during the year 1804 out of the Treas- 
ury, on account of the principal and 
interest of the public debt, which dis- 
bursements, as appears by the state- 
ment C, annexed to the last annual 
report, amounted to eight millions two 
hundred and fifty-nine thousand eight 
hundred and forty-five dollars and 
fifty-five cents - - - - 

And with a further sum arising from 
profit on the remittances from Amer- 
ica to Europe, purchased in the year 
1804, which profits, as appears by the 
statement D, annexed to the last an- 
nual report, amounted to forty-five 
thousand forty-nine dollars and twen- 
ty-five cents -~ - - - - 


8,259,846 55 


45,049 25 
‘And amounting, altogether, to nine mil- 

lions six hundred and fifty-four thou- 
sand and thirty-one dollars and thirty- 


one cents - - - - - 9,654,031 3r 


Have been accounted for in the following manner, viz s 
1. There was repaid into the Treasury, during the: 
year 1804, on account of ‘the ptincipal of protested 
bills, and of advances ‘made to Commissioners of 
Loans, as appears by the statement E, annexed to 
the last annual report, a sum of one hundred and 
twenty-one thousand, four hundred and forty-six 
dollars and fifty-one cents - - $121,446 51 


the same year, to the payment of the 
principal and interest of the public 
debt, as ascertained by accounts:ren- 
dered to the Treasury Department, 
amount, as will appear by the state- 
ment A, to seven ‘millions two hun- 
dred and fifteen thousand six hundred 
and nine dollars and-sixty-six cents: 
1st. Paid in. reimbursement of the 
principal of the debt - 3,207,587 65 
2d. Paid on account of ~ 

the interest and charges 

on the same - ~ 4,008,022 


to this stock business, 'I know nothing about -it; |7 The sums actually applied, during 


01 


, 7,215,609 66 
3, The balance remaining unexpended re 

at the close of the year 1804, and ap- 

plicable to payments falling due after 

that year, ascertained by accounts ren- 

dered to the Treasury Department, 

amounted, as will appear by. the state- 

ment B, to two, millions three hun- 

dred and sixteen thousand nine hun- . 

dred and seventy-five dollars.and four-. 


teen cents =-  - - =, 2,316,975 14 


9,654,031 31 
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‘That, during the year 1805, the following disburse- 
ments were made out of the Treasury, on account 
„of the principal and interest of the public debt: 

4. On account of the reimbursement and interest of 
the domestic debt. . - - - - $4,583,960 54 

%..On account of domestic, loans, ob- f 

` tained from the, Bank of the United 
States, viz: on account of the.princi- 
pal - - ~ = 700,000 00 
Onaccount of the interest 56,170 12 

756,170 12 


3, On account of the domestic unfund- 
ed debt - - - - “ - 
4. On account of the principal and in- 
terest of the foreign debt, and of the 
interest on the Louisiana stock - 


“8,061 71 


1,980,316 70 


Amounting, altogether, as will appear 
by the annexed list of warrants, ©, 
to seven millions three hundred and 
twenty-eight thousand five hundred 
and nine dollars and seven cents - 7,328,509 07 


Which disbursements were made out of the following 
funds, viz: 

1, From the fund constituting the annual appropria- 
tion of eight millions of dollars, for the year 1805, 
viz: from the fund arising from interest on the debt 
transferred to the Commissioners of the Sinking 
Fund, as per account I`- 711,737 41 
From the funds arising. bia 

from the sales of public 
lands, being the amount 
of moneys paid into the 
Treasury from Ist July, 
1804, to the 30th June, 
1805, as per account K 
From the proceeds of du- 
ties on goods, wares, 
and merchandise, im- 
ported, and on the ton- 
nage of ships or vessels 5,904,839. 37. 
7,170,098 41 


653,521 63 


Which sum of $7,170,098 41, together 
with the sum advanced: during the 
year 1804, on account of the appro- 
priation for the year 1805, amount- 
ing, as appears by the last annual 
report, to $829,901 59, makes, in the 
whole, the. annual appropriation, for 
the year 1805, of . - $8,000,000 


2. From the proceeds of duties on goods, 
wares, and merchandise, imported, and 
on the tonnage of ships or vessels, ad- 
vanced in part, and on ‘account of the 
annual appropriation for the year 1806 

3, From repayments in the Treasury, on 
account of remittances purchased. for 
providing for the foreign debt, and of 
advances made to Commissioners of 
Loans, as will appear by the statement 
E, viz: Repayment of the purchase - 


67,716 02 


money and advances - - 66,703 02 
Damages and interest recov- 
ered - - - ~ 20,731 20 


4, From the moneys appropriated by law, 
for paying commissions to agents em- 


‘been rendered to the Treasury Department. 


87,434 22 


ployed in the purchase of remittances, 
for the foreign debt, being the amount 
paid at the Treasury, during the year 
1805, for that object, as will appear by 
the statement C - - - z 
That the above-mentioned disburse- 

ments, together with the above-stated 

balance of dollars - - - - 2,316,975 14 
Which remained unexpended at the 

close of the year 1804, and with a 

further sum arising from profit on re- 

mittances from America to Europe, 

purchased. in the year 1805, and 

amounting, as will appear by the state- 

ment D,to - - - - 


3,260 42 


117,137 52 
And amounting, altogether, to nine mil- 
lions seven hundred and sixty-two 
thousand six hundred and twenty-one 
dollars and seventy-three cents - 9,762,621 73 


Will be accounted for in the next annual report, in 
conformity with the accounts which shall then have 
That, in 
the mean while, the manner in which the said sum has 
been applied is estimated as follows: 

1. The repayments into the Treasury, on account of 
principal, have, during the year 1805, amounted, as 
by the above-mentioned statement E, to $66,703.02 

2. The sums actually applied, during the 
year 1805, to the payment of the ptinci- 
pal and interest of the public debt, are 
estimated as follows, viz: 1st. Paid in 
reimbursement of the principal of the 
public debt - - - 3,905,291 61 
2d. Paid on account of in- s 

terest and charges on 
the same - - - 4,142,853 18 
———— 8,048,144 79 


As will appear by the estimate F. 
8. The balance.remaining unexpended at 

the close of the year 1805, and applica- 

ble to payments falling due after that 

year, is estimated, as per estimate G, at 9,762,621 73 


That no purchases of the public debt have been 
made since the date of the-last report to Congress. 

And that the statement H. exhibits the amount of 
stock transferred to the Commissioners of the Sinking 
Fund, in trust for the United States, to the 31st De- 
cember, 1805, including the sum of $98,909 41, being 
the aggregate of the several ‘species of stock trans- 
ferred in the year 1805, in payment for public lands. 

Al which is respectfully submitted. __ 

. ALBERT GALLATIN, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
Treastry Deranrment, Feb. 4, 1806. 


SPAIN. 


[Communicated December 10, 1805.] 


To the Senate and House of i 


Representatives of the United States ; 
“The enclosed documents ‘relating to my Mes- 
sage of the 6th instant, not being ready at that 
date, E thought it better not to detain the Message, 


| but to communicate these papers afterwards, as 
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supplementary to those then sent. They are not 
of a nature to be deemed confidential. 
TH. JEFFERSON. 
Decemper 10, 1805. 


Extract of a letter from Charles Pinckney, Esq, Min- 
ister at Madrid, to the Secretary of State dated 


Avaust, 1805. 


I have written to you lately very often, inform- 
ing you of the Spaniards being now in the habit 
of capturing our vessels as much as during the 
last war. The following is the list transmitted to 
me of American vessels taken by the Spaniards, 
and sent into Algeziras for adjudication, since my 
last to you: 

Brigantine Ann Isabel, of Virginia, Williams, 
master; brigantine Vereries, Pisa ; brigantine Di- 
do, Shail, master, from Marblehead ; ship Mary, 
Robert Stevenson; ship Eagle, Nehemech Sha- 
ler, last from Liverpool; brigantine Jefferson, 
Simon Buhmond; brigantine Polly and Nancy, 
of Baltimore, John Croan; schooner Molengue, 
John Waterman, of New York; schooner Lef- 
fen, William Maret, of Virginia; brigantine Di- 
ana, Sylvester Simmons, of New Haven. 


Extract of a letter from Charles Pinckney, Esq., Min- 
ister at Madrid, to the Secretary of State, dated 


SEPTEMBER 22, 1805. 


My last informed you I was still under the ne- 
cessity of remaining here until the 22d October, 
on account of all the mules being embargoed for 
the King’s service until that day, so that I could 
not before goto the Sitio to take leave; that I 
had still been without the pleasure of seeing Mr. 
Erving, or Mr. Bowdoin; and, that not being able 
to walt for them any longer, I should, when I 
went away, leave Mr. Young charged with our 
affairs, until they, or one of them came; that, du- 
ring this time, and constantly, I have been busily 
employed with this Court in endeavoring to ar- 
yest the numerous depredations of their priva- 
teers on our commerce, and their condemnations of 
our vessels, and that to do this my exertions have 
not only been unceasing, but more than twenty 
letters have passed between Mr. Cevallos and 
myself on the subject. I have now the pleasure 
to send you the result by enclosing the copy of a 
letter which I have just received from Cadiz, 
and which I have received in such an unquestion- 
able shape as to leave no doubt of its authenticity. 
By this it appears my exertions have been effec- 
tual, and will probably prevent captures on that 
ground. l 


_—_— 


From the Secretary of State and the Marine to the 
Director General of the Fleet. 


Sr. Inperonso, Sept. 3, 1805. 


Sir: The Minister of the United States, com- 
plaining of new injuries and captures of Ameri- 
can vessels by Spanish cruisers, has given infor- 
mation of the carrying to Algeziras of eleven ves- 


sels of his nation, under pretext, as he says of 
their carrying English merchandise. The King, 
being made acquainted. with it, has been pleased 
to determine, that, if there be no other cause for 
the capture of these vessels than that alleged by 
the Minister, they should be put at liberty again ; 
since, according to the fifteenth article of the Trea- 
ty with the United States, “the American flag 
secures the freedom of the merchandises, although 
they may be enemy’s property.” Butif the cause 
of the detention be any other, His Majesty requires 
that they be decided in due course, and with as 
little delay as possible. I communicate it to you 
by the Royal order, in order that you may com- 
municate it to the Generals of the Departments 
of Marine, in order that they may make it known 
to the commandants of marine in every district, 
and to the owners of privateers, informing them 
that they will be responsible for the injuries they 
may occasion. 


Extract of a letter from Josiah Blakely, Esq., Consul of 
the United States at St. Jago, in Cuba, to the Sec- 
retary of State, dated 

June 7, 1805. 

The brig Trio, of New York, from Liverpool for 
New Orleans, cargo dry goods, has been wholly 
unloaded, and is now offered for sale. After taking 
all the dry goods out of the ship Governor Strong, 
of Alexandria, Clark, master, her captors have 
returned her to the captain. 

Since the last evacuation of Hispaniola, more 
than one thousand American seamen have been 
landed in this port, most of them without clothes, 
and all without any possible means of support but 
such as they receive from their own Government. 


ee 


Extract from the same to the same, dated 


- Jury 1, 1805. 


The scene of robbery, destruction, evasion, per- 
jury. cruelty, and insult, to which the Americans 
captured by the French pirates, and brought into 
this and the adjacent ports, have been subjected, 
perhaps has not been equalled in a century past. 

[Here follows a list of nineteen captured ves- 
sels, with their cargoes.] 


Copy of a letter from Captain John Stinson, Com- 
mander of the ship Huntress, to the Secretary of the 
Navy. 

Lonvon, August 20, 1805. - 
Sır: On my arrival at Liverpool I wrote, for 
the information of Government, giving a state- 
ment of the capture of the ship Huntress, laden 
with Government stores. On my arrival here Mr. 

Lyman informing me he had not written, induced 

me to forward this, lest the first should miscarry. 
On June the first, latitude 36° 20’ north, longi- 

tude 74° 50’, I was brought to by a Spanish 
schooner privateer. called La Maria, commanded 
by Antonio Lobo from Porto Rico. The reason 

Lobo gave for detaining the ship was her being 

bound fora British port, and not having a Span- 
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vs 


ish passport.* After robbing the ship of ten bar- 
rels of -bread, one barrel of tar, and sundry other 
articles, took all my crew out excepting the cabin 
boy; put a prizemaster and eleven Spaniards on 
board, and ordered the ship for Porto Rico. On 
June 9th, in sight of Bermudas, was retaken by 
two English Guineamen}; after taking the Span- 
fards out, put a prizemaster and crew on board, 
and ordered the ship for Liverpool, where she ar- 
rived 16th ult. much damaged. 

` J have the honor to be your very humble servant, 

. STINSON. 


Copy of a letter from Lieutenant Joseph J. Maxwell 
to his Excellency General Castanio, Algeziras. 
U. S. Gunzoat, No. 3, 
Harpor or ALerzras, June 15, 1805. 


Sim: Ihave the honor to acquaint your Excel- 
lency that I was this morning brought to by four 
armed boats under Spanish colors, who, after ax- 
ercising the utmost insolence, and without as- 
signing the smallest reason, conducted me to this 

ort. 
p The orders received from my Government were 
to proceed with all possible despatch to the com- 
mander of the American squadron in the Medi- 
terranean. The serious consequences attending 
this unwarrantable detention must be too obvious 
to your Excellency to require a remark. I shall 
only observe that, if your Government authorizes 
indignities of this nature, to my own I must ap- 
peal for redress. I am sensible, however, this 
cannot be the case, and persuade myself that your 
Excellency will readily redress the insult offered 
the American flag in this instance, and take 
measures to prevent a repetition. 

‘Under this impression, I am, very respectfully, 


your obedient servant, 
l JOS. J. MAXWELL. 
His Excellency General Casranio. 


Copy of a letter from Lieutenant Joseph J. Maxwell, 
‘commanding Gunboat No. 3, to Commodore John 
Rodgers, 

U. S. Gunzoar No. 3, 
Harzor or Syracuse, July 8, 1805. 

Sir: Ihave to acquaint you that, on the morn- 
ing of the 15th June last, Gibraltar bearing north- 
west, distant two leagues, I was brought to by 
four Spanish gunboats, who, without examining 
a paper, or assigning any other reason than their 
suspicion of my being an Englishman, took charge 
and conducted me into Algeziras. 

It is necessary to remark, that my guns were at 
that time in the hold. Immediately on my ar- 
tival, I stated, officially, the circumstance to the 
General of Marines, which I also enclose for your 
perusal. The boat wasinstantly discharged, with 


_ * She had on board, besides the ordinary marine 
papers, a special passport from the President of the 
United States, reciting the nature of her cargo, and its 
destination for the supply of the Mediterranean squad- 
ton of the United States. She had also the passports 
of the British and French Ministers. 


many apologies, and offers of supplies and assist- 
ance, should I stand in need of them. I was re- 
quested to wait a short time the General’s answer. 
I did so till4 P.M. Apprehensive l might be 
detained much longer, and knowing the import- 
ance of the boats joining you without the small- 
est delay, I weighed without it, and stood over 
to the rock, where, for the first time since our 
separation on the 15th May,I found the John 
Adams. 


I should have waited on the General of Marine 


personally, but could not procure pratique. 


I proceeded immediately to mounting my guns, 


and sailed from Gibraltar the 18th June. 


I have the honor to be, respectfully, sir, your 


— JOS. J. MAXWELL. 
Commodore RODGERS. 


— 


CONSULATE or Tue U. S. Island of Cuba: 

I, Henry Hill, jr, Consul of the United States 
for the said island, residing at the city of Hava- 
na, do hereby certify that the documents hereunto 
annexed, marked with the letters A to G inclu- 
sive, and stamped with my Consular seal, are 
true and faithful copies of the originals lodged 
and recorded in my office, having been by me 
therewith carefully collated and compared. 

In testimony whereof, I have subscribed my 
name and affixed the seal of my office at Havana 
aforesaid, the 30th day of August, one thousand 
eight hundred and five, in the year of the inde- 


most obedient servant, 


pendence of the United States the thirtieth, 


HENRY HILL, Jr. 
UA 
CONSULATE OF THE U. S., Island of Cuba: 
By this public instrument be it known unto all 


whom the same doth, shall, or may concern, that, 
on the day of the date hereof, before me, Henry 


Hill, jr, Consul of the United States of America 
for the Island of Cuba, resident at Havana, per- 


sonally came and appeared William Cory, of 


Charleston, South Carolina, master of the brig 
Ann, and Caleb Cory, mate of said brig, who be- 
ing severally sworn on the Holy Evangelists of 
Almighty God, did solemnly depose and declare, 
that being at the port of Cavafias, in this island, | 
in the month of May last, where they were load- 
ing said vessel with a cargo for the United States, 
they saw lying therean American schooner called 
the Betsey, of New Bedford, taken by a French 
privateer called’ the Eugene, commanded by Cap- 
tain Joseph Dumas, some time previous, and sent 
into port, which said schooner had a cargo in, 
consisting of about seventy-six puncheons of rum 
and seven or eight barrels of sugar. 

That, during their stay there, they frequently 
saw the people belonging to-said privateer taking 
out the cargo of the said captured schooner and 
earrying it on shore and selling it. i 

‘That the said privateersmen, to their knowledge, 
took out the whole of the said vessel’s cargo, and 
carried it on shore, where it was sold. That it 
was so taken out and carried on shore in open 
day, without any appearance of opposition from 
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the officers of the said port of Cavafias; that, af- 
ter the said privateersmen had plundered the 
whole of the cargo aforesaid, and taken it from 
the said vessel, and all her valuable rigging and 
sails, they took the said vessel off the mouth of 
the said harbor of Cavafias and sunk her. 

And the deponent, William Cory, further saith, 
that the said privateersman offered to sell him 
rum from the said cargo at thirty dollars a pun- 
cheon, which this deponent refused to buy, even 
at that low price, well knowing they had no title 
to it, and that in them to dispose of it was rob- 
bery and piracy. 

That he was informed by the guard, which 
was on board his vessel, that said privateersmen 
had bribed the principal officer of said port, by 
giving him four puncheons of rum, to consent to 
the landing and sale of said cargo; and further 


the deponent saith not. 
WILLIAM CORY, 
CALEB CORY. 


In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my 
hand and affixed my consular seal this eighth day 
of August, in the year of our Lord one thousand 
eight hundred and five, and of the independence 
of the United States the thirtieth. 

HENRY HILL, Jr. 


—_ 


B. 


Consuuats oF rae U. S., Island of Cuba: 


By this public instrument be it known unto all 
whom the same shall, doth, or may concern, that 
I, Henry Hill, jr., Consul of the United States of 
America for the island of Cuba, resident at Ha- 
vana, do hereby certify, that, on the day of the 
date hereof, before me personally came and ap- 
peared Jacob R. Valk, late master, and George 
Allcock, late mate of, and belonging to, the schoon- 
er Sea Horse, of Charleston, who, on their sol- 
emn oaths, which they then took before me upon 
the Holy Evangelists of Almighty God, did, sev- 
erally, solemnly depose and declare, that they, 
‘the deponents, on the 9th day of June, sailed and 
departed in and with the said schooner laden 
with a cargo of flour and German linens from 
Charleston aforesaid, bound on a voyage to Span- 
ish America; that the said schooner at the com- 
ynencement thereof was tight, staunch, and strong, 
and in every respect well fitted, furnished, found, 
manned, and equipped, for the due performance 
of the said voyage, with variable winds and wea- 
ther, and without any particular occurrence until 
the 13th day of July, when they made the island 
of Blanca, on the 14th, the Tortugas, and on the 
next day arrived off Laguira. That they lay off 
and on Laguira aforesaid, until the 20th follow- 
ing; in the course of which time he, the depo- 
nent, Jacob R. Valk, made application for admit- 
tance to entry, and being informed that that port 
as well as others on that coast were shut against 
neutrals, he proceeded agreeably to his orders and 

instructions for this port of Havana. And the 
said several deponents did further depose, that in 
proceeding for the said port nothing material hap- 


pened, until the 24th following of said month of 
July, when being off the island of Jamaica they 
were brought to by His Britannic Majesty’s armed 
schooner Superior, and upon being examined and 
found to be neutral were politely dismissed. That 
they prosecuted the said voyage, making the best 
of their way for this said port, and experienced 
nothing remarkable until the 4th of August in- 
stant, when doubling Cape San Antonio, in this 
island of Cuba, they were brought to by aschoon- 
er under French colors, and boarded by an officer 
and four men, who took possession of said schoon- 
er Sea Horse, and sent the deponent, Jacob R. 
Valk, and two of his crew, on board the said pri- 
vateer, with the said schooner’s papers.. That 
the officer on board said schooner Sea Horse 
hailed the commander of said privateer, and said, 
that as he knew her to be a good prize he would 
bring her to anchor, immediately upon which 
both vessels bore away for Puerta Fuera, about 
four leagues from Cape San Antonio. 

That the commander of said privateer, aided 
by several Spaniards, who came on board her in 
canoes from their habitations on that coast, began 
rummaging the Sea. Horse, opening the hatches, 
and breaking open the packages and cases of dry 
goods, principally consisting of German linens, 
whilst the crew of the said privateer were con- 
tinually passing and repassing from one of the 
said vessels to the other, and most of them ina 
state of intoxication. 

And the said deponent, Jacob R. Valk, did“fur- 
ther depose, that being detained on board said 
privateer from the 4th to the 6th, he had ample 
opportunity of observing and examining her, and 
found her to be an American built vessel, having 
painted on her stern, Caroline of Charleston, 
which was very visible, notwithstanding some 
black paint had been put on it to efface it, which 
was not done effectually. That she was mounted 
with one carriage gun, and one swivel, and sup- 
plied with small arms, and manned with ten men, 
and two negro boys, exclusive of the captain, who 
said his name was Paul, and the privateer the 
Volante. And the said deponent did further de- 
pose, that the said Paul told him that he should 
be sent in an open boat to Havana, and upon his 
answering that he was determined to remain with 
his vessel wherever she went, the said Paul re- 
plied that if he again opened his mouth he would 
set him ashore in the woods, and leave him to 
perish. And the said several deponents did fur- 
ther depose, that on the same evening they were 
all embarked in an open boat, under the conduct 
of a Spanish fisherman, to go to a place about 
seventeen leagues distant called Mantua, where 
they received their clothes, which had been prer 
viously taken from them. Rei 

And the said Jacob R. Valk did further depose, 
that the said captain of said privateer, after hay- 
ing robbed and plundered him. of all: his sea- 
charts, his vessel’s and his own private papers, 
and also his perspective glass or telescope. and 
twenty-one ounces in gold, returned him six of 
said ounces to defray his expenses to this said 
port. And the said several deponents did sever- 
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ally further depose that James Richardson and 
Jacob Shoemaker, both citizens of the United 
States, and seamen belonging to said schooner 
Sea Horse, conducted themselves upon the cap- 
ture aforesaid in a very mutinous manner, and 
remained with their own voluntary will with the 
said privateer.. 

And I. the said Consul, do further certify, that 
the said Jacob R. Valk did, upon his arrival at 
Havana aforesaid, in due time and form, note and 
enter with me his protest in all the premises afore- 
said, and now requires of me to extend the same 
and make this public act thereof, reserving to 
himself the privilege of making any other protest 
in the premises as occasion may require. 

Wherefore, the said Jacob R. Valk doth, and I, 
the said Consul, at his request do, by these pres- 
ents most publicly and solemnly protest as well 
against the Governor at Laguira aforesaid, and 
all other public officers whom it may concern, for 
the refusal of admittance to entry as aforesaid at 
that port, as against the commander and officers 
apd crew of the said privateer for the capture, 
and detention, and robbery, and plunder of the 
said schooner Sea Horse, and her cargo, and 
against all and every person and persons, whom 
it shall or may concern, for all damages, costs, 
‘charges and expenses, already suffered, or which 
shall or may be hereafter suffered and sustained 
in the premises on account thereof, that the same 
be horne by those to whom of right it shall ap- 
pertain, to be adjusted and recovered in time and 
place convenient. 

Done and protested at Havana aforesaid. 

JACOB R. VALK, 
GEORGE ALLCOCK. 


In testimony whereof, the said deponents have 
hereunto subscribed their names, and I, the said 
Consul, have hereunto set my hand and affixed 
my consular seal this twenty-first day of August, 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hun- 
dred and five, and of the independence of the 
United States the thirtieth. 

HENRY HILL, Jr. 


C. 
ConsuLare or THE U. S., Island of Cuba: 

By this publie instrument be it known to all 
whom the same doth or may concern, that I, 
Henry Hill, jr., Consul of the United States of 
America for the Island of Cuba, resident at Ha- 
vana, do hereby certify, that, on the day of the 
date hereof, before me personally came and ap- 
peared John L. Cranston, late master of the 
schooner Caroline, of Charleston, who, being by 
me duly sworn upon the Holy Evangelists of 
Almighty God, did solemnly depose and declare 
that, on the 12th day of April last, he sailed and 
departed in and with the said schooner from 
Charleston aforesaid, with passengers, bound for 
St. Thomas, where he arrived on the Ist day of 
May following; that he sailed from thence on 
the 4th, with ballast; bound to Laguira, and ar- 
rived off the said port on the 10th, and continued 


being very much split, and the vessel otherwise 


in a bad state, and not being able to obtain per- 
mission to enter said port, he determined to bear 
away for the first port he could make, and on the 
day following was captured by His Britannic 
Majesty’s ship of war Fortune, Henry Vansittart, 
commander, who took out him, the deponent, and 


his crew, and took possession of the said schooner, 


which he armed as a tender to cruise off Curagoa. 
That on the 25th the said schooner was delivered 
up to him, being plundered of the boat, oars, an- 
chors, stores, &c. That being very much in want 
of repairs he thought it most prudent, as well for 
the preservation of the said vessel and their own 
lives, as to procure supplies, which they likewise 
stood very much in need of, to bear away for Ja- 


maica; andon the 29th of May arrived at King- 


ston in the said island, where he in due form made 
his protest. 

That he sailed from thence, after having received 
the necessary repairs and supplies; and having 
on board twenty puncheons of rum, the property, 
as he verily believes, of Andrew Ker, of Char- 
leston aforesaid, a citizen of the United States, on 
the 9th July following, bound for Charleston 
aforesaid, and on the 15th was boarded by a fe- 
lucca pirate, commanded by one Paul Cazafranca, 
who took from him all the vessel’s papers, and alk 
his letters, &c.,and also possession of said schooner 
as a prize, with which he proceeded to Puerto 
Fuera, about four leagues from Cape Antonio 
where he came to anchor; that he there unloade 
said vessel, and supplied the fishermen who were 
there with some of the rum belonging to the said 
eargo. That they continued there until the 23d 
following, when he sent the said. schooner with 
the said deponent and crew to Mantua Pavola, 
where she arrived on thesame day. And he, the 
deponent, with said crew, remained there until 
the 9th day of August, instant, without clothes or 
money,.all of which and everything else, except 
two or three shirts, they were robbed of by the said 
captors; that he there procured a boat, and upon 
the promise of paying one hundred dollars, was 
brought to this port of Havana, where they arrived 
on the 14th instant. : 

That he; the deponent, immediately despatched 
a memorial to his Excellency the Governor, stating 
the circumstances, and praying for the restoration 
of said vessel and cargo ; to which said memorial 
he has received no reply, and is of opinion that 
the same will be taken no notice of. 

And on this same day also personally appeared 
before me, Andrew Ambre, mate, and William 
Wood and John Judson, seamen, late of, and be- 
longing to, said schooner, who being by me seve- 
rally duly sworn upon the Holy Evangelists of 
Almighty God, did solemnly depose, that all and 
every the mattersand facts relating to the voyage 


aforesaid, and the capture aforesaid, are in every 


respect true. 

And the said deponent, John L. Cranston, did, 
upon his arrival, in due time and form note and 
enter with me, the said Consul, his protest in the 
premises, and now requires of me to make this pub- 


laying off and on until the 14th; that his sails į lic act thereof, reserving to himself the privilege 
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of further extending the same, or to make any 
other jn the premises, as occasion may require. ` 

Wherefore, the said John L. Cranston doth, and 
I, the said Consul, at his request, do by these pres- 


ents most publicly and solemnly protest, as well 


against the seas, gales of wind, and bad weather, 


the said schooner experienced on the said voyage, 
commander, officers, and crews of 


as against the 
the said ship of war Fortune and felucea pirate, 


for the captures, plunder, and detention aforesaid, 
and for all costs, damages, losses, and expenses 
and which shall or may be hereafter, sus- 


already, 
tained on account thereof; to the end that the 
same be borne by those to whom of right it shall 
belong to be adjusted and recovered, in time and 
place convenient. 

Done and protested at Havana aforesaid. 


JOHN L. CRANSTON, 


ANDREW AMBREE, his x mark. 


WILLIAM WOOD, his x mark. 
JOHN JUDSON. 


In testimony whereof, the said deponents have 
hereunto. subscribed their names, and I, the said 


Consul, have hereunto set my hand and affixed 


my consular seal, this ninteenth day of August, 
our Lord one thousand eight hun- 


in the year of 

dred and five, and of the Independence. of the 

United States the thirtieth. 
HENRY HILL, Jr. 


——— 


D. 
IsLanp or Cusa —HAvVANA: 


By this public instrument of protest, be it made 
known and manifest unto all whom the same 
doth, shall, or may concern, that, on the day of 
the date hereof, before me, Henry Hill, jr., Consul 
of the United States of America for the island of 


‘Cuba, resident at Havana, personally came and 
appeared John Dade, late mate of the brig Success 
of New York, whereof Nicholas Bruin was master, 


John Fuller and Josiah Pelt, late seamen, belong- 


ing to said brig, James Ferguson and John Smith, 
late passengers in said brig, who, being severally 
duly sworn on the Holy Evangelists of Almighty 
‘God, did solemnly depose and say, that they sailed 
from Kingston, (Jamaica,) on the 6th day of the 
present month of July in the said brig Success, 
pound to New York, (where the said brig is 
owned,) with a cargo on board consisting of fifty 
puncheons of rum; that nothing material hap- 

ened them until the 12th day of the same month, 
when, being in sight of Cape Antonia, (the west 
end of the island of Cuba,) about four miles dis- 
tant, they were met with, and the said brig was 
boarded by a small felucca privateer under Span- 
ish colors, which these deponents understood to be 
the Buena Union, Captain Ulariago, from this 
‘port of Havana, (then under the command of the 
mate, the said Captain Ulariago as these depo- 
nents understood, being in the city,) who, without 
any examination into the said vessel’s papers, 
captured her, puta prize master and crew on 
board, and took the whole crew, including. the 
said master and the said passengers, (except. six 


Frenchmen, who were passengers in said brig,} 
on board the said. privateer. ‘That the said mas- 
ter of the said brig was cruelly flogged, beaten, 
and otherwise abused on board the said privateer, 
and was then sent on board of his said brig. That. 
these deponents were also cruelly flogged and 
beaten on board the said privateer, and at night 
thrown into the hold and placed in irons, where: 
they lay, without having any sustenance, until 
the day following, when they were liberated from. 
the irons and suffered to come upon deck. 

That the said brig was not then to be seen, and. 
these deponents were told by the privateersmen, 
that they had sent her to Campeachy. That. the- 
said privateer two days afterwards came to anchor’ 
in a small bay near said cape, when these depo- 
nents were turned ashore, (after being robbed of 
many articles of their personal apparel,) and the 
mate of the ‘said brig of his books, charts, and 
quadrants, without any sustenance or the means 
of obtaining it; and were left to wander in an in- 
hospitable part of the island, far removed from 
any town or inhabitants, and to support their lives 
in the best manner they could. 

That being desirous of finding some town or in- 
habitants, amongst whom they might procure the 
necessaries of life, they wandered abut a day or 
two, and at length came to asmall village, where 
they were taken up before the commandant, who 
conceived them to be Englishmen, and forwarded 
them to this place, (Havana) as such; whither 
they arrived on the 30th instant, and were con~- 
veyed first to the guard-house, and afterwards.to 
the common prison of the city, where they remain- 
ed until this day, when they were liberated by or- 
der of the Governor, and paid to the jailer seven- 
teen dollars and a half jail fees. 

And thereupon the said several deponents did, 
in behalf of the said master, the owners, freight- 
ers, and all others concerned in the said cargo, re- 
quest of me to make their protest and this public 
act thereof. Wherefore, the said deponents do, 
and I, the said Consul, at their request, also do by 
these presents, most publicly and solemnly pro- 
test as well against the commander, officers, and 
crew of the said. privateer and the owners thereof, 
as against all and every other persoa and persons 
whom it shall or may concern, for the capture 
and detention of the said brig and cargo, and the 
subsequent circumstances, and for all costs, dama- 
ges, charges, and expenses attending the same, to 
the end that the same be suffered and borne by 
those to whom of right it shall appertain, to be 
adjusted and recovered in time and place conve- 
nient, 


- Done and protested at Havana aforesaid. 
JOHN DADE, 
JOHN FULLER, 
JOSIAH PELT, 
JAMES FERGUSON, 
JOHN SMITH. f 


In testimony whereof, the said deponents have 
hereunto subseribed their names, and the said 
Consul have hereunto set my hand and affixed 
my consular seal, this thirty-first day of July, A. 
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D. eighteen hundred and five, and of the inde- 
pendence of the United States the thirtieth. 
; - HENRY HILL, Jr. 


i E. 
Asuan or Cusa—Havana: 

By this public instrument of protest be it made 
known and manifest unto all whom the same 


shall, doth, or may concern, that, on the day of 


the date hereof, before me, Henry Hill, jr., Con- 
sulof the United States of America for the Island 
of Cuba, resident at Havana, personally came and 
appeared Henry Palmer, master of the brig Jason, 
of Philadelphia, who, being by me duly sworn 
upon the Holy Evangelists of Almighty God, did 
solemnly. depose and declare that, on the 7th day 
of April: last, he sailed and departed in and with 
the said brig, laden with a-cargo of salt, earthen- 
ware, porter, dry goods; &c., from Liverpool, in 
England, and bound to New Orleans, consigned 
to different persons. there, and to the best of his 


knowledge and belief, the property of citizens of 


the United States. 
That, in the prosecution of the said voyage, 


nothing material happened until the 20th day of 


June, when being in sight of Cape Antonio, four 
or five leagues distant, he discovered two sail at 
about two o’clock in the afternoon, which ap- 
peared in chase of his said vessel. 
them came up with his vessel about half past four 
o’clock, when she hoisted English colors and fired 
two guns, on which he hove to, and waited her 
coming up with him. That, after having come 
within hail, he was ordered by a person on board 
said privateer to come on board with his papers, 
which he did; after this deponent was on board 
the said privateer, the English colors were taken 
down and Spanish hoisted; and this deponent 
understood the said privateer to be called the Bu- 
ena Union, commanded by José Antonio Ulari- 
ago; the captain of which immediately after or- 
dered the people of this deponent out of the boat, 
and sent four men in his said boat on board his 
said brig, and detained this deponent, with two 
men who had come with him, on board said pri- 
vateer. 

That, after the people had got on board said 
vessel, some conversation passed between the cap- 
tain of the privateer and the people he had sent 
on ‘board the brig; and immediately after they 
altered the course of his said brig, and stood in 
towards the Island of Cuba; soon after, the other 
vessel which was in sight came up, which he, the 
deponent, understood was the French Privateer 
Napoleon, commanded by one Pierre Liquet, 
which also changed her course, and stood in to- 
wards said island, in company with said Span- 
ish privateer and the deponent’s brig. That, on 
the same day, at about ten o’clock at night, the 
three vessels aforesaid came to anchor near Cape 
Antonio, where the best bower-anchor was lost, 
and a partof the cable belonging to said brig, and 
where was also lying at anchor a small felucca 

rench privateer. The morning following, the 
21st- ultimo, the privateersmen proceeded with 


That one of 


his said brig toa small bay, where there are a 
number of small islands, about six leagues from 
where the said brig had been anchored, and the 
said privateers accompanied her. In which bay 
the said brig was brought to anchor, where also 
the said privateers came to anchor. That, amongst. 
these islands, there was lying an American schoon- 
er, called the Mary of Camden, which had been 
taken some time previous by the small felucca 
aforesaid, which accompanied the other privateers 
from Cape Antonio. 

That this deponent was suffered, in the evening 
after coming to anchor, to go on board his said 
vessel, where he discovered that all his papers, of 
every description, as well as those relating to the 
vessel as to the cargo, and his own private papers 
were taken; and that the privateersmen had 
broken into the hold of his vessel, and taken out 
of a cask, which they had broken open, a number 
of bottles of porter which belonged to the cargo 
of said vessel; that two days after their arrival 
at said bay, to wit, on the 23d, the privateersmen 
opened the hatches of his said vessel, and took 
several packages of dry goods upon deck, when 
they descried a sail in the offing; on which the 
goods were put below, and the hatches shut, and 
the said three privateersmen went out in pursuit 
of said sail, but soon after returned; that, on the 
day oann the 24th, the privateersmen again 
opened the hatches of his said vessel, and took 
out all the drý goods, being about thirty-two pack- 
ages; also, one cask, containing twenty bags of 
shot, and also a number of casks of porter, which 
they sent on board the different privateers, and 
also put on board the French privateer Napoleon 
all the dry goods ànd the said cask of shot, and 
nineteen. half-barrels of salt, and likewise robbed 
and plundered the said vessel of a considerable 
quantity of her rigging, furniture, and apparel. 

And the said deponent doth further depose and 
say, that they put :on board the said schooner 
Mary twenty casks of porter, some crates of earth- 
enware, and other articles. 

That, on the 28th, the said brig was got under 
way, with a prizemaster on board from the said 
Spanish privateer, and eight men to ber also be- 
longing, together with this deponent and three of 
his men, the mate having been put on board of 
the privateer, with three others of the crew of the 
said brig; that he, the deponent, was informed 
they were coming with said brig to Havana, but 
after coming to anchor at various places on the 
coast, at several of which a quantity of porter and 
salt was taken out of said brig and given to differ- 
ent people on the coast; and, on the 9th instant, 
they came to anchor with said brig in the harbor 
of Cavafias. i 

That, the day following, thisdeponent demanded 
leave to go on shore in order to make his situation 
known to the commandant, but was refused, and 
kept prisoner on board his said vessel until Sun- 
day, the 15th, when he was taken out with one 
of his men and put on board a small open boat, in 
which also embarked the prizemaster and four 
men belonging to the said privateer, and was in- 
formed by the prizemaster they were coming to 
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this port; that, on the day following, they arrived 
at this said port, and-this deponent was forcibly 
taken to the guard-house, and not permitted to 
have any communication with any person; and 
was so kept in prison until the next day about 
ten o’clock, when he was taken to the marine 
office and questioned relative to his capture, and 
was there set at liberty; that he,.the deponent, 
frequently demanded his papers of the said pri- 
vateersmen, which consisted of the papers of the 
said brig, invoices, and bills of lading of cargo, 
about two hundred and twenty letters, and va- 
rious other papers, but was uniformly refused 
them. 

‘And on this same day, before me also person- 
ally appeared Nathaniel Houston, chief mate, late 
of, and belonging to, the said brig Jason, who, 
being by me duly sworn upon the. Holy Evange- 
lists of Almighty God, did solemnly depose and 
declare, that all and singular the matters and facts 
before stated and set forth; are in every respect 
true. 


Whereupon, the said Henry Palmer doth, and 
I, at his request, do most publicly and solemnly 
protest; as well against the commanders, officers, 
crews, and owners, of the said Spanish and French 
privateers, as against all and every other person 
and persons whom the same shall or may con- 
cern, for the unlawful capture and detention of 
the said brig whilst in the prosecution of a lawful 
voyage, and the depredations, robbery, and plun- 
der, committed upon the said vessel, her rigging, 
furniture, and cargo, and for all damages, Tosses, 
costs, and expenses, which shall or may be sus- 
tained in the premises on account thereof. And 
the said Henry Palmer doth hereby reserve to 
himself the privilege of making any other, or 
additional protest, as need and occasion may re- 
quire. 

This done and protested at Havana, as afore- 


said. . 
. HENRY PALMER, 
NATH. HOUSTON. 


_ In testimony whereof; I have hereunto set my 
‘hand and affixed my consular seal, this 20th day 
cof August, in the year of our Lord one thousand 
‘eight hundred and five, and of the independence 
of the United States the thirtieth. 


HENRY HILL, Jr. 


— 


F. 


CONSULATE or THE U. S., Island of Cuba: 

By this public instrument of protest, be it known 
unto all whom the same shall, doth, or-may con- 
‘cern, that, on the day of the date hereof, person- 
‘ally appeared before me Jacob Paiddrick, a citi- 
‘gen of the United States, born in the county of 
Camden, State of North Carolina, late mate of 
the schooner Mary of Camden, aforesaid, Stephen 
‘Charles, master; also, John Davis and Jeremiah 
“Graves, both citizens of the United States, and 
‘late mariners on board of said schooner ; who, be- 


ing severally duly sworn on the Holy Evangelists | ~ 


of Almighty God, did depose and say, that they 
sailed from Jamaica on board of said schooner, 
bound for Charleston, South Carolina ; and that, 
while lawfully and peaceably pursuing their said 
voyage on board said vessel, with a cargo, con- 
sisting of thirty puncheons of rum and five hogs- 
heads of molasses, the property of citizens of the 
United States, they, together with said vessel and 
cargo, on the 22d of May, aforesaid, were cap- 
tured bya felucca privateer, under French colors, 
one Paul, commander, who took possession of said 
vessel and cargo, and brought her to an anchor 
the same day, near Cape Antonio; that the afore- 
said Stephen Charles, master of said schooner 
Mary, was forcibly taken out of his said vessel, 
and put on board of an American vessel bound to 
Charleston ; that these deponents, after remaining 
six or seven days on board said schooner, during 
which time she continued at anchor, were forcibly 
taken out of said vessel, and put on shore at Cape 
Antonio, without any sustenance or means of ob- 
taining it, and told to stay there and die, or go 
where they pleased; that they found several fish- 
ermen near the place aforesaid, who, pitying their 
distressed situation, hospitably supplied them with 
provisions during six or seven days; at the expi- 
ration of which time, Anselmo Henrique, who 
had a canoe, and was fishing on the coast, was 
prevailed upon, at the instance of these deponents, 
to bring them to this city of Havana, on condi- 
tion of their giving him their clothing, which 
they, these deponents, were obliged to do; that 
the said Anselmo Henrique, having received their 
clothing, took them on board his canoe, and pro- 
ceeded with them on their way hither, as far as 
the port of Cavaflas; the commandant of which 
port would not suffer them to proceed further 
in said canoe, declaring them to be Magih. 
men and spies, and placed them in the stocks as 
prisoners, and kept them there about fourteen 
hours, when they were liberated and suffered to 
proceed to this place by land, with the said An- 
selmo Henrique, where they arrived this day. 


And thereupon the said deponents, in behalf of 
themselves, the said Stephen Charles, and al 
others concerned in said: schooner and cargo, do, 
by these presents, most publicly and solemnly 
protest, and require of me to protest. Wherefore, 
at the request aforesaid, I, the said Consul, do 
protest, as well against the commander, officers, 
and crew, of the said felucca privateer, (the name 
of which is at present unknown,) Paul, command- 
er, and all others whom it may concern, for the 
illegal capture of the said schooner Mary and 
cargo, and the treatment of the said master, Ste- 
phen Charles, and they, the said several deponents, 
experienced as aforesaid, the dangers and hard- 
ships they encountered in consequence thereof, 
and for all damages, losses, costs, and charges, at- 
tending the same. ion 

This done and protested at the said city of 
Havana. 


JACOB PAIDDRICK, 
* JOHN DAVIS, 
JEREMIAH GRAVES. 
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In testimony whereof, the said 
hereunto subscribed their names, and I, the said 
Consul, have hereunto set my hand, and affixed 
my consular seal, the 14th day of June, in the 
year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 


five, and of the independence of the United States 


the twenty-ninth. 
; HENRY HILL, Jr. 


paaa 


G. 
Declaration of John Evans, master of the ship Eliza, of 
Norfolk, and of Charles Simmons, Jun., and Edward 
Lowrie, seamen belonging to said ship. 


Before me, Henry Hill, jr., Consul of the Uni- 
ted States of America for the island of Cuba, res- 
ident at Havana, on the day of the date hereof, 
personally came and appeared John Evans, mas- 
ter of the ship Eliza, of Norfolk, and Charles Sim- 
mons, jun, and Edward Lowrie, seamen belong- 
ing to said ship, who, being by me severally duly 
sworn upon the Holy Evangelists of Almighty 
God, did depose and say, and first the said John 
Evans: 

That he sailed from Norfolk in the said ship on 
or about the 12th day of October last, with a car- 
Roar board, consisting of staves and provisions, 

ound for Kingston, Jamaica, the said cargo being 
the sole property of Conway and Fortescue Whit- 
tle, merchants of Norfolk, and citizens of the Uni- 
ted States; that he arrived in and with said ship 
on or about the 5th day of November following, 
when the said cargo was sold for account of the 
said Messrs. Conway and Fortescue Whittle; 
that from Kingston he proceeded in and with said 
ship to Anotta bay, on the north side said island 
of Jamaica, for the purpose of loading his said 
ship with a cargo, where he actually purchased 
and loaded on board said ship, a cargo, consisting 
of one hundred and seventy-nine puncheons of 
rum, for the sole account and risk of the aforesaid 
Messrs. Conway and Fortescue Whittle; that he 
sailed thence in and with said ship with said car- 
go, on or about the 21st day of March following, 
pound to Norfolk aforesaid, with all the necessary 
and usual documents on board, to prove the said 
ship and cargo bona fide American property, be- 
longing to citizens of the United States; that on 
the 27th day of same month, while peaceably and 
lawfully navigating his said ship for the port of 
Norfolk aforesaid, then being in sight of the Isle 
of Pines, on the south side of this island of Cuba, 
he was met with, boarded, and unlawfully cap- 
tured by a privateer under French colors, called 
the Vigilant, commanded by'one Amado ‘Dejan, 
as he understood, who forcibly and unlawfully 
deprived this deponent. of the possession of his 
said ship and cargo, and placed a prizemaster and 
men on board thereof, from the said privateer, 


and with force and violence took this deponent 


out of his said ship, together with Onis Danion, 
first mate, and Richard Thomas, second mate 
thereof, and six of the seamen of his said ship, 
and landed them on the west end of said Isle of 
Pines, with only one day’s provisions, and with- 
out the means of procuring further sustenance; 


has reason to believe, 
tonly destroyed 5 


deponents have | that this deponent, with his said mates and crew, 


remained at said port of said island, which is en- 
tirely uninhabited, about two weeks, and sup- 
ported themselves on fish which they caught, 
there being no other food or sustenance to be pro- 
cured; at the expiration of which time, that he, 
with his said mates and crew, took passage in a 
Spanish vessel, which casually touched there, 
and were transported to the east end of said island 
of Pines, where there aresome inhabitants, whence 
this deponent, with his said mates and crew, after 
remaining four or five days, took passage in a 
Spanisa vessel, and proceeded to Batabano, in 
this island of Cuba, whence they proceeded by 
land to the city of Havana; that, after being some 
daysin this city, this deponent heard his said ship 
had been taken into Batabano, and soon after saw 
the prizemaster here who was put on board his 
said ship, who gave to this deponent the following 
papers.of said ship, declaring, at the same time, 
that he considered the said ship and cargo Ameri- 
can property; that the captain of said privateer 
had absconded and left him without support, and 
that he had no idea of pursuing her as a lawful 
prize, and had abandoned her; that the papers 
which were delivered to this deponent were the 
following: ist, the Mediterranean pass of said 
ship; 2d, sea-letter; 3d, clearance from Norfolk; 
Ath, articles of agreement between master and 


mariners of said ship; 5th, certified list of crew; 


6th bill of health, &c.; 7th, ship’s log book. That 
the said ship had a registet and certificates of 


property of cargo, bills of lading, invoices, &c., at 


the time of capture, which were taken from him, 


and which were not delivered up with the other 


papers, and which this deponent understood, and 
were unlawfully and wan- 
that this deponent, after ascet- 
taining that his said ship was in Batabano afore- 
said, and after receiving the said papers, did, on 
on the 7th day of May last, present to his excel- 
lency the Marquis. of Someruelos, Captain Gen« 
eral of said island of Cuba, a memorial, wherein 
he stated the capture of the said ship, and prayed 
that she might be restored to the rightful owners, 
from whom she had been unlawfully captured; 
that, not having any reply to his memorial, he, 
shortly after, again memorialized his Excellency, 
praying that he would order his ship to be restored ; 
that not having any reply to this, his second me- 
morial, and understanding that a part of his crew 
who were suffered to remain on board at the time 
of capture, were detained as prisoners on board in 
the said port of Batabano, and were suffering for 
the want of the necessaries of life, and that. the 
Frenchmen who remained on board,and the Span- 
iards from shore, were daily plundering from his 
said ship and cargo, and wishing to know the state 
thereof, and to grant some relief to his crew, he 
proceeded to Batabano without a passport, (the 
Captain General having refused him one,). with 
intent to go on board his said ship, and was-or- 
dered by him immediately to return to this city, 
or that he would send him. back prisoner under a 
guard of soldiers, wherefore- this deponent was 
obliged to return; that, on the 14th day of June, 
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heagain memorialized his Excellency, presenting | 


therewith all the papers of the aforesaid ship, de- 
livered up to him by the prizemaster aforesaid, 
(except the sea-letter, which was presented with 
his first memorial,) in consequence of which, on 
the day following, a decree was given, ordering 
his said ship and cargo to be restored and deliv- 
ered him, and a passport granted for him to pro- 
ceed to Batabano and take possession thereof. 

That for this purpose he proceeded to Batabano, 
and on his arrival there, the 24th of June, he pre- 
sented his passport and order to the commandant 
there, who sent with him an officer and two sol- 
diers to execute the said order and give him pos- 
session of his said ship. That accordingly, on the 
25th day of June, he received possession of his 
said ship, and on examination thereof, and of her 
cargo, there was a deficiency of the following 
articles, which had been plundered from her since 
the capture aforesaid, to wit: two boats, a string 
cable, three anchors, two new top-sails, a new 
foresail, four studding sails, two royals, several 
spars, all her spare running-rigging, all her cabin 
furniture and water casks, besides blocks, and 
many other small articles, and from her cargo, 
ninety-six whole puncheons of rum, there being 
only eighty-three remaining on board, and many 
of these wanting from ten to fifty gallons, so that 
this deponent conceives that the contents of the 
said eighty-three puncheons would not more than 
fill sixty. 

That an account was presented to him at Bata- 
pano, against said ship, of upwards of nine hun- 
dred dollars, for various articles which had been 
taken up upon the credit of the said ship by the 
Frenchman who captured her, which this depo- 
nent was obliged to satisfy before he was suffered 
to depart with his said ship. That on the 12th 
day of July instant, he departed in and with the 
said ship from the bay of Batabano, and arrived at 
this port of Havana on the 26th day of July in- 
stant, withont any material accident happening, 
and came to anchor at the mouth of the harbor, 
not being permitted to come on with said ship for 
the purpose of supplying himself with the neces- 
sary stores, cables, &c., to proceed on his voyage 
to Norfolk, aforesaid, whither he is bound. 

And the aforesaid Charles H. Simmons and 
Edward Lowrie, depose and declare that all and 
every the matters and things set forth and declared 
by the said John Evans in the preceding declara- 
tion, relating to the capture of the said ship, and 
the deficiency therein stated of her cargo, apparel, 


furniture, &c. are, to their knowledge, just and true.. 


That they were detained on board said ship 
after the capture, and held prisoners on board, 
frequently wanting for the necessaries of life, un- 
til she was given up to the said Captain Evans, 
as stated in his declaration. 

That before the said ship was taken into Bata- 
bano, she was brought to anchor by the said pri- 
yateersmen upon the coast of Cuba, about ten 
leagues to the west end of the said port of Bata- 
bano, where they. took from her cargo a number 
of puncheons of rum, and put them on board of 
a schooner. 


That the said ship was again brought to anchor 
before her arrival at Batabano, about one league 
from the port, where the said privateersmen also 
took from her cargo a number of puncheons of 
rum, and put them on board a Spanish sloop, which 
these deponents understood belonged to the King’s 
pilot at Batabano, who assisted the said privateers- 
men in the robbery. í 

That on the said ship’s arrival at Batabano, a 
number of puncheons of rum were then taken out 
of said ship, and carried on shore by the said pri- 
vateersmen, assisted by some Spaniards on shore, 
who, daring the said ship’s remaining there, night 
after night, smuggled on shore from the said ship 
quantities of rum, which they drew from the pun- 
cheons on board into small kegs. That the said 
Frenchmen and Spaniards daily plundered the 
rigging and furniture of said ship and were very 
abusive and gave much ill treatment to these 


deponents. 
JOHN EVANS, . 
CHAS. H. SIMMONS, Jr.. 
EDWARD LOWRIE. 

And the said John Evans having applied to me, 
the said Consul, to make his protest in the prem- 
ises, I have granted this public certificate thereof, 
to serve and avail him, and all, in the premises 
aforesaid, as occasion may require. 

Wherefore, the said John Evans, in behalf of 
himself, the freighters, owners, and all others con- 
cerned in the said vessel and cargo, doth, and I, 
the said Consul, at his desire, do, by these presents, 
protest, as well against the commander, officers, 
and crew, of the aforementioned privateer, as 
against every person and persons concerned there- 
in, for the capture of the said vessel, and the rob- 
bery and plunder committed upon the said vessel 
and cargo, for all damages losses, costs, and ex- 
penses already sustained, or which shall or may 
hereafter be sustained, suffered and incurred in the 
premises on account thereof. 

Doneand protested in the city of Havana, agree- 
ably to mercantile laws in such cases used and 
approved of. 

In testimony whereof, the said deponents have 
hereunto subscribed their names, and I, the said 
consul, have hereunto set my hand and affixed 
my consular seal, this second day of August, in 
the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred 
and five, and of the independence of the United 
States the thirtieth. 


‘ HENRY HILL, Jr. 


Sr. Juan, (Porro Rico,) 
September 12, 1805. 

Sır: When depredations on neutral property 
by Powers at war becomes the order of the day, 
when no respect is paid to existing treaties, I con- 
ceive it a duty incumbent on every individual to 
note every such infringement, and to give advice 
of it to the Executive of that Government to 
which he belongs. 

As I am unaccustomed to a forensic style, I 
shall simply relate my own case, and whatever 
has come under my immediate observation during 
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my short stay in this island. I left Norfolk, on 
the first of June last in the brig Catharine, bound 
for the island of Antigua, laden with a cargo of 
provisions and lumber, where I arived, and sold 
said cargo. I left Antigua on the 29th of July, 
with a return cargo, bound back to Norfolk; on 
the 4th August, in latitude 23 deg. 10 min. north, 
longitude 65 deg, west, was captured by the French 
brig called General Blanshot, John Baptiste de 
Brun, commander, and sent into one of the ports 
at the west end of this island. The privateer 
plundered me of my stores and ship’s provisions 
and part of the cargo. The vessel was immedi- 
ately stripped of her sails and rigging and sent 
ashore; my people taken out, put on board of an- 
other vessel, and sent out of the island. Under 
these circumstances I came to the city and ap- 
plied to the Governor, requesting his interference ; 
stating to him that my papers were perfectly reg- 
ular, and that my capture was of course illegal; 
and I likewise requested him to order security to 
be given for the amount of my brig and cargo, as 
the agent of the said privateer was a resident 
merchant of this city. But all my representation 
has been to no effect: he has absolutely refused 
to take cognizance of my business. My papers 


remain in the hands of Mr. Daubon, the agent of 


the captors. I may be detained here many months 
to come, and the vessel and cargo exposed to a 
total loss. My trial, if any I am to have, must 
be, by the determination. of this Government, 
either at Martinique or Guadaloupe; thus, under 
the present circumstances, this island may become 
the asylum of pirates and robbers. No pretence has 
been given for my capture; as I came from an 
English island I might have English property on 
board. At the time of my capture, my cabin boy 


was carried on board the privateer and put in 


irons, threatened with severe chastisement unless 
he would declare that specie was deposited in 
some part of the vessel. This attempt proving 
fruitless, I now (in all probability) must be the 
victim of measures dictated by men without prin- 
ciples of honesty or honor. Thus far as relates 
to myself. Ishall now take the liberty of relating 
to you some other particulars that have come un- 
der my observation. At my arrival at the port 
of my entry on the west end of the island, I found 
at anchor the brig Susanna, of Portland, Maine, 
the captain’s name I do not recollect; said brig 
arrived the day before and prize to the same pri- 
vateer ; she was from Portland bound to Jamaica, 
and was taken on her outward bound passage, 
with a cargo of fish and lumber; said brig was 
immediately unloaded and ballasted with sand, 
and, without more ceremony, the captain and 
crew of said vessel were shipped off, with a very 
scanty supply of provisions, and left to search for 
the first port they could make. On the 4th in- 
stant, arrived the brig Polly, of Tiverton, Rhode 
Island, Captain Trip; and on the 5th instant, the 
schooner Mary Ann, of Boston, Captain Anthony, 
and bound to the island of Barbadoes, loaded with 
cattle and horses, and provisions on the deck. 
They are prizes to a Spanish xebeck, from Cadiz, 
bound to Vera Cruz. 


The captains live still on- 


board with their crews, and may remain so for 
many days to come; while the captor and his 
agent are prosecuting every measure to effect the 
condemnation of said vessels as lawful prizes. 


I am, &e. P 
JOSEPH LEONARD. 
James Manison, Esq, Secretary of State. 


U. S. Consuxar Orrice, Gibraltar: 


On this 13th day of September, 1805, per- 
[t.s.] sonally appeared in my Consular office of 
the United States of America, John Allen, come 
mander of the sloop Ranger, belonging to the 
Government of the aforesaid United States, and 
John Thompson, master’s mate on board said 
sloop Ranger, who, after being sworn on the Hol 
Evangelists, did declare jointly and severally, each 
speaking for himself, that they sailed in and with 
said vessel from Boston in America, on or about 
the 21st day of July last, on the service of said 
Government, in company with the sloop Travel- 
ler, commanded by Captain Benjamin Prince, 
with whom they parted company a few days after 
their leaving Boston, by stress of weather. 

That, on the 23d of August last, being in lati- 
tude 40° 32 north, and longitude 30° 33 west a 
schooner came up with them, mounting six guns 
with sixteen blunderbusses, and about eighteen 
men, who, although the American colors were 
flying on board the Ranger, and the vessel hove 
to, fired three broadsides at her without showing 
any colors, ordering Captain Allen to go on board 
them, which he did; they then came on board 
the sloop Ranger, broke open Captain Allen’s 
chest and trunk, taking from them twelve white 
shirts, a suit of uniform, six pair silk and six pair of 
cotton stockings, twelve handkerchiefs, two blue 
jackets, three white dimity waistcoats, two new 
hats, two pair new shoes, and two pair nankeen 
pantaloons, a spy-glass, sixty-three gallons brandy, 
butter, cheese, pork, and other articles of ships 
stores ; likewise, the doctor’s box, the mates’ and 
some of the men’s clothes and money ; also, a let- 
ter from the Governor of Malta, and several other 
papers, i 

That the commander and crew of the said 
schooner privateer behaved in a most insulting 
and abusive manner, and they seemed by their 
appearance, language, dress, and manners, to have 
been Spaniards; wherefore, they make this decla- 
ration and protest, not only for the robbery com- 
mitted, but also for the insult shown the flag un- 


der which they sailed. 
JOHN ALLEN, 
JOHN THOMPSON. 
Sworn and declared the day and year first above 
written before me, JOHN GAVINO. 
` < Consul U. S. of America. — 


Extract of a letter from Governor William C. C. Clai- 
porne, to the Secretary of War, dated 


f New OrLEaNs, March 15, 1804, 
Sir: In consequence of a letter I received from 
Mr. Joseph Chambers, the United States factor at 
Fort St. Stephens, informing me that-he had a 
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quantity of peltry, &c., ready for exportation, and 
desiring that I. would make arrangements with 
the Spanish authorities to secure to articles to 
and from the factory a passage free from inter- 
ruption or duties, I addressed to the Governor of 
West Florida, (who is now in this city,) a letter 
of which the enclosed No. 1 is a copy,and on this 
day I received an answer, of which No. 2 is a 
copy. From these documents, you will discover 
that the interest of the factory is, in a measure, 
subjected to the caprice of a Spanish officer. 


No. 1. 


Copy of a letter from Governor Claiborne to. Governor 
Folch, dated 


New Orueans, March 7, 1804. 


© Kır: The President of the United States, with 
a view to preserve a good understanding with the 
Choctaw Indians, has established a factory or 
trading-house at Fort St. Stephens, on the Tom- 
bigbee river. The goods transmitted to this fac- 
tory, and the peltry, &c., exported therefrom, are 
the property of the United States, and I persuade 
myself that, on their passage by way of Mobile, 
no duties willbe exacted, or interruption offered, 
by the authorities of Spain. ` 

I beg leave to remind your Excellency that, by 
a treaty between the United States and His Cath- 
olic Majesty, they are mutually bound to restrain 
he Indians within their respective limits from 
committing hostilities against the adjacent settle- 
ments of either Power. 

The prosperity, therefore, of the factory at Fort 
St. Stephens is interesting to both our nations, 
since the influence which the American Govern- 
ment may acquire in the Choctaw councils will 
be used. not only to secure peace and safety to 
our own frontiers, but to the dominions of His 
Catholic, Majesty. 

«, Accept the assurances of my great respect and 
high consideration. 

WM. C. C. CLAIBORNE. 
¿His Ex’cy Gov. Foucu. 


oS No. 2. 
Copy of a letter 

ine : : Claiborne, dated 

N Marcu 15, 1804. 

- Sır: In order to answer your letter of the 


7th instant, with due propriety, and according: 


to the:spirit: of the Royal orders prevailing on the 


subject, I consulted ‘the Intendant, Mr. John D.: 


Morales, who has given me his opinion in the 
following terms: 
“ My opinion, sir, respecting t 

dated in Governor Claiborne’s letter to 
that we cannot deviate from the order given to 
us by His Catholic Majesty, which I have trans- 
cribed to you in my last, of the 8th instant. For 
the same reason, when His Excellency, General 
Wilkinson, requested to allow the pass of two 
American vessels, one in the Spring, the other in 


‘the Fall, which I did not grant, and His Majesty 


approved my conduct, and caused the treaty to be 
carried into execution.” 

These circumstances will convince your Ex- 
cellency that it is notin my power to comply with 
your request; however, I will represent the case 
to the King, and inform you of the result as soon 
as possible. 

Accept assurances of my respect and consider- 
ation. F. FOLCH. 

His Ex’cy Gov. CLAIBORNE. 


Extract of a letter from Joseph Chambers, United 
States factor, to the Secretary of War, dated 
CHOCTAW TRADING-HOUSE, 
: : April 11, 1804, . 
“It may not be improper in me to state, that it 
will be impossible for me to continue the trading- 
house on the river Tombigbee, and to afford to 
the Indians that friendly accommodation intended 
by the Government, without incurring certain 
loss, unless we are speedily freed from the heavy 
exaction of twelve per centum demanded by the 
Spanish officers at Mobile, on all exports that 
pass this port, and the same on imports, making 
together nearly one-fourth per cent.” 


Extract of a letter from Governor Claiborne to the 
Secretary of War, dated 
New-Orueans, April 20, 1804. 

“Tn conformity with my advice, Joseph Cham- 
bers, United States factor for the Choctaw nation, 
has shipped a quantity of peltry for Philadelphia, 
(via New Orleans.) On the passage of the peltry 
down the Mobile river, a duty was demanded ‘by 
the Spanish officers at the town of Mobile, and 
which Mr. Chambers paid, not, however, without 
entering a protest against the proceeding, a copy 
of which I now enclose you. 

“Some provisions sent by the contractor from 
this city to Fort Stoddert were also detained at 
Mobile, until a duty of twelve per cent. was paid 
thereon; duties are also exacted on all exports 
passing down the Mobile, and paid very reluct- 
antly by our citizens. 


“ The Spaniards are fortifying Pensacola and 


| the town of Mobile; at the former place there is 
from Governor Folch to Governor: 


to be stationed five or six hundred men, ‘and at the 
latter a battalion of artillery, and one company 
of dragoons are now employed.” 


Protest of Joseph Chambers, United States factor. 

Whereas, by the order of the proper officers: of 
the Government of the United States of America, 
sixty bales, three hogsheads, and one barrel of pel- 


| tries and furs, the property of said Government, 
he particulars re- 
ou, is, 


collected:at the Governmental trading-house, es- 
tablished by authority, for-the friendly accommo- 
dation of the Choctaw nation of Indians, was 
directed to be transported from the said trading- 
house, in the county of Washington, Mississippi 
Territory, by descending the Tombigbee or Mo- 
bile river, and from thence to the city of Phila- 
delphia, in the Atlantic part of the United States, 
(via New Orleans.) The said cargo of peltries 
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and furs, being on its passage as aforesaid, at the 
mouth of the said river at the post of Mobile, the 
officers of His Most Catholic Majesty the King of 
Spain-did at that post demand a duty of twelve 
per centum upon their estimated value of said 
cargo, to be paid for the use of His Majesty, and 
it was then made known and properly certified to 
the said officers, that the said peltries and furs 
were the property of the United States, and was 
then on its passage from one part thereof, to ano- 
ther. Notwithstanding which, the said officers 
did on the thirteenth day of April, A. D. one 
thousand eight hundred and four, detain and stop 
the said cargo at the said post of Mobile, and did 
then and there refuse to permit it to proceed on 
its passage, until the said duty of twelve per cent- 
um, amounting to one hundred and eighty-two 
dollars and sixty-eight cents, was paid. 

Now, the undersigned agent of the United 
States, having paid the aforesaid sum of one hun- 
dred and eighty-two dollars sixty-eight cents ; not 
admitting the right of His Most Catholic Majes- 
ty’s officers to exact or impose the aforesaid duty 
in manner and form aforesaid, cannot suffer a 
proceeding so unaccommodating, and apparently 
unjust, to pass with tacit acquiescence, and in 
compliance with his obligations he enters this his 
remonstrance and solemn protest. 

Because, the exaction of a duty upon the prop- 
erty of a Government passing upon navigable 
waters, (which are the common highways of na- 
ture,) from one part of its territories to another, 
although this passage might intersect the limits 
of a different Government, is in violation of a 
right which ought not to be questioned by na- 
tions friendly to each other. 

Because, His Most Catholic Majesty has mani- 
fested a disposition friendly, liberal, and just, to- 
ward the Government of the United States, and 
the Chief Magistrates of each nation have mutu- 
ally cultivated peace, harmony, and good will, be- 
tween their respective citizens and subjects, 1t is 
therefore supposed that this proceeding is without 
His Majesty’s orders or his knowledge, and that it 
has probably emanated from the same source from 
which the unauthorized act of shutting the port 
of New Orleans against the United States’ right of 
deposit, in the year one thousand eight hundred 
and two, proceeded. That the proceedings afore- 
said may be duly made known to His Most Cath- 
olie Majesty the King of Spain, and to the Presi- 
dent of the United States of America, and thereby 
become the subject of proper investigation, this 
remonstrance and protest is made and delivered 
to Colonel Maximilian Maisant, commandant po- 
litical and military at Mobile. 

Done at Mobile, this 13th April, 1804. 

JOSEPH CHAMBERS, 
Agent to the Choctaw trading. house. 


the port of Mobile, to me, and my reply thereto : 
his letter and the vessels with the goods I met at 
Fort Stoddert, on my way to Mobile. I have 
-earnestly to solicit you will direct me how to pro- 
ceed in the particular business to which these let- 
ters relate, also, to give instructions for my gov- 
ernment, generally, in my intercourse: with the 
Spanish officers at Mobile, for your instructions 
would relieve me from much anxiety, occasioned 
by my fears, that, by acting from my own discre- 
tion, Í may commit errors, or do things that might 
not meet your approbation ; increased hindrances 
and obstacles are given by the Spanish officers at 
Mobile to this house; although justice demands 
that I shall state that Michael Aelava, collector, 
has been very civil and respectful in the execution 
of what he states to be the duties of his office, and 
the orders of his superior officers. 

There will be a considerable quantity of peltry 
and fur to remit the ensuing Spring from this 
house; if a duty is to be allowed to the Spaniards 
upon its passage by Mobile, I must be furnished 
with the means to. meet it. I, however, flatter 
myself that we will in a very short time havethe 
free and unfettered navigation of the Mobile river. 

Ihave the honor to be, sir, with perfect respect 
and attachment, your most obedient humble ser- 
vant, JOSEPH CHAMBERS. 


Gen. Dzarzorn, Secretary of War. 


Copy of a letter from Michael Aelava to Joseph 
Chambers, dated 


Mosixe, Nov. 20, 1804. 

Sır: From what Mr. Smith gave me to under- 
stand, I have expected, since Sunday last, to have 
seen you here; the weather now is favorable, and 
Ido not wish to detain the vessel. Mr. Smith 
has bound himself to me to pay the duties on his 
goods at the end of the year if Governor Folch 
does not free them; in full assurance that I have 
to do witha man of honor, and that you will ac- 
quiesce to the above conditions; and if not con- 
venient for you to come down yourself, you can 
make out an obligation, (in the manner Mr. 
Smith has done,) for what goods belong to you, 
and send it to me as soon as possible, for as a pub- 
lic officer I must always have documents to show. 

I am, with consideration and esteem, your most 
obedient servant, 


M. AELAVA. 


Document, relative to the obstruction of our commerce 
on the Mobile. 
Copy of a letter from Joseph Chambers to Michael 
Aelava, Collector of the Customs, at Mobile, dated 
Forr Sropperr, Nov. 27, 1804. 
Sir: I had the honor to receive your letter of 
the 20th current, yesterday. It should have been 
known, that I did at Mobile, in April last, protest 
against the right to exact duties from the United 
States, for its property passing by water, from one 
of its ports to another, although, in such passage, 
it might intersect the térritory of another. Gov- 
ernment ; therefore, there was no ground of assu- 


Copy of a letter from Joseph Chambers, United States 
factor, to the Secretary of War, dated 
CHOCTAW TRADING-HOUSE, 
Hosuxinroopa, Dec. 12, 1804. 
Sır: Enclosed herewith is a copy of a letter 
. from Michael Aelava, collector of the customs at 


| 
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rance or even probable expectation, that I would 
consent to, or acquiesce in the decision of Gover- 
nor Folch, only on thisquestion. Further, it will 
be recollected by the commandant, Capt. Osorno, 
Colonel Maxent, and Mr. Simpson, that I did at 
that time refuse to sign a bond for duties, (but the 
necessity of the case only induced me to pay the 
duties then demanded,) consequently, a bond 
could, or ought not to be expected from me in this 
instance, to authorize the passage of public goods, 
for the Indian trading-house, and the Indian pres- 
ents, and more especially when we take into view 
the fifth article of the Treaty of San Lorenzo de 
Real of the 27th October, 1795, between the Uni- 
ted States and the King of Spain, and which the 
stoppage of these goods, might, perhaps, have 
tended to counteract. Here I quoted the article. 
Vide treaty, article 5. 

The United States have suffered Spanish sub- 
jects, for their own private account and interest, 
to furnish the Indians within their limits with 
merchandise without tax or hindrance. 

The Spanish Government, by its officers at Mo- 
bile, have levied and demanded oppressive taxes 
on the property of the United States, which pro- 
perty or merchandise was expressly intended by 
the American Government for the humane and 
benevolent purposes of cultivating peace, friend- 
ship, and good will, between the Indians within 
their limits and the white people; and also to 
a aa civilization and happiness of these 

ndians. 

Under the foregoing circumstances, no bond 
‘could, or will be given by me, without express 
orders from the Government under which I have 
the honor to act. No great public accommoda- 
tion (for it is the Government only that is inter- 
aed) is received by the permission for these 
goods to pass; after some of them had been de- 
tained one month, or thereabouts, without any no- 
tice being given for what cause, and, knowing, as 
‘I presume was known and well understood, that 
they were the property of the United States, and 
consequently, they must have been permitted to 
pass as their property only, without any relation 
to my individual honor or interest, and upon the 
Governmental responsibility. ‘I feel confident that 
the American Government will cause justice to 
be done toward you as an officer, for the friendly 
accommodation intended them: by the forward- 
ment of their vessels. I shall senda copy of your 
letter; and of this, to the proper officers of Gov- 
ernment, also inform them of the respectful man- 
ner in which you have exercised the duties of your 
office in your concerns withme. Iam, &c. 

i - JOSEPH CHAMBERS. 


Governor Claiborne to the Secretary of State. 
New Orueans, Aug. 7, 1805. 
Sir: In my communication of the 29th ultimo, 
was enclosed a letter to me, from the Marquis of 
Casa Calvo, (soliciting that Spanish officers now 
in this territory may be exempted. from the pay- 
ment of the municipal tax,) together witha copy 


„òf my answer thereto. 


I now have the honor to transmit you a second 
letter from the Marquis on the same subject, to- 
gether with a list of the officers alluded to, and if 
it be not improper, I should be glad to hear your 
sentiments as to the propriety of the exemption 
solicited; my own opinion is, “that the officers 
generally who possess property within thisterritory 
are liable to taxation; nor can exemption be made 
in favor of the Marquis and the members of his , 
family, until he shall have been recognised by the 
President as an agent of Spain.” ‘You, no doubt, 
will be surprised to find so many foreign officers 
in this city; the fact is, sir, they are wedded to 
Louisiana, and necessity alone will induce them 
to depart. I have repeatedly, by letter and verbal- 
ly, informed the Marquis, that the continuance in 
this territory “of so many Spanish officers, so 
long beyond the right occasion for it,” was not 
seen with approbation, and urged their departure. 
The Marquis has as often assured me of his dispo- 
sition to comply with my wishes, but you will 
perceive that the inconvenience is not yet reme- 

ied. 

I have the honor to be, sir, with great respect, 
your humble servant, 

WM. C. C. CLAIBORNE. 


James Manison, Secretary of State. 


To the Governor of the Territory of New Orleans. 
New Orleans, Aug. 2, 1805. 

Sir: In consequence of the letter your Excel- 
lency has been pleased to write to me, relating (o 
the doubt which I manifested concerning the per- 
sons employed in the commission of limits, and 
other subjects of His Catholic Majesty, who are 
yet in, but about_to depart from this province, I 
enclose to your Excellency the list of persons who 
now compose the said commission, together with 
that of the individuals who are about to depart 
from this country, as soon as their business there- 
in shall be terminated, and also, that of the retired 
individuals, and of the widows on pensions, who 
may remain in this province. May your Excel- 
lency live many years. 

DE CASA CALVO. 


I do certify the above translation. 
MOREAU LISLEY, Interpreter. 


A list of the individuals composing the expedition of 
the limits of the Province of Louisiana, as approved 
by His Catholic Majesty’s order of the 20th August, 
1804. ae 
Principal Commissioner—The Brigadier Gen- 

eral Marquis de Casa Calvo. 

Associate Commissioner—Lieutenant Colonel 

Don Joseph Martinez de Croza, brigade major in 

the corps of engineers. 

Secretary—The Commissary at War ad hono- 


res, Dow Andrew Lopez Armesto, 


Clerk—The first: sergeant of the regiment of 
the Havana, Antonio Martinez. 
Captain—Don Nicholas Finiel. 
_ Captain in the army—Don Stephen Minor. 
Captain in the militia—Don Thomas Power. 


1188 


APPENDIX. 


- Relations with Spain. 


Chaplain—Don Sebastian Gili. 

Surgeon—Don Joachim Ablandedo. 

Commander of the escorting troops—Don Be- 
nigno.Garcior Calderon, adjutant in the regiment 
of Louisiana. 

Sergeant of the same—John B. Dela la Cruz, 
with a corporal and ten grenadiers, 

Adjutant—Don Ignatius Fernandez, adjutant 
of the regiment of Louisiana. 

Officer of the revenue—Don John Tala. 

Clerk of the same—Don Felix Tala, his son. 

Surgeon of the Hospital—Don Fernando Mo- 
reno. 

Commander of the galliot and smaller boats— 
Don Anthony Molina. 

Carpenter—Manuel Guillemain. 

Notse.—That, for the purpose of purchasing 
of timber for the navy, the fourth officer-of the 
naval administration Don Anthony de J. Carra, 
and his clerk Don John B. Bernendez, are in this 


lace. - 

4 A. LOPEZ ARMESTO, Secretary. 
MOREAU LISLEY, Interpreter. 

New Or.eans, July 30, 1805. 


A Tist of persons employed ‘by His Catholic Majesty, 
who are to depart as soon as their business is ter- 
minated. 


ADMINISTRATION OF THE Kine’s REVENUE., 


1. Don John Ventura Morales, paymaster gen- 
eral of the army, late Intendant pro tempore in 
this province. 

2. Don Gilbert Leonard, treasurer of the army, 
late paymaster general pro tempore.in the said 
province, 

3. Don Manuel Armirez, treasurer pro tempore. 

4, Don Cayetano Valdez, secretary of the In- 
tendency. 

5. Don Francis Arroya, destined by a royal 
order for Porto ‘Rico. 

6. Don Joseph Ruida, who is to go to Cam- 
peachy. 

CUSTOM-HOUSE. 

1. Don Joseph Anthony de Hoa, administrator. 

2. Don Anthony Morales, treasurer. 

3. Don. Manuel Toledano, officer of the guard 
of the custom-house. 


Roya Hosprrat. 
1, Don Joseph Trustas, surgeon, who has order 
of the King to retire into Pensacola. 
Survevor Generar. 
I ` Don Charles Trudeau. 
LOPEZ ARMESTO, Secretary. 
I do certify the above translation. 


MOREAU LISLEY Interpreter. 
New Orveans, July 30, 1805. 


A list of the officers in His Majesty’s service, who are 
.to depart immediately after having terminated their 
business. 

OFFICERS WHO BELONGED TO THE LATE STAFF OF 

THIS. PLACE. 


Town Major—Lieutenant. Colonel Don Gil- 


berto Guillemard, who is on the point.of going to 

Pensacola. 

Adjutant—Lieutenant Colonel Don Paul le 

Blanc, who is to go to the same place. 
Adjutant—Captain Henry Mentzinger, who is’ 

ordered to go to the said place. ae 
‘OFFICERS OF THE REGIMENT OF Louisiana. 

Captains. : 
Lieutenant Colonel Don Zenon Trudeau, 

. Lieutenant Colonel Don Ignatius Delino, 
Lieutenant Colonel Don Joseph le Blane, 
Lieutenant Colonel Don John Lassize, 
Lieutenant Colonel Don Felix Trudeau. 
Nors.—They ought to have joined ther corps, 

and, for not having yet done it, are exposed, to 

lose their commissions. 
i Mitta. 
Captain—Don Lewis de Clonet, late command- 
er of the same. 
ARMY. 
Lieutenant Colonel—Don Peter Rousseau, who 
has solicited his- retreat. 
‘Captain—Don Henry Peyroux. 
Posts. 
Don Peter Marin, late ‘administrator of the 


same. 
ANDREW LOPEZ ARMESTO. 


I do certify the above translation. 
MOREAU LISLEY, Interpreter. 
New Orveans, July 30, 1805. 


— 


A list of the retired officers, and of other persons em- 


ployed in the service of His Catholic Majesty, who 

remain in this Province in order to settle their busis 

ness, or on account of their old age or infirmities. `, 

1. Don Nicholas d’Annoy, colonel of the royal 
corps of artillery. 

2. Don Manuel Perez, lieutenant colonel. ` 

3. Don Peter Favrot, lieutenant colonel, and 
captain of grenadiers, with a royal permission. For 
two years. 

4. Don Manuel Panzos, captain. 

5. Don Francis Rivas, captain. 

6. Don Joseph Barmonde, captain. 

7. Don William Dupare, captain. 

8. Don Lewis Tudice, lieutenant, with the mee 
of captain. . 

9. Don Stephen Lamorandier, lieutenant, with 
the grade of captain. 

10. Don Charles Morant, adjutant. general.of 
militia. 

11. Don Charles de Villiers, first lieutenant of 
militia, with a royal permission for three years. 

12. Don John Vives, first lieutenant of militia, 
with a royal permission for three years. 

13. Don Peter Faillon, second lieutenant of 
militia. - 

14. Don Joseph Piernas, second lieutenant of 
militia. 

15. Don Manuel Soilleau, second liewtenat of 
militia. 

16. Don James Fernandez, second lieutenant of 
militia. 

17, Don Silvestre, second lieutenant of milit ia 
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18. Don Henry Darcancel, officer of adminis- 
tration. 

Norz.—By a particular favor of His Majesty, 
the widows of the persons employed, wh®@are en- 
joying of pensions, though they are unable to go 
to Pensacola, are the following: 

1. Donna Marquisite Waths, widow of the 
Brigadier Don Manuel Gayoso de Lemos, late 
Governor of this province. 

2. Mrs. Villemont. 

3. Mrs. Bouligny. 

‘4, Mrs. Panis. 

5. The Baroness de Brouner. 

6. Mrs. Trevino. 

7. Mrs. Causat. 

8. Donna Francois Trudeau. 

9. Mrs. Zespedes. 


Nors.—There was a small number of retired 
sergeants and privates who are to go to Baton 


Rouge or Pensacola. 
A. L. ARMESTO. 


I do certify the above translation. 
, M. LISLEY, Interpreter. 
New Orveans, July 30, 1805. 


120 Mites rrom New Orveans, 
August 26, 1805. 


Sır: The report of the retrocession to Spain, 
of the country west of the Mississippi, had also 
prevailed in New Orleans. 

The evening prior to my departure, being on a 
visit to the Marquis of Casa Calvo, I asked him if 
he knew upon what authority that report was 
circulated; he answered in the negative, and 
added, that he had understood the negotiation 
was suspended, and that Mr. Monroe had left 
Madrid; he further said, that the Minister of 
State (Cevallos) had informed him, the Marquis, 
that the desire of the Court of Spain was to make 
“the Mississippi river the boundary, and in time 
it was expected that that object would be attain- 
ed.” The Marquis delivers himself in the French 
language. From my. imperfect knowledge of 
French, it is probable I may have misunderstood 
some of his expressions, but lam sure I have given 
you the substance of what he said. The prospect 
of a retrocession of the west bank of the Missis- 
sippi, now is, and has.always been, the theme of 
the Spanish officers who remain in this territory, 
and many citizens seem to view it as an event 
likely to happen—an impression which I greatly 
regret, since it tends to lessen their confidence in 
the American Government, and to cherish a Span- 
ish party among us. Next, therefore, toa final 
adjustment of limits with the Spanish Govern- 
ment, I most desire to see every Spanish officer 
removed from the ceded territory. There cer- 
tainly must be a power somewhere vested, to 
cause to be executed the clause in the treaty which 
directs “the Spanish forces to be withdrawn, with- 
in three months, from the ceded territory,” and I 
should indeed be pleased to have it hinted to me, 
that, in my character as Commissioner or Gov- 
ernor, I could, on this occasion, take, if necessary, 
compulsory measures. 


9th Con.—-38 


I have the honor to be, sir, very respectfully, 
your humble servant, 
WM. C. C. CLAIBORNE. 
Hon. James MADISON, 
Secretary of State. 


Extract of a letter from Governor Claiborne to. the 
Secretary of State, dated 
New Orveans, October 24, 1805. - 

Sır: [am sorry to inform you of the embar- 
rassments to which the citizens of the United 
States are subjected who navigate the Mobile 
river. All American vessels passing by the town 
of Mobile are brought to, and a duty of per 
cent. exacted both on imports and exports. These 
duties are even required on articles passing to and 
from the garrisons and factories of the United 
States. I have addressed, on this occasion, a let- 
ter to Mr. Morales, by whom, it is said, this pro- 
ceeding was authorized; but in his answer, which 
was this morning received, he professes to be un- 
acquainted with the particulars, and declines any 
interference until he should advise upon the sub- 
ject with the Governor of West Florida. 

I have certain information of the arrival at 
Pensacola of four hundred troops from Havana, 
and that a much larger number is daily expected. 
I also learn from a source entitled to credit, that 
three hundred men are ordered from Pensacola to 
Baton Rouge, and that eight hundred Spanish 
troops have lately been posted on the frontier of 
the Province of Texas. It is a fact known to me, 
that a Spanish agent has contracted with a mer- 
chant of this city, for the delivery at the town of 
Mobile, of four thousand barrels of flour; and that 
this same agent not being able to effect a contract 
for the delivery of four thousand pair of shoes at 
Mobile, has purchased a quantity of leather. The 
Marquis of Casa Calvo being absent from this 
city, it is my intention to require of Governor 
Folch an explanation of the object of these mili- 
tary movements. I flatter myself that hostilities 
between the United States and Spain may be 
avoided, and that an honorable adjustment of our 
differences may ensue. Bat Iam inclined to think 
that the Spanish agents calculate on a speedy rup- 
ture, and are making all the preparations which 
their means permit, to commence the war in this 
quarter to advantage. New Orleans would, un- 
questionably, be the first object of attack; and 
with a view to its security, I should be pleased to 
see Fort St. John repaired, and put in a state of 
defence; that fort commands the mouth of the 
Bayou St. John, and, if strengthened, would pre- 
sent a great impediment to the passage of troops 
from Pensacola and Mobile by the way of the 
lakes to this city; the works are in ruins, but 
might readily be repaired and made defensible 
without any considerable expenditure. 


Extract of a letter from Harry Toulmin, Esq., Judge 
in the Mississippi Territory, to the Secretary of Siate, 


dated 
Jury. 6, 1805. 


“You are informed, no doubt, that all the ves- 
sels to and from this country, even though bound 
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to Fort Stoddert, and clearing out from Fort Stod- 
dert, are obliged to come to at Mobile, and to pay 
twelve per centum ad valorem on their cargoes, 
according to the estimate of the Spanish officers. 

“Such an exaction as this, you may well con- 
ceive, must be ruinous to this country, and is, 
moreover, the source of perpetual heart-burnings 
and contention between our citizens and the sub- 
jects of His Catholic Majesty. 

. “There are two vessels, which have lately un- 
dertaken, as I am told, to pass without calling at 
Mobile, from this country, laden with cotton. I 
cannot but anticipate unpleasant consequences, 
but will inform you of the result when acquaint- 
ed with it.” 


Extract from the same to the same. 
Aveust 8, 1805. 

“ I mentioned to you in a letter some time since, 
that I understood that a vessel then lying in the 
river was about to pass the Mobile without call- 
ing. Captain Schuyler, who is just now from 
Orleans, tells me that she passed Mobile in the 
night; that the Spaniards were exceedingly irri- 
tated, and threatened to imprison the owner of 
the cargo on his return from Orleans, and to con- 
fiscate the vessel, if she ever appeared there again. 
They also talked of building a gunboat for the pur- 
pose of compelling vessels to stop.” 


Extract from the same to the same. 


Octoser 11, 1805. 


“ Duties are still rigorously insisted upon at Mo- 
bile, cargoes unladed and inventories taken of 
them, in order to ascertain the duties to be paid. 
The schooner Cato, which went down the river 
without calling, is still detained, and will proba- 
bly be confiscated, if not her cargo. I could not 
even get a few articles belonging to the United 
States from on board of her, which I had been re- 
quested to apply for when there, in behalf of Mr. 
Dinsmoor and Mr. Chambers. If they continue 
their exactions, this country must inevitably be 
ruined. I mean that the settlements will be aban- 
doned. Many are now preparing to go; some, 
probably for other reasons, but the greater part, I 
believe, on this account. And most who go, will 
become subjects of the Spanish Government.” 


The Governor of Mississippi Territory to the Secretary 
of State. 


Mississippi TERRITORY, 
Town of Washington, Sept. 14, 1805. 

Sir: The enclosed affidavits, marked No. 1 to 11 
inclusive, will inform you of some outrages com- 
mitted within this Territory by two Spanish par- 
ties. The letters marked No. 1 to 5, and an order 
to Colonel Ellis, will inform you of the steps which 
I have thought it advisable to take. The mes- 
senger with my letter to Governor Grand Pré has 
not returned, although he was requested, and un- 
dertook to be back by this morning. Ihave not 


received any answer to my despatch to you on 
this subject of the 14th June. 

If, sir, 1 am to risk anything on this occasion, it 
shall be in defence of the liberties and the prop- 
erty of the citizens, and in support of the honor 
and independence of my Government; and I 
hope the measures taken and advised by me, will 
not be found adverse to the views of the Execu- 
tive or to the interest of the United States. 

Iam, with respect, yours, 
ROBERT WILLIAMS. 

Hon. James Mapison, Sec. State. 


Arripavit, No. 1. 

Misssisippi Territory, Wilkinson County : 

Personally appeared before me, one of the jus- 
tices of the peace for said county, Arthur Cobb, 
jun., and being duly sworn, according to law, on 
his oath deposeth that, on the night of the 3d of 
September, 1805, being at the house of Samuel 
Kemper, or otherwise the tavern of the Kempers, 
between the hours of eleven and twelve, he waken- 
ed from his sleep by the cry of murder and rob- 
bers. On leaving his bed, he saw a man in actual 
contest with Samuel Kemper; on proceeding fur- 
ther, he saw another man, and afterwards one 
more, and all being armed with instruments of 
death, such as guns and pistols, he thought proper 
to retreat to call assistance ; that afterwardsa pis- 
tol was found, which must have belonged to one 
of those men, and from every appearance, he be- 
lieved it to belong to Ira Cook Kneeland. 

ARTHUR COBB, Jr. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me, this 3d da 

September, JOSHUA BAKER, J. P. 


Arripavit, No, 2. 

Likewise, as sheet No 1, appeared William 
Westbery, and deposeth, that, at the same time, 
being awakened from his sleep by the breaking 
open the door—that on rising he saw, he thinks, 
five men, in the act of beating with a stick, Sam- 
uel Kemper, of the town of Pinckneyville—that 
he saw them drag him by the hands, heard the 
men give orders to tie his hands with a rope— 
that said Samuel Kemper gave the cry of murder, 
and that was the last he saw or heard of them. 

WILLIAM WESTBERY. 

Subscribed and sworn before me, this 3d day of 

September. JOSHUA BAKER, J. P. 


Arripavit, No. 3. 

Likewise, at the same time appeared before me, 
James Latta, who deposeth on oath, that, at the 
same hour, being just awakened by some man re- 
questing to see Samuel Kemper, he heard them 
ask for whiskey, and being asked who he was, 
said, a friend; that they then, being in the house, 
broke open the door of said Kemper’s private 
lodging room ; that he, Latta, attempting to rise, 
was thrown back on the bed by two men, who 
said they would take his life if he spoke; that 
there appeared to be five men in number, and all 
disguised in black paint; that after some short 
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time he got an opportunity of escaping, when he 
went for assistance, and before his return they had 
borne off the said Samuel Kemper, and he saw 
them no more. JAMES LATTA. 


Subscribed and sworn before me, this 3d day of 
September. JOSHUA BAKER, J. P. 


Arripavit, No. 4. 
Wilkinson County, Mississippi Territory : 


Personally appeared before me, one of the just- 
ices of the peace for said county, John Atkinson, 
Henry Gamheart, Richard Richardson, and John 
Whitaker, who, being duly sworn, according to 
law, on their oaths depose, that, on the night of 
the 3d September, 1805, being at the house of Na- 
than Kemper, in the vicinity of Pinckneyville, 
between the hours of eleven and twelve, they 
heard some person hail the house, and, on being 
asked two or three times who they were, they 
steadfastly affirmed it was Captain Abrams. Im- 
mediately afterwards they opened the door, which 
swung on the inside of the house and was fastened 
by a string on the inside. Immediately on this, 
Reuben Kemper appeared to be only at that mo- 
ment awaked from his sleep, asked who was 
there? when they immediately seized him, drag- 
ged him out of the house and tied him, after bruis- 
ing him very much with a club or clubs. 

Almost at the same time, they dragged Nathan 
Kemper from the bed wherein he lay with his 
wife, and tied him also, but did not beat him as 
much as they did Reuben. Said Nathan Kem- 
per requesting to see his wife, was refused in 
very rough language; she likewise was refused 
in her request of seeing her husband. On Nathan 
Kemper’s asking what they had done to deserve 
such treatment, was answered, “ God damn, you 
have ruined our country !” which he, Atkinson, 
believes to be the American territories of Spain. 
That the said Nathan Kemper’s wife received 
considerable injury from the violence of these 
men, who all appeared armed with guns, pistols, 
or clubs. That in the act of confining the above 
two men, they cocked and uncocked their guns a 
great many times, and ordered every man in the 
house to tell his name, and kept a strict guard at 
both the doors of the house, and would not admit 
of any one of the family, or any one that did not 
belong to their party, passing and repassing, as 
they frequently presented their guns cocked, and 
said they would blow the first one through who 
attempted to oppose them. That they then gave 
a regular military word, forward march, and at 
the second word of command they proceeded on 
their way, and bore off both Reuben and Nathan 
Kemper. 

The next morning they saw a considerable 
quantity of blood, apparently issuing from the 
‘wounds of Reuben Kemper. 

JOHN ATKINSON, 
HENRY GAMHEART, 
RICHARD RICHARDSON, 
JOHN WHITAKER. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me, third day of 
September. JOSHUA BAKER, J. P. 


Arripavit, No. 5. 

Territory of Orleans, County of Point Coupée: 
: SEPTEMBER 5, 1805. 

On this day appeared before me, Ebenezer 
Cooley, a justice of the peace for the county of 
Point Coupée, Nathan Kemper, who being duly 
sworn, declared that, on the night of the third in- 
stant, as he believed, between the hours of eleven 
and twelve, the doors of his house were forced 
open by a party of armed men, amounting, as 
well as he could ascertain, to the number of eigh- 
teen or twenty; that, as soon as the party had 
entered, they cried surrender; seized his brother 
Reuben, and dragged him out at the door; aftera 
struggle, during which they had beat him with a 
club, and so choked him that he had barely power 
to say, “I surrender!” During this time, a part 
of the same a seized the deponent by differ- 
ent parts of the body and dragged him from his 
bed, where he lay with his wife and child, out 
through the door; after which, he heard some of 
the party who remained in the house cry out, “If 
the bitch utters another word, put her to death !” 
Whereupon, he heard a blow given at the bed, 
and though he frequently called to his wife, to 
know if she was still alive, could get no answer. 
After the deponent and his brother Reuben had 
been fast bound, they were conducted along the 
road leading to Hinckneyville, as far as the plan- 
tation of Mr. Abraham Horton, being still within 
the limits of the Mississippi Territory ; and thence 
down the main road. leading towards the line of 
demarcation. At some small distance above the 
line they were conducted a short way into the 
woods, where they halted a considerable time, un- 
til he heard a detachment of the same party com- 
ing along the main road, to which, they were 
again led back from the wood, and discovered 
their brother, Samuel Kemper, in the custody of 
the said detachment. From thence, they were 
conveyed across the line of demarcation, and de- 
livered. to Captain Solomon Alston, by whose 
party they were put on board a pirougue, at Tu- 
nica landing, under a guard of six armed_men, 
who said their orders were to take them to Baton 
Rouge, and there deliver them at the fort.. From 
Tunica, they departed about daybreak, and as 
they passed along by the shore of Point Coupée, 
called out that they were American citizens, and 
clandestinely taken from their habitations within 
the Mississippi Territory. After which, they 
were rescued by Lieutenant Wilson, command- 
ant of the garrison at Point Coupée. The de- 
ponent further says, that, among those who sur- 
rounded his house, he recognised the following 
persons: Minor Butler, and his brother-in-law 
Ritchie, Abraham Horton, and several of said 
Horton’s negroes, all inhabitants of the Missis- 
sippi Territory. NATHAN KEMPER. 

Sworn before me this 5th day of December, 
1805. EBENEZER COOLEY. J. P. 


Arripavit, No. 6. 
Territory of Orleans, County of Point Coupee: 
SEPTEMBER 5, 1805. 
On this day appeared before me, Ebenezer Cooley 
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Justice of the Peace for the county of Point Cou- 
pée, Samuel Kemper, who, being duly sworn, de- 
clared, that on the night of the 3d instant, about 
fhe hour of twelve, as he believed, being at his 
house in the town of Pinckneyville, in the Mis- 
sissippi Territory, he heard a knocking at the door, 
and asked who wasthere? Ananswer was made, 
which he did not understand, and the outer door 
burst open. The door of the bedroom was then 
forced, and a blow made at the bed with a double- 
barrelled gun. Deponent was then seized, and 
dragged out of the bed by a number of men, who 
drew him into the room which they first entered, 
and from thence, after a struggle, into the street. 
He was then thrown on the ground, and a rope 
‘was tied round his neck, by which he was dragged 
about one hundred and fifty yards. He was then 
suffered to stand upright, and attempted, by crying 
out, to give an alarm, upon which he received a 
stroke of a pistol on the head, by which he was 
stunned. The rope being removed from his neck 
to his arm, he was compelled to run for the space 
of about a quarter of a mile, after which he was 
forced to get up behind a man on horseback; a 
negro, who ran on foot, still holding the rope by 
which his wrist was tied. He was then led along 
the main road across the line, and delivered to a 
party of men, who conducted him to the landing 
of Bayou Tunica. Then he was put on board a 
pirogue, with his two brothers, Reuben and Na- 
than Kemper, and conducted down the river 
towards Baton Rouge. When opposite Point 
Coupée they gave the alarm, and were received 
by Lieutenant Wilson, commandant of the garri- 
son of Point Coupée. 
SAMUEL KEMPER. 
Sworn before me, this 5th of September, 1805. 
EBENEZER COOLEY, J. P. 


Arripavit, No. 7. 
Territory of Orleans, County of Point Coupée: 


SEPTEMBER 5, 1805. 

On this day appeared before me, Ebenezer 
Cooley, Justice of the Peace for the county of 
Point Coupée, Reuben Kemper, who, being duly 
sworn, declares, that, on the night of the third in- 
stant, about the hour of twelve, being at the house 
of Nathan Kemper, within about two miles of 
Pinckneyville, within the limits of the Mississippi 
Territory, the house was surrounded, and the doors 
thereof forced open, by a party consisting of at 
least nineteen persons, whereof some were negroes, 
and some were white men in disguise. That, 
among the latter, he recognised and personally 
knew the following persons: Louis Ritchie, Minor 
Butler, Abraham Horton, James Horton, and two 
others, whose names he did not-recoilect, but ex- 
pected soon to be able to ascertain, all of whom 
are inhabitants of the Mississippi Territory ; and 
{Marcus Carr, Jas. Say, Philip Say, and others, resi- 
ding within the Spanish lines. Of the negroes, whose 
number amounted to seven, at least three, whose 
names are William or Bill, Nat, and Moses, and 
others, whose names he did not recollect, he knew 
tobe the property of the above-mentioned Abraham 


Horton. That the said party, all of whom were 
well armed, after having forced their way into the 
house, violently forced him from his bedroom, after 
a struggle of about fifteen minutes, during which 
he received several violent blows on the head and 
face; and, after having torn off his shirt and tied 
him with cords, forced him over the line into the 
Spanish territory, where they delivered him up, 
with his two brothers, Nathan and Samuel Kem- 
per, bound in the same manner, to Solomon. Alston, 
who commanded a large party of armed men. 
That said Alston received them within ten or fif- 
teen feet of the line,on the Spanish side; that 
from thence they were conveyed to the Bayou of 
Tunica landing, bound, as already mentioned, and 
nearly naked, where they were put on board a 
pirogue, and there tied all three together, by orders 
of said Alston. That said pirogue was comman- 
ded by William Barker, and manned by Charles 
Stewart, Adam Bingaman, John Ratcliff, George 
Rowe, and John Morris; that they departed from 
the Bayou Tunica for Baton Rouge, at day-break, 
where said William Barker had orders to deliver 
the prisoners up to Governor Grand Pré. That, 
as they passed along the shore of Point Coupée, 
the prisoners found means to declare their situa- 
tion to Doctor Powles, who immediately gave in- 
formation thereof to Lieutenant Wilson, comman- 
dant of the garrisonat Point Coupée. That Lieu- 
tenant Wilson immediately manned his boat, 
boarded the pirogue, and took the prisoners, with 
those who conducted them, into custody, about the 
hour of twelve the same day. 

REUBEN KEMPER. 

Sworn before me, this 5th September, 1805. 

EBENEZER COOLEY, J. P. 


Arripavit, No. 8. 
Territory of Orleans, County of Point Coupée: 
SEPTEMBER 5, 1805. 


On this day appeared before me, Ebenezer 
Cooley, Justice of the Peace for the county. of 
Point Coupée, Adam Bingaman, who, being duly 
sworn, declared, that, on the night of the 3d in- 
stant, at a very late hour, he was one of a party 
commanded by a Captain Alston, and stationed: 
within a few yards of the line of demarcation, at 
the Spanish side, for the purpose, as declared by 
Captain Alston, of seizing the Kempers, who were 
expected to come from the American territory. 
That, at the distance of about fifty yards above 
the line, he saw a party approach, who were 
hailed by Captain Alston, to whom they delivered 
three prisoners. The party, to which deponent 
belonged, was then ordered by Captain Alston to 
conduct the prisoners to Bayou Tunica, where the 
prisoners were put on board a pirogue, and order- 
ed off for Baton Rouge, at about day-break on the 
4th. That, as they were passing opposite the post 
at Point Coupée, their pirogue was boarded by 
Lieutenant Wilson, with a party of his men, 
who took the prisoners and their conductors into 
custody. ADAM BINGAMAN. 

Done before me, 


EBENEZER COOLEY, J.P. 
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Arrrpavit, No. 9. 
Territory of Orleans, County of Point Coupée: 
SEPTEMBER 5, 1805. 


On this day appeared before me, Ebenezer 
Cooley, Justice of the Peace for the county of 
Point Coupée, William Barker, who, being duly 
sworn, deposed and declared : 

That, on the night of the 3d instant, he was one 
of a party of militia commanded by Captain Als- 
ton, which party was stationed for about two 
hours within a few paces of the line of demarca- 
tion, on the Spanish side. That they heard a 
noise which was made a short distance above the 
line, arid soon after saw a party cross the line, 
who delivered to Captain Alston. three prisoners, 
whose names were Reuben, Nathan, and Samuel 
Kemper. Captain Alston ordered the prisoners 
to be immediately conducted to the Bayou Tu- 
nica, where they were put into a pirogue, to be 
conveyed to Baton Rouge; that deponent was 
commanded by Captain. Alston to keep a strict 
watch on them, and to give them no opportunity 
of escaping until he should deliver them at the 
fort of Baton Rouge; that,as deponent was pass- 
ing opposite the garrison of Point Coupée, his 
pices was taken by a superior force commanded 

y Lieutenant Wilson, commandant of the garri- 
son of Point Coupée, who took into custody the 
prisoners and the party by whom they were con- 


ducted. 
WILLIAM BARKER. 
Sworn before me this 5th day of September, 


1805 
EBENEZER COOLEY, 
Justice of the Peace. 


——— 


Arripavit, No. 10. 
Mississippi Territory, ss: 

Be it remembered, that William Flanagan, jr., 
of Wilkinson county, in said Territory, person- 
ally appeared before the undersigned, one of the 
superior judges for said Territory, and being of 
lawful age, upon his oath deposeth and saith, that 
Lieutenant Glascock and a party of twelve light 
horse, being a part of Captain Jones’s company or 
squadron of Spanish light horse, en the afternoon 
of the 21st day of August last, came over the line 
of demarcation to this deponent’s house, which is 
on the Tiehfau creek, about two miles above the 
line, and took him and his wife and carried them 
about five miles below the line, and kept them 
under guard all night, and next morning dismiss- 
ed his wife, who was taken home by her brother, 
who had been sent out after them by her father. 
That after she was dismissed, they carried this 
deponent fifteen miles further, and told him he 
must go to jail or give up his horse. He refused 
to give up his horse, till they cocked their guns 
and pistols all round him, there being eight of 
them. then present, and said he must pay them 
their expenses, give up his horse, or go to jail. 
He replied that he had rather lose his horse than 
go to jail, Whereupon they took his horse, bridle, 
and saddle, and dismissed him, and he returned 


home on foot. The names of the men who com- 
posed said party of eight horse were, John Glas- 
cock Lieutenant, Benjamin Le Near, also an offi- 
cer, Abraham Jones, son of the Captain, Kennady, 
William Lee, John Bates, Hale, Obiel Brew- 
er, — Connor, and the names of the others he 
does not recollect; and further says that most of 
the party were formerly American refugees, who 
fled to the Spanish country, and further saith not. 
WILLIAM FLANAGAN, 
his X mark. 


Taken this seventh day of September, 1805, at 
the town of Washington, in the Territory afore- 


said, before 
THOMAS RODNEY. 


Nore.—The within deponent, Thomas Holden, 
says, that it was reported that William Flanagan, 
sr., had killed a certain John Sharp, as within 
mentioned, and had fled from the Spanish part of 
the country, and that his wife, after he had fled, 
also left the country, and brought their stock and 
goods above the line, and left them in the care of 
William Flanagan, jr, who is nephew to Wil- 
liam Flanagan, sr. and son-in-law to said Thomas 
Holden, and that this was the only pretext the 
Spanish light horse had for coming above the 
line and behaving as they did. 

THOMAS RODNEY. 


ene 


Arripavit, No. 11. 
Mississippi Territory, ss: 

Be it remembered, that Thomas Holden, sr., of 
the county of Wilkinson, in said Territory, per- 
sonally appeared before the undersigned, one of 
the superior judges of said Territory, and bein 
sworn, deposeth and saith, that he lives in aan 
county, on the Tiehfau, about half a mile above 
the line. of demarcation, upon land which he 
claims by pre-emption, and now cultivates; that 
on the afternoon of the 21st day of August last, 
Lieutenant John Glascock and twelve men of the 
Spanish light horse, part of Captain Jones’s com- 
pany, or squadron of West Florida, came over 
the line of demarcation to this deponent’s house, 
and inquired for William Flanagan, sr., who had 
lived about seven miles below the line, in the 
Spanish territory, and, as they said, had killed 
a certain Joseph Sharp, also a Spanish subject, 
and said they were in pursuit of said Flanagan, 
and inquired of this deponent if he had seen 
Flanagan, or if he knew where he was. This 
deponent replied, that he had not seen him for 
six months, but heard that Flanagan and his fam- 
ily had gone up the Bayou Pierre. When said 
company came up, this deponent was sitting on 
his fence, about fifty yards from his house, and 
after what had passed, as before related, an officer 
among them, by the name of Le Near, ordered. 
this deponent to go to his own house, saying that 
he should put him and his family under guard. 
To which this deponent replied, that he would 
not be put under guard by him unless he had aŭ- 
thority from the United States or the officers. of 
this Territory to do so. Whereupon the officer 
drew his sword, or dirk, and threatened to run 
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‘this deponent through in an instant if he did not 
submit. Then one of the company cocked his 
pistol, but said nothing. Then Glascock came 
up with a rifle in his hand, and ordered this de- 
ponent to go along instantly, or he would make 
him. This deponent replied, that he would not 
go; that they had no business above the line, and 
ordered them to go below, where they belonged. 
Le Near replied to this, that his authority was 
above the line as well as below. Damn the line, 
he did not regard it, and other words to that pur- 
pose, After this, the party went off, and left this 
deponent. But before they went off, two of this 
deponent’s sons came up, and he told them what 
had passed, and ordered them to go to the house 
and. get the guns, and they would kill all the 
damned Spaniards, for they had no business above 
the line; and upon saying this the party left him. 
And he further saith not. 
THOMAS HOLDEN, Sr. 


Taken this 7th day of September, 1805, at the 
town of Washington, in said Territory, before 
THOMAS BROWN. 


No. 1. 
Governor of the Mississippi Territory to his Excellen- 
ey Charles de Grand Pré. 
Town or WASHINGTON, 
Mississippi Territory, Sept. 6, 1805. 

Sır: I was informed that a number of armed 
men, subjects of the King of Spain, on the 3d 
instant, entered this Territory, in the neighbor- 
hood of Pinckneyville, and there with force and 
violence seized three persons by the name of Kem- 
per, abused them in an inhuman manner, tied and 
carried them into your territory, and threatened 
considerable outrages to others in the same neigh- 
borhood. This conduct, sir, does not comport 
‘with that good understanding and friendly dispo- 
sition supposed to exist between our Governments. 
Neither is such conduct to be tolerated by a Gov- 
ernment which is influenced in all its relations 
with others by a regard to justice and national 
faith, especially one so ample in resources to do 
justice to itself, and to command respect from 
others, as the United States. 

This letter, sir, is despatched to you by a spe- 
cial messenger, in order that your Excellency may 
be speedily advised of this unaccountable trans- 
action, and provide against similar outrages and 
their consequences; as also to afford me some ex- 
planation of the one which has given rise to this 
letter, Lam, with great respect, &c. 

R. WILLIAMS. 


No. 2. 


Lieutenant Wilson to Governor Williams. 


Point Coupe, Sept. 5, 1806. 
Sir: | conceive it to be my duty to give you a 
statement respecting the rescue of the Kempers 
from a party of Spanish subjects. Information 
was given to me that Kemper and several Ameri- 
cans were taken by force of arms from their resi- 
dence at Pinckneyville, by a party of Spanish 


subjects, and were on their way to Baton Rouge. 
I immediately manned the boat, and took the 
Kempers, Reuben, Nathan, and Samuel, together 
with the guard, prisoners, who I have in confine- 
ment, and shall keep them so until I receive or- 
ders from the proper authority for their release.. 
I have had taken the depositions of the Kempers, 
and two of their guards, which I enclose you. 
My force is weak, and I expect an attack from 
the other side of the river. I shall, however, give 
them as hearty reception as the situation of my 
force will admit of. As Governor Claiborne is, I 
presume, with you, I hope you will consult with 
him, and let me know as speedily as possible what 
is to be done. I have wrote Captain Sparks, at 
Fort Adams, to send a reinforcement, as I think 
the good of the service really requires it. 
I have the honor, &c., 
WILLIAM WILSON, 
Lieutenant Commandant. 


No. 3. 


Captain Sparks to the Governor of the Mississippi 
Territory. 


Fort Apams, Sept. 7, 1805. 


Sir: I have the honor to forward you despatches 
from Captain Wilson, at Point Coupée. , If it 
should be your wish to have the party therein re- 
ferred to taken to this place, to be delivered over 
to the civil authority, the command of one subal- 
tern and twenty-five men I have sent from this 
post to reinforce Captain Wilson will be instructed 


to execute it. Iam, &c., 
R. SPARKS, 


Captain Commandant. 


No. 4. 


The Governor of the Mississippi Territory to Licuten- 
ant Wilson, commandant at Point Coupée. 


WASHINGTON, Mississipr: TERRITORY, 
September 9, 1805. 

Sır: I this moment received your despatch, 
dated the Sth instant, informing me of your hav- 
ing taken and confined a Spanish party, which 
had on the night of the third instant forcibly taken 
from this Territory the three Kempers, whom the 
party had in their possession when you took them. 
Your conduct, sir, on this occasion, merits appro- 
bation, so far as I am informed of it. 

I request that you will, with all possible de- 
spatch, have conveyed to this Territory the whole 
of the offending party, to be delivered over to the 
civil authority ; also the Kempers. I request you 
will deliver them at Fort Adams, where further 
orders will remain. Captain Sparks has informed 
me the reinforcement he sent you will act also as 
a guard for the above purpose. . 

1 enclose, for your information, the copy of an 
order which I have this day issued in consequence 
of these outrages, and others committed on the 
line eastwardly from Pinckneyville. 

Tam, &c. 
ROBERT WILLIAMS. 
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No. 5. 


The Governor of the Mississippi Territory to- Captain 
Sparks, commanding at Fort Adams. 


Narcuez, September 9, 1805, 
Ten, o'clock at night. 


Sin: As I was starting from Washington to 
this place, I received your letter of the 7th instant, 
with a despatch from Captain Wilson. 

My answer to Captain Wilson I have sent open 
for your perusal, which I pray you to forward 
immediately. 

I request that you will retain and safely keep 
under military authority the party that may be 
sent to you, agreeably to my directions to Cap- 
tain Wilson, until they are received by the civil 
authority. Accept my hearty approbation of your 


and Captain Wilson’s attention on this occasion. 


Tam, &c. 
ROBERT WILLIAMS. 


No. 6. 
The Governor of the Mississippi Territory’s orders to 


Colonel Ellis, of the 5th regiment of the militia of 


said Territory. 


Heap QUARTERS, WASHINGTON, 
Mississiprt TERRITORY, 
September 9, 1805. 
Sin: You will, on the receipt of this order, im- 
mediately assemble from your regiment the fol- 
lowing detachment for duty, viz: two captains. 


two lieutenants, two ensigns, eight sergeants, eight |. 


corporals, two drummers, or bugle-horsemen, and 
-eighty-two privates, to compose two equal com- 
panies. They are to be well armed, and supplied 
“with twelve rounds of ammunition per man. Not 
having the state of your regiment by actual re- 
turn, 
tallion you are to detach them. This detachment 
is to act as a patrol near and along the line of de- 


‘mareation, to prevent or check irregularities of 


every kind. They are to rendezvous at Pinck- 
neyville, from ‘whence they will be detached to 
their different posts. As soon as they are assem- 
bled, a return of them will be made, naming the 
commissioned officers, and reporting the strength 
and the state of arms, &c., and forward to the 
inspector at this place, when you will receive far- 
ther orders. In the mean time, the detachments 
will be active as patrols, examining all equivocal 
characters passing the line below, and especially 
if by night, stopping and securing any armed par- 
ties improperly passing the lines, as in ‘some late 
instances; and, in short, affording all proper pro- 
tection in their power to the citizens of the Uni- 
ted States and their property. The better to effect 
this, one captain, and his command, will be de- 
tached to the eastern part of the line to be guard- 
ed, and take post on or near the Tiehfau, from 
whence the communication must be kept up to 
meet the patrol detached from post near the west 
end of the line. 

Every occurrence worthy of note. can and must 
be communicated in this way to the senior cap- 
tain, whose post will be in or near Pinckney ville ; 


it must rest with yourself from which bat- | 


and who will report either direct to head-quarters, 
or to the inspector’s office. Should any hostile 
attempt be made, either on the citizens, property, 
or the detachment on duty, force must be repelled 
with force. R. WILLIAMS. 


Extract of a letter from Robert Williams, Esq, Gov- 
ernor of the Mississippi Territory, to the Secretary of 
State. 

MississipPi TERRITORY, 
Washington, Oct. 1, 1805. 

By my communication of the 14th ultimo, you” 
were informed of some ontrages committed within 
this Territory, near the Spanish line, and of the 
steps I had taken in relation thereto. 

1 now have the honor to enclose, for your fur- 
ther information, Governor Grand Pré’s letter in 
answer to mine of ths 6th ultimo, and my reply 
to him, marked and numbered 1 and 2; also the 
documents marked 1, 2, and 3, which will inform 
you of the further steps taken in this affair. 

The military patrol which I ordered out on-the 
line were organized and disbanded, on holding 
themselves in readiness, and places appointed to 
rendezvous under a standing order to the officers 
commanding, to check any disorders that might 
appear. 

I have the satisfaction to inform you that things 
in that quarter have become very quiet and settled, 
which I believe would not have been the case but 
for the measures which were pursued. 

Some of our citizens were concerned in this 
business, and are bound over to court for prose- 
cution, 


[Enclosures accompanying the above. ] 


Governor Grand Pré to Governor Williams. 
Baron Roven, Sept. 9, 1805. 

My Dear Sir: I have received your letter, 
dated the 6th instant, relative to the extraordinary 
event that happened at Pinckneyville, on the 3d 
instant, viz: the assault on the three brothers, 
Kempers, by persons unknown, and disguised, it 
is said, in black, who conducted them on that 
part of the Territory which it has pleased His 
Majesty to commit to my charge. The occur- 
rence is singular, and of which I had no informa- 
tion till the night between the 7th and 8th, by one 
of the commanders of the patrols, who, since the 
inroads committed by that turbulent banditti, 
headed by the Kempers, have been stationed near 
the frontiers and within the interior settlement of 
Feliciana: The first gave me information under 
date of the 5th, that, by night, he met with a party 
of men disguised and armed, who were conduct- 
ing three others, whom they immediately aban- 
doned, and retired with precipitation. the same 
way which they appeared to have come, without 
uttering a single word; his first care was to sē- 
cure the persons of the three men, whom he found 
to be the Kempers, and immediately had them 
conducted to Bayou Tunica, there to be embarked 
under an escort, and delivered at my disposal; he 
added that, on the way, the escort was stopped by 
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actual force, on the river, very near the eastern 
shore, by Captain Wilson, military commandant 
at Point Coupée, where it is said the escort is de- 
tained, and also the Kempers. The commander 
of the patrol also declares that it was impossible 
for him to know any one of the persons who 
brought and abandoned the said Kempers, owing 
to the obscurity of the night, their disguise, and 
their very prompt departure. 

This is all the information I have as yet, but 
have despatched an express to procure a more 
ample knowledge respecting this strange and mys- 
terious violation. 

It is not necessary, I flatter myself, that I should 
express what pains our Government has taken, 
and how unceasingly scrupulous it has been to 
maintain and constantly to preserve with that of 
the United States that good understanding and 
harmony, which it ought to be impossible for a 
few intriguing perfidious adventurers, thirsting 
after revenge for private animosities, to interrupt. 
Of this I hope your Excellency is fully convinced, 
and upon this principle you will approve the effi- 
cacious measures Iam about to take for the extir- 
pe of this disorder, which has risen to its full 

eight on the territory of this Government—dis- 
order, confusion, violations, outrages, plunder, in- 
sult to the magistrate; dragging him by a rope 
round his neck; attempts on the flag of the Kin 
my master, and now the violation committed wit 
the Kempers, (authors of all the above mentioned,) 
on the Government of your Excellency. 

After this explicit narrative, I hope your Ex- 
cellency will make the necessary dispositions for 
the return of the inhabitants who were escorting 
the three prisoners, as they are absolute strangers 
to all the circumstances of this business. I claim 
them from your Eixcellency’s justice, considering 
their detention as illegal, as also that of the pris- 
oners they were conducting, these having been 
taken within this Territory, where a most singu- 
lar event had brought them, and I cannot imagine 
what could have been the design of the authors 
of this plot; saving, however, for a subsequent 
determination respecting the legality of a capture 
made under such singular circumstances. 

I have the honor to be, 

CHARLES DE GRAND PRE. 

Most Excellent R. Wittiams. 


Governor Williams to Governor Grand Pré, in answer. 


Wasuineton, Sept. 30, 1805. 

Sir: Your letter of the 9th instant, in answer 
to mine of the 6th, I received some days ago; but 
the equivocal manner with which you treated the 
subject of my letter afforded little or no informa- 
tion, and rendered it expedient to delay an answer 
until I should obtain such information relative 
thereto as would enable me to treat the subject 
with that candor which our respective situations 
require, and the interest and honor of our Gov- 
ernments demand. 

Previous to the receipt of your letter, I under- 
stood’ that the three Kempers were retaken by 
Lieutenant Wilson, near Point Coupée, where 


they, together with the Spanish guard, were de- 
tained. I gave orders for the removal of them 
and their escort to Fort Adams, within this Ter- 
ritory. They have all been delivered over to the 
civil authority for examination, as to their sup- 
posed offences committed within this Territory, 
or that might be éognizable by the civil authority 
thereof; and I now have the honor to inform 
you, that the outrages which were the subject of 
my letter to you of the 6th instant, appear to have 
been committed by citizens of the United States, 
in combination with the subjects of Spain, resid- 
ing within the jurisdiction of our respective Gov- 


ernments, all of whom are liable to be punished | 


under the authority and laws of the United States 
and of this Territory. It also appears that the 
six persons, subjects of Spain, composing the es- 
cort, to wit: William Barker, Charles Stewart, 
John Morris, John Ratcliff, George Row, and 
Adam Bingaman, were accessories and confeder- 
ates with the offending party, and might have 
been legally treated as such by this Government; 
but being desirous to keep alive and promote that 
harmony and good understanding between the 
Government of the United States and that of His 
Catholic Majesty, and also because, from the scep- 
tical style of your letter, it is not clear whether 
the act was authorized, I have caused those six 
men, composing the escort, to be liberated, and 
safely conducted to the territory possessed by His 
Catholic Majesty. The Kempers, of whom your 
Excellency complains as having been the original 
authors of these outrages, I have caused to be 
bound to their good behaviour, and to keep the 
peace towards your Government, its subjects, &c. 

It is also proper I should inform your Excellen- 
cy, that, in a few days after the date of my letter 
of the 6th instant to you, I received information 
that, some days before, a party of twelve men, 
armed, commanded by Lieutenant Glascock, part 
of Captain Jones’scompany of Spanish light-horse, 
entered this Territory in the neighborhood of 
Tiehfau creek, and there threatened considerable 
abuse of some of the inhabitants; seized and car- 
ried by force, from their house of dwelling, a man 
by the name of William Flanagan, jr., and his 
wife, into the territory possessed by His Catholic 
Majesty, whom they detained a considerable time, 
and, on their releasement, took and kept a horse, 
bridle, and saddle, belonging to the said Flana- 
gan, and which I am informed have been since 
sold under the orders of an officer of your Gov- 
ernment. I request your Excellency will inquire 
into this affair, and give me an answer as soon as 
convenient. f 

I trust the lenient measūres which I have caused 
to be pursued upon this occasion will be duly ap- 
preciated, and attributed to the proper motives ; 
and that your Excellency will unite with me in 
adopting such measures as will prevent similar 
oceurrences in future. 

Your Excellency demands of methe three Kemp- 
ers as your prisoners, taken, as you say, “within this 
jurisdiction, where the most ‘singular event had 
brought them:” Permit me, sir, without criticis- 


‘ing on the merits of this demand, which it is so 
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susceptible of, to barely suggest, as a reason for 
my non-compliance, the consequences which 
would necessarily flow from a compliance with 
demands made under such circumstances, and 
founded on transactions of this kind. 

J have the honor to be, &c. - 

“ROBERT WILLIAMS. 
His Exe’y Cuas. De GRAND PRE. 


——— 


part of them went to the house of Samuel Kem- 
per, broke into his room, and took and tied him 
also; and the two parties met again near the 
line, and went in company on the high road 
till they got a few feet below the line, where Cap- 
tain Alston, with a party of twelve men, lay in 
wait, and marched out of the bushes and took pos- 
session of the Kempers; at the instant, all the 
other party dispersed and run off. Alston and 
his party then conducted the Kempers down to 
Bayou Tunica landing, and put them on board of 
a boat, and ordered six of his men, to wit, Wil- 
liam Barker, Charles Stewart, John Morris, John 
Ratcliff, George Rowe, and Adam Bingaman, to 
take them down to Baton Rouge. On their way 
down, when they got opposite the American gar- 
rison at Point Coupée, the boat was taken by 
Captain Wilson, the Kempers released, and the 
Spanish subjects made prisoners. It appearing, 
on examination of the Kempers, that the six per- 
sons last mentioned had not acted above the line, 
they were liberated, as will appear by a document 
I enclose. None of the Spanish subjects that 
were active in the outrage above the line were 
taken into custody; but if they had been in cus- 
tody, they would have been detained for trial. 
And, indeed, it was so evident that the party be- 
low the line were acting confederate with those 
above, had they not been the subjects of a Gov- 
ernment in amity with us, the six persons dis~ 
charged might have been legally detained until: 
due satisfaction was made. I was careful, how- 
ever, to avoid anything that would in the least 
tend to violate the amity of the two nations, and 
therefore thought proper to liberate them, though 
I think our military officers fully justified in de- 
taining them till legally discharged. 

I am, respectfully, &c. 
THOMAS RODNEY. 

P. S. Justice Baker was also directed to re- 
quire bail of Reuben, Nathan, and Samuel Kem- 
per, respectively, to keep the peace, especially 
towards the subjects of the King of Spain, and to 
do no injury to any one below the line of demar- 
cation. T. R. 


Wasuincron, Sept. 23, 1805. 


Ld 

Sır: Finding you had left this when Ireturned 
from Natchez, Mr. Shields follows with my orders 
to Captain Sparks. commanding at the fort. En- 
closed is a copy of my letter to him, indicative of 
the wish of the Executive of this Territory on 
the occasion, which I trust will be compatible 
with the civil authority. - 


I am, &c. J 
ROBERT WILLIAMS. 
Judge Ropney. 


nec 


Wasurneton, Sept. 23, 1805. 


ır: I have received your letter of the 20th 
instant, informing me of the arrival of the pris- 
oners from Point Coupée, at Fort Adams. 

I request that they may all be delivered over to 
Judge Rodney, or some justice of the peace, to be 
examined as to any offences they may have com- 
mitted within the limits of this Territory, or that 
may be cognizable by the civil authority thereof. 

‘The Spanish subjects, to the number of six, as 
I am informed, should they be discharged by the 
civil authority, I request that you will cause them 
to be escorted by a sufficient guard, to the line di- 
viding this Territory from that possessed by His 
Catholic Majesty, there liberated, and suffered to 
pass into his jurisdiction. 

As tothe Kempers, I presume they will be dealt 
with as the law will authorize; and my hope is, 
that they may, be bound to their good behaviour, 
and to keep the peace, as well towards the citizens 
of the United States as the subjects of His Catho- 
lic Majesty. 

Accept my best respects, &c. 

ROBERT WILLIAMS. 

Capt. RICHARD SPARKS, 

Military Commandant at Fort Adams. 


Documents relative to the detention of publie build- 
ings at New Orleans, Se. 


Extracts of letters from General James Wilkinson to` 
the Secretary of War. 
New Orveans, December 27, 1803. 

Our troops are not yet in quarters, but continue 
to occupy the redoubts which surround the town, 
under their tents, which has occasioned great dis- 
content and produced much sickness ; nor have 
we been able to get possession of a single store- 
house or magazine for the reception of our tools, 
implements, stores, baggage, and provisions. Jam 
now working on a partition of the barracks, to 
separate our troops from those of Spain. and hope 
I shall be able to get our men under cover to- 
morrow; but I am reduced to the painful neces- 
sity, after waiting thus long, to hire stores for the 
reception of our provisions, hospital stores, ammu- 


— 


Town or Wasuineton, Sept. 30, 1805. 


Dear Sin: On the 25th or 26th of this instant, 

I made examination into the truth of the outrage 
committed in this Territory, at and near Pinck- 
neyville, on the night of the 3d of this instant, on 
the persons of Reuben, Nathan, and Samuel Kem- 
er. This outrage appears to have been commit- 
ted by a combination of persons, some residing 
above, and some below, the line of demarcation. 
Among them was a Doctor Bonner, a Henry 
Flower, son of Doctor Flower, and a Mr. McDer- 
mot, who were active above the line, and are said 
to reside below. The party, composed of twelve 
white men and seven negroes, first assaulted and 
broke the house of Nathan. Kemper, and seized 
and tied him and his brother Reuben; then a 
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nition, arms, and other articles, which expense | ted States took leave of the Commissioners of 
should, in my judgment, be charged to the French Spain, and I numbered twenty-five Spanish offi- 
Republic, and therefore a separate account wil | cers at the audience. 

be kept of it, and all other expenses which may i 
accrue in consequence of the incomplete execu- 
tión of the treaty. 


New Orveans, March 2, 1804. 

It pains me still to be obliged to write you from 
this place, but the causes which have prevented 
my departure still exist. The Prefect of France 
and the Spanish troops are still in town, and the 
magazines and store-houses still in their posses- 
- sion, while we are obliged to pay rent for our own 
accommodation. My patience is nearly exhaust- 
ed, and I shall not be detained many days longer, 
unless something very unexpected should occur to 
make it my duty. 

We have appearances of the Prefect’s intention 
soon to depart, though they are contradicted by 
other circumstances. As to the Marquis de Casa 
Calvo, and the Spanish officers generally, they 
indicate no intention whatever of moving. 

Governor Folch sailed three days since for Pen- 
sacola, but he was not accompanied by any troops; 
it is now said that they will follow him in a few 
days. Yet I suspect the Marquis de Casa Calvo 
will keep a detachment here for his accommoda- 
tion. 

You have, under cover, a list of guards, which 
the Spaniards mounted in the city yesterday, but 
you must not believe that this singular spectacle 
is permitted by my consent. 


A return of guards mounted in New Orleans by 
the troops of Spain, March 24, 1804. 


Sergeants. Corporals. Privates. 


Extract of a letter from Lieutenant Colonel Constant 
Freeman to General Wilkinson, dated 
New Or.eans, July 14, 1804. 


On the 9th instant, sir, the powder magazine, 
opposite to this city, was delivered to me. 
* 


Extract of a letter from General Wilkinson to the See- 
retary of War, dated 
New Orueans, Jan. 16, 1804, 
We did not until this day receive the orders of 
the French and Spanish Commissioners for the 
delivery of the posts in upper Louisiana. 


Documents relative to the conduct of the Spaniards in 
Louisiana; establishment of new posts ; reinforce- 
ments, and reports of a repossession of that country. 


Extract of a letter from Captain Turner to General 
James Wilkinson, dated 
Natcuitocues, Aug. 1, 1804. 
Since I last wrote, nothing of much importance 
has transpired. Our neighbors still keep up that 
sort of conduct towards us, which a state of war 
alone would justify. Every person who goes 
from here is strictly examined and searched, and 
all letters found in their possession are broken 
open and perused with an expectation of finding 
them big with treason, stratagems, and crimes. 


Copy of a letter from the same to the same, dated 


1. Marquis de Casa Calvo 1 

2. Governor Salcedo 1 Natcuitocuss, Oct. 15, 1804. 
3. Intendant Morales z The Spaniards are undoubtedly meditating mis- 
4. Auditor - - - chief in this quarter; their emissaries have been 
5. Magazine - -~ - at work among the Indians and negroes. The 


6. Hospital - ~ - 
7. Dragoons of Mexico - 


night before last, nine of the latter run off for Na- 
cogdoches, who, it has been ascertained, have 
been persuaded so to do by a Spaniard, inhabitant 
of Nacogdoches, telling them that, on their ar- 
rival there, they would be made free. Upwards 
of thirty are at this moment known to have been 
in the plot of elopement; and intelligence of the 
extent and nature of the plan is momently com~ 
ing to light. To-day it is discovered that four of 
the nine have returned, to rouse and stimulate 
their conféderates and others who were not im- 
plicated; an Indian boy, who was in one of their 
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New Orteans, April 15, 1804. 

I have the satisfaction to inform you that about 
three hundred Spanish troops embarked for Pen- 
sacola on the 8th instant, but I am informed that 
twelve or fifteen officers, and between sixty and 
one hundred men, will continue in this city. 

They have-delivered up the barracks, but occu- 
py the hospital and several detached buildings. 

The Prefect made his congé te our Commis- 
sioners on the 12th instant, but is still in town 
exercising his pee and commissarial func- 
tions, yet I look daily for his embarcation. 

The arrival of our ordnance stores from Fort, 
Adams commenced a few days since, but we have 
as yet neither stores nor magazines for their re- 
ception, these being still occupied by the French 
and Spanish Governments. 

New Orveans, April 25, 1804. 

The Prefect of France embarked on the 2ist 
‘instant. Yesterday the Commissioners of the Uni- 


returned were instilling into the others, that, since 
the plot has been discovered, it should stimulate 
them to be more determined, &c. &c. The whole 
district is in the most alarming state, and inevita- 
ble ruin to it, and perhaps all Louisiana, must be 
the consequence, unless prompt measures are 
taken to stop the infamous proceedings of the in- 
fernal Spaniards. : 

I received a message, the other day, from the 
| Cousadee or Alabama Indians, informing. that 
other Indians, stimulated by the Spaniards, had 
desired them to move over the line, (they living 


cabins, gives the intelligence.’ He says those who, 
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on this side the Sabine, within the district of Ope- 
lousas,) and informed them that they wished them 
to join a war against the Americans; upon refus- 
ing, they. threatened: to cut: them off wherever 
they should meet’ with. them. . Further, that a 
great council was about to be held, to which all. 
the Indians were invited, and the Spaniards were 
to have large presents there for them. This intel- 
ligence has, within a few ion be been corroborated 
by a white man living near the Sabine, whom the 
Indians, being friendly towards, desired to quit, as 
shortly depredations. were to commence on ‘the 
American frontier. “°° , 


Extract of a letter from Doctor-John Sibley to the Sec- 
; retary of War, dated 


-. Narcnirocues, May.1, 1805. 
The Choctaw chief, at the same time, reported 
‘to me, that a party of his people had. lately re- 
turned from a hunting voyage on the bay of St. 
Bernard, and that they there fell in with two par- 
ties of Spanish troops, who had lately arntved 


-there by water, and had their shipping thendying® 


there ; that they were building two forts, and had 
got’them considerably advanced; one of them at 
“the mouth of Trinity river, at: the Oekekesaws, 
the other, further to ‘the westward, near the Ca- 
raukuas ; they did-not-know by what name they. 
‘called the place, but I take it to be Matagordo: 


that the Spanish officer at Oekekesaws had com-. 


‘missioned one of his ‘hunters as a chief, and told 
him the Americans holding this country were all 
wind; that, if they were wise, they would aban- 
don us and attach themselves to them, (the Span- 
iards,), for their old. friends would not forsake 
them; but. that they were advancing against the 


“Americans, and should soon build a fort in Ope-: 


lousas, and another at Atiakapas, and one at or 
near Natchitoches, and proceed on towards New 
‘Orleans ; and ‘that the officertold him he ‘was in 
want of spades to go on faster with ‘the works; 
and ‘that, if the Indians would come in among. the 
‘Americans and buy what they could and bring to 
him; he would give them ‘a horse for each spade 
they would bring. © bee 

~ "This hunter, on bis arrival at Bayou Chero, at 
the Choctaw village, finding the chief absént, sent 
off a runner to notify him of it, and to be on his 
guard against the Americans, for all Louisiana 
would soon belong again to Spain. 

Mr. Fulsome, who I occasionally employ as an 
interpreter, was present when the chief received 
this message, and came in with him tò me, who 
likewise said that. there was, at the same time, a 
Spaniard in the Choctaw camp asleep,.and that 
after.the runner had delivered his. message, he 
(Fulsome). awakened. the Spaniard, and asked 
‘him if he knew anything of a Spanish force hav- 
ing arrived at.the Oekekésaws, and he said he had 
heard so. ; oie ra 

An American gentleman, a Captain Fristo, of 
Tennessee, was with mea few. hours-ago. - He is 
lately from Nacogdoches, and informs me that he 
understood ‘the same when he was at that place. 


Extract of a letter from Captain Turner. to General 
James Wilkinson, dated an 


Fort Cratsorns, ( Noatchitoches,) 

. May 3, 1805. 

~ Within these two days I have received infor- 
mation that the Spaniards. have absolutely estab- 
lished themselves, both ‘at Matagorda, and the 


Oreoquisas. ` They came by-sea, and immediately 


commenced fortifying. The informer is an. In- 
dian chief of the Choctaws, who says that a war- 
rior of his nation, who has been:hunting with the 
Caraukuas, on the bay of St. Bernard, has- re- 


.| turned loaded with Spanish presents and caresses, 


and says that the commanding officer told him 
that he and his people had better abandon’ the 
Americans, and come under the protection. of the 
Spaniards, who would never forsake their old 
friends; and bid him witness their present pro- 
ceedings, giving. to understand that it was only 
preparatory to their taking possession of the coun- 
try again, which would not remain long in the 
hands of the Americans, as they meant. to edge 
themselves -along till they. got to Orleans; that 
the warrior appeared to believe what was told 
him, and had returned with different ideas respect- 
ing the Americans than he possessed before. The 
informer further says, that the Spanish troops 
were in- want of spades, and told this Indian, and 
those who were with him, that if they would 
bring some from this place, or Opelousas, he would 
give them a horse for every one delivered. » 


Extract of a letter from Doctor John Sibley. to the Sec- 
s retary of War, dated ~~ es i 


Ei Narcnirocses; May 31, 1805. 

I sent Mr. Fulsome to bring in the chief and the 
party of Choctaws, who had lately: returned from 
the bay of St. Bernard, and had given an account 
of the posts of Matagordo and the Oekekesaws 
being lately taken possession of... Mr. Fulsoitie 
found them and. brought. them in.:: He’ can give 
no certain account of any troops-being at Mata- 
gordo, but he was. at the: Oekekesaws, and saw 
them; they were building a fort: buta small tum- 
ber of ‘soldiers. The chief says, the Spanish’ offi- 
cer advised him and all his nation to. come: to 
them’; ‘that their-great father over the water’had 
not forgotten them, and ‘gave them not only his ` 
hand but his whole arm. He says the party he 
säw came there by land: but the evening he left 
the place, he saw a vessel in the’bay, that the offi- 
cer said was coming to them with a reinforcement. 
He likewise says, he heard they intended to build 
forts soon at Opelousas, Attakapas, and. Natchito- 
ches, but he did not hear the officer say it: 


Extract of a letter from. Dr. John Sibley to the Seere- 


tary of War, dated 


os Navrcnrrocuns, July 2, 1805. 
A man by the tame of St. Prie arrived here yes- 


terday from the Spanish ‘country. He speaks 


French: I have had ‘some cénversation' with 
him. He says that there are five hundred fami- 
lies arrived at St. Antonio, settlers, with a con- 


1207 


APPENDIX. 


1208 


Relations with Spain. 


siderable reinforcement of troops; and that one 
hundred soldiers were coming to Nacogdoches; 
fifty of whom were to be there by the 15th inst. 


Extract of a letter from the same to the same, dated 


Natcnirocass, August 8, 1805. 

Great pains are certainly taken by people living 
‘here, and strangers passing through the country to 
‘and from toward Mexico, to freshen and keep alive 
the report and belief, that this part of the country 
isnot long to remain in the hands of the United 
States. i 

The day before yesterday the Baron Bastrop, 
ah intimate acquaintance of the Marquis de Casa 
‘Calvo, passed through this place from. Orleans on 
his way to Mexico; on that way he took great 
pains to cireulate the report, and to tell all the in- 
habitants he spoke with, that the country would 
ere long be again under the Government of Spain, 
&c. He speaks French, English, and Spanish. 
Assurances of that kind, from a character like the 
Baron, make a strong impression upon the minds 
of the uninformed inhabitants. 


Extract of a letter from Captain Turner to General 
James Wilkinson, dated 
. Fort CLAIBORNE; (Natcuirocnes,) 
September 3, 1805. 

About a month ago Mr. Shabus, of this place, 
received a letter, dated St. Antonio, from Padre 
Puellet, telling him that the Commandant Gene- 
ral, Mr. Grimare, direct from the Court of Spain, 
, was expected in August at the Rio Grand, where 
a great numbet of the people of the province of 
Texas was tomeet him; that he was accompani- 
ed by seven companies coming to St. Antonio, 
which place he was to make his residence, and 
that Captain Amangual was to be stationed with 
his full company* at Nacogdoches. Mr. Shabus 
received a passport from the Governor of St. An- 
tonio, anda letter from the Bishop, requesting him 
to come on immediately to make preparations for 
the Commandant General. Said Shabus says that 


he, (the Commandant General,) was high in the’ 


confidence of the Court of Spain, and sent on ac- 
count of the limits. Six hundred families coming 
from Spain to settle Matagordo had put into the 
Canary islands. 


Extract of a letter from the same to the same. 


NatcuiTocuss, Fort CLAIBORNE, 
September 30, 1805. 

The new Governor, Antonio: Cordero, has ar- 
rived at St. Antonio. 

Two men have just arrived from Nacogdoches, 
one of whom says he saw a letter from Mr. Barr 
to Davenport, written at St. Antonio, saying that 
he was waiting to set out with the Colonel, who 
was to take the command at Nacogdoches. He 
was to have two companies with him, one of. 
which was to reinforce the Orcoquisas, and the 


** A full company consists of-a captain, lieutenant, 
commandant, and one hundred and fifteen.” v 


+ 


that two of the inhabitants of this country are 


isons of Mobile and Baton Rouge are to recei 


other to be divided between Nacogdoches and 
Adeis. 

The white men employed by: the Indian agent 
are now with me, and relate the following: 

At about six days’ march nearly south west from 
here, pt came in sight of a sort of stockade, as 
well as they could judge from the distance they 
saw it. They were. discovered by the garrison, 
and a number of horsemen (to the amount of at 
least fifty) immediately sallied from out or near 
the picket work in line, and gave them chase, As 
they approached they formed a half circle, in order 
toenclosethem. They, the Americans, escaped 
to the woods, which were within a league; the 
Spaniards continued the pursuit about fifteen 
miles. They imagined the fort.or picket work to 
be about one hundred and twenty miles from this 
place, and is situated in open ground in the bottom 
of'a prairie, at the confluence of the Trinity and 
Snow rivers, about twenty miles from the sea, 
They were further informed that the place where 
the fort is was called Orcoquisas, 


Extract of a letter from a Mr. Johnson, son of a Colo- 
‘nel Johnson, of Kentucky, to Dr. Sibley. 
Nacoepocuss, Oct. 3, 1805. 

I have chosen this method of informing you of 
the receipt of a letter from Mr. Barr, but a few 
minutes since, which mentions, that he will be 
here the day after to-morrow, accompanied by the 
new commandant, who had under his charge two 
companies of one hundred and ten each. "The 
one is to bestationed at the Trinity until further 
orders, the other is for this place, with orders to 
make it a place of defence. = 


Extract of a letter from Captain Bowyer to Lieutenant 
Colonel Freeman. 


OprLousas, Oct: 13, 1805. 

Yesterday Judge Collins waited on me and in- 
formed me that the minds of the citizens of the 
district were considerably agitated on a report 
being in circulation that a number of Spanish: 
troops have taken post on the Kelqueshoes, some - 
distance on this side the Sabine. ` Report says 
the number does not fall short of eight hundred. 
I have no idea the force is as strong as reported; 


{but that there are some Spanish troops in that: 4 


quarter I have not the smallest doubt. | 
Some time before Capt. Stille left Attakapas,: y 
he had certain information that a regular patrol ; 
was kept up on the Sabine, and were relieved 
weekly-from the post of Nacogdoches. Sinee then- 
I have been informed (how truly I cannot say). 


prisoners at that post. ae 

Extract of'a letter from Governor Claiborne to the ” 
i Secretary of War. 

; _. New Orveans, Oct, 30,1805.. 

Six hundred troops. have arrived.at, Pensaeol 

from the Havana ; and it is reported that the.g 


considerable reinforcements. A Governor Gen- 
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< eral for the province of Texas has arrived at St. 
Antonio; he is a Brigadier General, and said to 
< possess military talents. . . ; 

_ Afort is erected. on Trinity river, and about 
~ two hundred men (the greater part cavalry) are 
© there stationed. — 


< Documents to show that the settlement of Bayou 
` Pierre, on the Red river, at which a principal ag- 
gression took place, was originally made by France, 
“Wwhile possessing Louisiana, and came to the posses- 
sión of Spain only by the general delivery of Low- 
isina to her, and as part of it. 
CaMmebTt, IN THE DISTRICT OF 

oe Natcuitocues, Sept. 14, 1805. 
Personally appeared before me, John Sibley, one 
of the magistrates for the cotinty of Natchitoches, 
Mary Palogia Grappe Fontineat, aged 46, who, 


; saith, that she believes she was born at the ancient 


French inhabitants and some soldiers; and that 
: she perfectly recollects descending the river with 
` her father. She was then six years of age; and 


~ debts, and came down about six weeks after; and 
‘that she had always ubderstood her family had 
` lived ‘there for a considerable number of years ; 
and that there were.a number of French families 
: who had lived there for way Te - 

, FONTINEAU, Veuve. 
i JOHN SIBLEY, J. P. 
I, John Horn, being duly sworn as interpreter, 
declare that the above declaration of Mary Pulo- 
. gia. Grappe Fontineau is truly interpreted as 
above written.. > aJi HO 


‘Sworn to before me, 


cee ov <Naronrrocnes, Sept. 15, 1805. 
> Rersonall. 
one of the Justices of the Peace for the county of 
Natehitoches,.-Julien Besson, an inhabitant of 
Campti, in said county, aged 57, who, being duly 


being- carried from Natchitoches, by his father, to 


the course of the river, about one hundred and 
seventy leagues above Natchitoches, on Red river; 
and that, at that time,.there were living several 
French families and some soldiers: the num- 
ber'of ‘soldiers. re ‘does “not remember, but only 
that it was a sergeants command, (which ser- 
-geanit was then his father;)-and that his father, 
byʻorder of.the then French Governor General of 
Louisiana, built'a ‘small fort at*said-place, erected: 
a flagstaff, on which the French-flag-used to: be 
hoisted: the name of the fort was called St.Louis 
de. Qarloretto; and that, from the appearance of 
the place, and ‘everything he had heard and-under- 
stood: about it, the ‘establishment ‘had been made 
: for-aconsiderable ‘number of years before he went 
- there, which is more than fifty -yeatsago4 an 
that: helived there:fourteen or fifteen years, during 
alk which time there was continued-adetachment 
of #rench soldiers there, with anumberof French 
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` being duly cautioned and sworn, deposeth and’ 


Caddo village, where was aù establishment of: 


that het mother remained behind, to collect some. 


` the deponent saith not. 


-| September, 1805. 


appeared before me, John Sibley, f $; ; 
Lepr i uf preter of the French language, do hereby certify 
‘that the above or foregoing deposition of Julien 
‘Besson, is truly “interpreted. - 
sworm, deposéth and ‘saith, that. he well recollects | ; 


the*ancient. Caddo -village, commonly called, by | 
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families, who continued to cultivate corn, tobacco, 
and garden vegetables; and that he recollects two 
small pieces of cannon being there, and one of 
them: bursting by firing; and he believes. the other 
slipped into-the river, by an excavation of its bank, 
as it lay near the edge of the bank; and that. he 
recollects there being some mill-stones there, but 
has no remembrance of seeing theminuse. And, 
at the same time that he lived at the above-men- 
tioned place, some French. families were settled 
at the Yattasse point, so called, being a part of 
what is now called the Bayou Pierre settlement; 
and that the same place has continued ‘to be occu- 
pied by French families ever sinee, and which is. 
now under the jurisdiction of the Spanish Goy» 
ernment,in the province of Texas; and that said 
Yattasse point used to be a place of great deposit 
by Indian traders, before Louisiana was ceded to 
Spain: and further, that he has knowledge that 
some French hunters, while Louisiana belonged 
to France, planted several crops of .corn more 
than fifty leagues above the ancient Caddo vil- 
lage, on Red river, ator near the mouth of Boggy 


‘river, (or the Vassures, as it is called ;) and that 


the settlement at the old Caddo village was aban- 
doned about thirty-eight years ago; and he ‘be- 
lieves the cause of their removal was, having 
large families of children growing up ; and, after 
the cession ‘of Louisiana to Spain, the settlement 
did not'appear to augment, and the families were 
desirous their children should have the benefit of 


a better society: but that the country is exceed- 
1 ingly pleasant and fertile,and capable of becom- 


ing a rich and populous settlement. And further 
JULIEN BESSON. 
Sworn before me, at Natchitoches, the 16th of 
JOHN SIBLEY, J. P. 


T, the subscriber, being duly sworn as an inter- 


J. HORN. 
ah thy Narcurrocuss, Sept. 16, 1805. 
Personally appeared before me, John Sibley, 


‘one of the Justices of the Peace in said. county, 
Louis Lamalaty, Esq., of Campti, in said county, 
‘who, being duly sworn, deposeth and saith, that 


he is now sixty-six years of age; and thathe was 
born at the place now called Natchitoches. Al- 
though he was never at the place where the an- 


‘cient Caddo village was, he was in the constant 


habit of seeing the French inhabitants, and the 


/soldiers who were then living and stationed there, 


and has no more doubt of the fact than though he 
had séen it; he saw Mr. Grappe and his family 
when they returned from there; and further, that 
he has knowledge of the ancient French establish- 


‘ment at Yattasse point, ia the vicinity of Bayou 
d | Pierre; and that these French families lived there 


before Louisiana was ceded to Spain ;, and that 
Mr. Vergelived there for a number of years; and 
that said place was usually.a place of deposit for 
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the Indian traders, &c. And further, that he has 
knowledge of Mr. Bourne, formerly commandant 
at Natchitoches, having had a trading-house es- 
tablished on the southwest side of the Sabine river, 
and ‘distant from that river about six leagues, and 
-from Natchitoches about fifty leagues, and about 
northwest from it; which establishment was an- 
tecedent to the Spanish Government taking place 
in: Louisiana; and that the same place was occu- 
pied by sundry persons afterward, as well before 
as after the change of Governments; and that he 
has been informed that the mill-stones that were 
at the old French establishment at the Caddos, 
had been brought down; and that, according to 
the. best of his recollection, it is now about thirty- 
eight- years since the said settlement was aban- 
doned. And further the deponent saith not. - 

> i ‘LOUIS LAMALATY. 


“Sworn to, the 16th of September, 1805, before 
me, J. SIBLEY, J. P. 
I, the subscriber, being duly sworn as interpre- 
ter of the French language, do hereby certify 
that the foregoing declaration of Louis Lamalaty, 
Esquire, is truly interpreted and translated. _ 
we J. HORN. 


42 years, who, being duly sworn, deposeth and 
saith, that, thirty-five or thirty-six years ago, he. 
went with his father from Natchitoches to the an- 
cient Caddo village, where he remained about 
four months. At that time, there were no fami- 
lies or soldiers there, but the houses.of the French, 
families who had lived there but a few years be- 
fore, together with. the fort, flag staff, and the bar 
racks or house occupied by the soldiers, were all- 
standing entire; and that his father told him 
which of the fields and houses his family had oc- 
cupied for a number of years; and likewise, he re- 
members to have seen in the fort the ambusier 
and platform where the cannon were placed ; and 
that he recollects his father used to call the dis- 
tanee from Natchitoches to said place by water 
about the same as from Natchitoches to New Or- 
leans, viz. about one hundred and seventy leagues 
and further, that he well recollects some French. 
families, particularly a Mr. Verge and Mr: de Co- 
-| to, living at the Yattassee point, so called, and 
that he always understood they’had lived there 
for many years before Louisiana was ceded to 
Spain; and that the same place has always con- 
tinued to be occupied by some French inhabi- 
tants, and is situated on’ the western division of 
Red River about twenty-five leagues above Natch- 
itoches, and is now part of what is called the Bä- 
you Pierre settlement, under the jurisdiction of 
the Spanish Government, in the province of Tex- 
as; and that he has been several, times at a place 
called the Dout, on the east bank of the Sabine 
river, at a prairie, and. towards the head of said 
river, where there was the appearance of some 
works having been erected by the French as a 
naing establishment, and where his father and 
many Indians had told’ him the French flag had 
been hoisted, and the arms of the King of France: 
buried. Further the deponent saith nat. 
; .. BTE. GRAPPE. 
Sworn to before me, at Natchitoches, the 16th 
day of September, 1805, > pgs, 
` S JOHN SIBLEY, J. P. 
I, the subscriber, being duly sworn as- an inter- 
preter of the French language, do hereby: certify: 
that the foregoing deposition of John, Baptiste: 
Grappe is truly interpreted and translated... - 
. : Woe J. HORN. 


l Narcuitocugs, Sept. 16, 1805. 
Personally appeared before me, John Sibley, 
one of the Justices of the Peace for said county, 
Mary Senes Brevell, widow of Antoine Grillette, 
deceased, who, being duly sworn, deposeth and 
saith, that, after she married Mr. Grillette, she 
went with him to the ancient Caddo village, 
where she remained about eighteen months. At 
that time, there were a few French inhabitants 
who settled and lived there, and a French com- 
mandant, who was Mr. Grappe, and, as near as 
she recollects, four soldiers ; that the French in- 
habitants cultivated everything that was com- 
mon for the French in other parts of Louisiana; |. 
and that. she does not recollect the exact number | 
of years that have elapsed since she was there, 
but believes it was, at least, ten. years before the 
Government of Spain took place in Louisiana; 
and that she always understood, by her parents, 
she was there when a child, but she was too young 
to have remembrance of it.: Further the depo- 
nent saith not. i 
: M. S. BREVELL, her x mark. 


Sworn to before me, at Natchitoches aforesaid, 
the day and year aforesaid, > 
: JOHN SIBLEY, J. P. 


I, the subscriber duly sworn as interpreter of 
' the French language, do hereby certify that the 
above deposition of Mary Louisa Brevell is truly 


interpreted. 
J. HORN. 


NarcnitocuEs, Sept. 22, 1805. 

_ Personally appeared before me, John Sibley, one. 
of the Justices of the Peace for the county of Nat- 
chitoches, François Grappe, of Campti, in ‘said 
county, aged 57, who, being duly'sworn,. deposeth 
and saith, that to the best of his knowledge and. be- 
lief, he was born near the ancient Caddo village, 
on Red river, which, by. the. course of the-river, he 
believes to be upwards of five hundred miles above. 
Natchitoches, where his parents. then lived, aud. 
had lived, he believes, a number of years before 
he was born, and where: they continued to-live 
until. he was sixteen or seventeen years of:age. 
As long ago-as he cansremember, he recollects a: 
Mr. Francois Harvey, a French gentleman; living. 


; Narcuitocues, Sept. 16, 1805. 
Personally appeared before me, John Sibley, one 
of the Justices of the Peace. for the county of 
Natchitoches, John Baptiste Grappe, an inhabi- 
tant of Campti, in said county, and likewise one 
of the Justices of the Peace for the same, aged 
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there, and who, he understood was the first white 
man that settled there; and that his father settled 
there about two years after. But he always’ un- 
derstood there had been a company of French 


miles higher up the river, and that Mr. Harvey 
‘was One of them ; but they were broken up before 
he was born; it was always called the Company: 
And ‘that, during the whole time he lived at the 
+ ancient Caddo village, there were three settled 

families, besides a number of single. persons, and 
-.adetachment of soldiers; and that the number of 
` sdldiers.assigned by the French: Government for 
that post was always fifteen, but he never knew 
the number complete; and that his father was 
: commandant of the place for many years, and 
“Was succeeded by a Mr. Closo, who continued 
©: to be a commandant until it was abandoned, after 
. the cession of Louisiana to Spain; and that his 


‘built’a small fort there, in which were two small 
“pieces of cannon, and in which was a flag-staff, on 
~ which the French flag was occasionally hoisted ; 
_ he believes that the whole time that that place 
~ Was- occupied by the French as a military post 
“and a settlement. of families was about thirty 
; years; and that the inhabitants pursued the same 
agticulture that was then common in other parts 
atthe French: settlements of Louisiana, ‘viz: 
corn, tobaccd, indigo, cotton, and garden vegeta- 
bles, with some wheat, which grew well; but, 
having no way of manufacturing flour, there was 
t little wheat raised, though there was a pair. 
“Of excellent European mill-stones and mill-irons 
there, but were not in use in his time; the stones 
he ‘himself brought down in the year 1778, and 
| they. were carried to Opelousas; he understood 
they had been carried to: the Caddo country by 
thie Company, as it was called: :And that he has 


ar where the Natidaco Indians now live; and 
jat-it was an ancient establishment, and a place 
of ‘gréat'trade'and: resort at the time his father’s 
family lived at the Caddos; and.that he has sev- 
eral:times been.at the place; the French flag used 
be:hoisted there, and there are the remains of 
e buildings and works now to beseen; and that 


“northwest from Natchitoches. And that there 
“owas, at the same time, a-similar trading establish- 
-mient and a number of-settled French families 
at the Yattasse point, on the southwest division 
“of Red river, abgut twenty-five leagues above 
Natchitoches, in what is now called the Bayou 
Pierre settlement, which is now under the juris- 
‘diction of Spain, and which place is now, and 
er has continued to be, occupied by French -in- 
bitants; and some of whom have ancient French 


rge; who lived there for a numberof years be- 
e: Louisiana was ceded to Spain, had the ex- 
sive Indian trade granted him; by:the French 
vernor General of: Louisiana, of “Troiscannes 
“Tauacanos, the Reychies; Yattasses, and sev- 
ral-other tribes that-then lived on the river Sa- 


——n 


traders settled, fora number of years, about forty |1805 


- father, by order of the Governor of Louisiana; 


the.Dout! is about one hundred and fifty} miles |. ` 


fants or titles- for their: lands; and: that Mr.{ 


bine, and southward and westward of it, in what 


‘is now called the province of Texas. 


FRANCOIS GRAPPE. 
Sworn to before me, the 30th of September, 


JOHN SIBLEY, J. P. 


The subscriber being duly sworn interpreter of 
the French language, does hereby certify that the 
foregoing declaration of Frangois Grappe is truly 
‘interpreted and translated. 

. J. HORN. 


e 


Document relative to robberies committed by the Span- 
iards in Louisiana. ‘ . 


Naronrrocnes, October 2, 1805. 


Personally appeared before me, John Sibley, 
one of the Justices of the Peace for the county of 


‘Natchitoches, Gaspard Bodin, Lewis Bodin, and 


Andrew Chamar, all of Natchitoches aforesaid, 
who, being duly sworn, deposed and said, that, on 
the 8th day of September last, they, the deponents, 
were all travelling in company from Natchitoches 
to Opelousas, on the usual road; and that, when 
within fourteen or fifteen miles of Opelousas 
church, they were met by five armed Spanish sol- 
diers on horseback, who dtew-their arms upon 
them, and ordered them to stop. One of the de- 


Tone (Madam Bodin,) who speaks. Spanish 


well, asked the one who appeared to be the com- 
mander of the party, what business he had to order 
them to stop, that they were all of them Ameri- 
cans, and that was American ground. The com- 
mander of the Spanish party replied, that he had 
a right to command there, and would do as he 
pleased, and that he must have such a horse for 
the use of the King, (pointing to Mr. Chamar’s 
best horse) which he immediately took possession 
of, and took away with them, proceeding on the 
Nacogdoche road, and the deponent Chamar has 


“never seen or heard of his horse since. 


j 3 GASPARD. BODIN, 
; LEWIS BODIN, 
ANDREW CHAMAR. . 


Sworn before me the day above written. _- 
aan JOHN SIBLEY, J. P. 


; l Narcnirocués, Oct.-3, 1805. ` 
Personally appeared before me, John Sibley, a 


-Justice-of the Peace for the county. of Natehito- 


ches, Francis Roban, of said Natchitoches, aged 
twenty-one years, who, being duly sworn, de- 
poseth and saith, that, about the 10th of Septem- 
ber last, himself, being in the. employ of Messrs. 
Oliver and Case, of Natchitoches, was, with Jo- 
seph Lucas, conducting from the Caddo nation to 
Natchitoches eighteen horses, packed with about 
eleven hundred deer skins; and in the Bayou 
Pierre settlement. they stopped for the night, at 
the plantation of a` Mr: Poisot. Next morning, 
the deponent had-cecasion to: go to the house of 
Mr. de Soto, about a-half a league.distant, who is 
a syndic, and-at-whose house the detachment of 


‘Spanish soldiers on guard is stationed; soon after 


his arrivalat de Soto’s house, a corporal of the 
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guard called him, the deponent, into a small apart- 
ment, in de Soto’s house, under the pretence of 
speaking to him; as soon as he entered the room, 
the corporal told him he was a prisoner, and 
placed a sentinel at the door; then told him they 
wanted to take Oliver and Case, or either of them, 
and that, if they did not find Oliver and Case, that 
he, the deponent should pay for it. They kept 
him then ‘confined in the room, from about eight 
in the morning till one, afternoon; they then re- 
moyed the deponent on his own horse, with one 
armed soldier before him and. another behind, 
and ordered him to show Oliver and Case. He 
conducted ther inthis manner about eight miles, 
where he understood Mr. Case had -been to Mr. 
Doley’s.. Arriving there, and not finding him, 
the deponėnt was left at Mr. Doley’s under a 
guard, and the corporal went to some houses. near. 
by-in the neighborhood, to search for him, but 
could not find him; after which, they set off-in 
the same order in which they came, to return 
back to de Soto’s. On their way they discovered 
a fresh trail of horses crossing the road, and lead- 
ing from Mr. Poisot’s plantation towards ‘the 
plantation of Mr. Robleau, which they concluded 
to be the trail of Lucas, with the packs, &e. The 
deponentthen attempted to escape from them, but 
was overtaken, and tied with his hands behind 
him, with a coarse hair rope; they then put-him 
on his horse, one of the Spaniards leading his 
horse by a rope and another following behind, and 
holding the other end of the hair rope, with which 
the deponent’s hands were tied. It'was, at that 
time, towards eight o’clock in the evening; the 
moon shone bright, they followed the trail lead- 
ing towards Robleau’s plantation about two and 
a half miles, and found all the pack-horses graz- 
ing. The Spaniards went immediately to gather- 
ing them up, and took possession of them all, 
drove them into a pen belonging'to the plantation, 
and placed a guard over them; after whieh they 
untied the deponent, and drove him into the pen 
with the horses, where they kept him under guard 

among the horses the remainder of the night. 
After the horses and deponent were thus. pen- 
ned up together, the corporal armed himself with 
a pair of pistols, and, with a rope under his coat, 
sat off for Lucas’s camp, the light of which was 
in sight, saying he would goand tie Lucas. He 
was gone about-a quarter of an hour, when he 
came running back much out of breath, and-ex-. 
claimed: “Blast the Indian, he wanted to shoot 
me with his arrow.” Soon after, the Indian came 
up the corporal teok his gun and. presented it-at 
the Indian, who replied, “You had best be-easy, 
for Lam nota child; you may thank me that you 
are here now.” -The -corporal then spoke. tothe 
Indian; told him he was sorryfor what-he had |. 
done, it was in passion, shook hands with him, 
&c. The Indian, who wasa Yattasse, then told 
the: deponent: to tell the corporal that he, the Span- 
iard; had wanted to take Lucas, but, if-he had have 
taken him, he. should not have tied him or taken 
him off. The Indian afterwards related to him, 
the deponent; how the corporal.came to the-fire, 
where Lucas and:himself were encamped ; Lucas’ 


saw him coming and rose up; the corporal called 
out to him,.and told him he wanted to speak to 
him; Lucas saw him armed and saw the rope ` 
he had, and retreated a few steps from the fire; 
the corporal told him to stop, or he would shoot 
him; Lucas told him, he would not stop, and < 
ran off. The Indian, at the same moment, drew 
his bow to.shoot the corporal, who likewise ran 
and hid himself in the cornfield. The deponent 
further saith, that, while he was imprisoned in 
the horse-pen with the horses, the Indian came 
into the pen to him, and remained. with him the 
remainder of the-night. Some time in the night 
he, proposed to the. deponent to assist him, and 
they would tie the two Spaniards, and. take off 
the horses, but if he was afraid to attempt that, 
he, the Indian, would kill them both, if the de- 
ponent would consent to it. The deponent fur- 
ther said, that, the next morning, :the Spaniards 
sat off with him and. all the horses for. de Soto’s 
house; and as they were going by Mr. Poisot’s. 
house,.on their way he requested leave.to go in to 
get a drink of water, and. made his escape outof a 
back door, hid himself.in a cotton field, from 
thence into a thicket, where he remained hid till 
night, leaving his horse, saddle, and bridle at Mr.. 
Poisot’s gate, which the Spaniards took possession 
of. In the evening, he came.into Mr. Poisot’s 
house, Mr. Poisot gave him some victuals, and 
advised him to-make the best of his way to Nach- 
itoches, for the Spaniards. were determined to 
catch him, and had given him positive instruc- 
tions to take him if fe could, and bind him, and 
bring him’to the guard; and that all the horses 
they had started off for Nacogdoche. ; T'he depo- 
nent sat off-immediately, and travelled all night, 
avoiding as much as he could the main road, un- 
derstanding that there were Spaniards posted on 
the road to waylay him. About an ‘hour before 
daylight he arrived at:Mr. Doley’s.and found the 
Spaniards had arrived there, with all the họrses 
before him, and sentinel guarding them; hisown~ - 
horse among the.rest. And further.the deponent 
said not.. =~-  : FRANCIS:ROBAN, <- 
Swor before me, - JOHN SIBLEY, J-P: © 
[The foregoing papers were referred toa Com- 
.mittee:of the House of Representatives on: the 
6th December, 1805. The Committee’ imade -a 
report to’ the House, January 3,1806; for which 
‘see supplemental Journal to: House Debates, ante, 
page 1117]. 0° = ; : Do 


FRANCE. | 

(Communicated to Congress, January. 10, T806. 
To-the Senate of the United States:: > y = 

In compliance. with the request.of: the Senate, 
expressed in their’ resolution. of December 27, 1 
now lay before them such documents and papers 
(there: being no other information. in .my posses- 
sion) as relate to complaints made by the Govern 
ment of France against the. commerce carried on 
by the citizens of the. United States to the French 
islands of St. Domingo. - ee eee 
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General Turreau to the Secretary of State. 


The undersigned, Minister Plenipotentiary of 
His Imperial and Royal Majesty to His Excellen- 
cy the President of the United States of America, 
has testified, in his conversations with the Sec- 
retary of State, his just discontent with the com- 
mercial relations which many citizens of different 
States of the Union maintain with the rebels of 
every color, who have momentarily withdrawn the 
colony of St. Domingo from the legal authority. 

The principles injuriously. affected by such a 
commerce, or rather by-such a system: of robbery, 
(brigandage,) are so evident, so generally acknow- 
ledged, and adopted, not only by all nations who 
have a colonial system to defend, but even by those 
who have none, and, moreover, even by every 
wise people to whatsoever political. aggregation 
they may belong, that the statesman, if he has not 
lost every idea of justice, of humanity, and of pub- 
lic law, can no more contest their wisdom than 
their existence. And certainly the undersigned, 
in finding himself called by his duty, as well as by 
his inclination, in the bosom of a friendly people, 
and near the respectable Chief that directs its Gov- 
ernment; certainly the undersigned ought not to 
have ‘expected that his first political relations 
would have for their object. a complaint so serious, 
ahn infraction so manifest of law the most sacred. 
and the best observed by every nation under the 
dominion of civilization. 2 

But it was not enough for some citizens of: the 
United States to convey munitions of every kind 
to the rebels of St. Domingo, to that race of Afri- 
can slaves the reproach and the refuse of nature; 
it was moréover necessary to insure the success of 
this ignoble and criminal traffic by the use of force. 
The vessels destined to protect-it are constructed, 
loaded, armed in all the ports of the Union, under 
the eyes of the American people, of its particular 
authorities, and of. the Federal Government itself: 
and this Government, which has taken for the 
basis of its “political career the most scrupulous 
equity and the most impartial neutrality, does not 
forbid it. Goa 

‘Without doubt, and notwithstanding the pro- 
found consideration with which the Minister Ple- 
nipotentiary of the French. Empire is penetrated 
for the Government of the Union, he might enlarge 
still further upon the reflections suggested by such 
a state of things—a circumstance so important, 
so unexpected. . But it would be equally as afflict- 
ing for him to dwell upon it, to state its consequen- 
ae as it would be for the Government to hear 
them. ` 

The Secretary of State, who perfectly knows 
the justice of the principles; and the legitimacy of 
the rights referred to in this note, will be of opin- 
ion; that neither are susceptible of discussion; be- 
cause, a principle universally assented to, a right 
generally established, is never discussed, or, at least, 
is discussed in vain. The only way open for the 
redress. of these complaints, is, to put an end to the 
tolerance. which produces them, and which daily 
aggravates their consequences. : : 

Moreover, this note, founded upon facts not less 
evident than the principles which they infract, 

9th Con.—-39 


does not permit the undersigned to doubt that the 
Government of the United States will take the 
most prompt, as well as the most effectual. prohibi- 
tory measures, in order to put an end to its cause; 
and heseizes with eagerness this occasion of renew- 
ing to the Secretary of State the assurance of his 


high consideration. f ! 
' TURREAU, 


General Turreau to the Secretary of State. 


; Wasuineton, January 3, 1806. | 

Sir: Formal orders of my Government oblige 
me to insist upon the contents of my official note of 
the 14th of October last, relative to the commerce 
which some inhabitants of the United States main- 
tain with the rebels of St. Domingo. 

‘Not receiving any answer to that note, I had 
room to hope that. the Government of the Union: 
would take prompt and effectual measures to put 
an end to the causes which produced it; but your 
silence towards me, especially in relation. to St. 
Domingo, and that of your Government towards 
Congress, impose upon me the duty of recalling 
to your recollection the said official note, and of 
renewing to youmy complaints upon the tolerance 
given to-an abuse as shocking, as contrary to the 
law of nations, as it is to the treaties of peace and 
friendship existing between France and. the Unis 
ted States. vt 

I will not recur, sir, to the different cicumstan- 
ces which have attended the commerce with the 
revolted part of St. Domingo; to the scandalous 
publicity given to its shameful success; to the re- 
wards and encomiums prostituted upon the crews 
of ariied:-vessels, whose destination is to protect 
the voyages to carry munitions of every kind:to 
the rebels, and thus to nourish rebellion and:rob« 


bery. 

Fo ought not to be surprised, sir, that- I call 
anew the attention of the American Government 
to- this subject. His excellency M. Talleyrand 
hasalready testified his discontent to General Arm» 
strong, your Minister Plenipotentiary at Paris; 
and you will be of opinion, that it is at length 
time to pursue formal measures against every ad- 
venture to the ports of St. Domingo occupied by 
the rebels. The system of tolerance which pro- 
duces this commerce, which suffers its being arm- 
ed,which encourages, by impunity, its extension 
and its excesses, cannot longer remain; and the 
Emperor and King ay master expects from the 
dignity and candor of the Government of the 
Union that an end be put to it promptly. 

Tadd to this despatch a copy of the official note 
which has been already transmitted to you. I 
earnestly request, sir, that you acknowledge the 
receipt. of both; and receive anew assurances of 


my high consideration. 
TURREAU, 


[Enclosed in General Armstrong’s letter to the Secre- 
tary of State, of the 10th August, 1805.] 


‘From M. Talleyrand to General Armstrong. 
Sır: I have several times had the honor to call 
your attention to the commerce carried on from 
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the ports of the United States, to those of St. Do- 
mingo occupied by the rebels. The commercial 
communications would appear to be almost daily 
increased. Inorderto cover their true destination, 
the vessels are‘cleared for the West Indies, with- 
out a more particular designation of the place; 
and, with the aid of these commissions, provisions, 
arms, and other objects of supply, of which they 
stand in need, are carried to the rebels of St. Do- 
mingo. . i 

Although these adventures: may ‘be no more 
than the result of private speculations, the Gov- 
ernment of the United States.is-not.the less en- 
gaged to put an end to them, by aconsequence of 
the obligations which bind together-all the civi- 
lized Powers, all those who are inastate of peace. 
No Government can second the spirit of revolt of 
the subjects of another Power; and, asin this 
state of things it cannot maintain communications 
with them, it ought-not to favor those which:its 
own subjects maintain. ; 

It is impossible that the Government of the Uni- 
ted States should longer shut its eyes upon the 
communications of their commerce with St. Do- 
mingo. The adventures for that island are making 
with a scandulous publicity. They are supported 
by armed vessels. At their return, feastsare given 
in-order to vaunt the success of their speculations; 
and the. acknowledgment, even the eulogies of 
Government are so much relied upon, that it is at 
these feasts, and in the midst of an immense con- 
course, where are found the first authorities of the 
country, that the principles of the Government of 
Hayti are celebrated, and that vows are made for 
its duration. 

- I have the honor, sir, to transmit to your Excel- 
lency an extract of an American journal, in which. 
are contained sundry details of a feast given in the 

ort of New York, on board of a convoy which 
had arrived from St. Domingo. 

The ninth toast, given to the Government of 
Hayti, cannot fail, sir, to excite your indignation. 
It is not, after having covered everything with 
blood and with ruins, that the rebels of St. Do- 
mingo ought to: have found apologists in a nation 
the friend of France. 

But they do not stop at their first speculations. 
The company of merchants, which gave a feast 
on the return of their adventure, is. preparing a 
second convoy, and proposes to place it under the 
escort of several armed vessels. 

I have the honor, sir, to give you this informa- 
tion, in order that you may be pleased to call the 
most: serious attention of your Government to- 
wards a series of facts, which it becomes its dig- 
nity and candor no longer to permit.: The Fed- 
eral Government cannot so far separate itself from 
the inhabitants of the United States, as to permit 
to them acts and communications which it thinks 
itself bound to interdict to itself, or as to think 
that it can distinguish its own responsibility from 
that of its subjects, when there is in question an un? 
paralleled revolt, whose circumstances and whose 
horrible consequences must alarm all nations, and 
who are all equally interested in seeing it cease. 

France ought to expect from the amity of the 


United States, and His Majesty charges me, sir, 
to request, in his name, that they interdict every 
private adventure, which, under any pretext or 
designation whatever, may be destined to the’ 
ports of St. Domingo occupied by the rebels. 
Receive, General, the assurances of my high 
consideration. C. M. TALLEYRAND. 
To His Exe’y Gen. ARMSTRONG, l 
Minister Plenipotentiary of the U. 8. 


From M. Talleyrand to General Armstrong. 


Paris, (29th Thermidor, 13th year,) 
August 13,1805. ~ 

Sır: Since the letter I had the honor to write 
to you, on the 2nd Thermidor, concerning the 
armaments which were making in the ports of the 
United States for the western part of St. Domingo, 
fresh information upon this point confirms every- 
thing which had been received. The adventures 
for St. Domingo are publicly made; vessels are 
armed for war to protect the convoys; and it is 
in virtue of contracts entered into between Des- 
salines and American merchants, that the latter 
send him supplies and munitions of war. 

I add, sir, to the letter which I-have the honor 
to write to you, a copy of a sentence given at Hali- 
fax, in the matter of a merchant of New York, 
who had conveyed into the revolted part of St. 
Domingo three cargoes of gunpowder, and who 
was taken on his return by an English frigate, 

If even in the English tribunal. where this prize 


was condemned, the whole island of St. Homing 
e 


was considered as a French colony, how can t 
Federal Government tolerate that the rebels of 


this colony should continue to receive from-Amer-, 


ica succors against the parent country? It isim- 
possible that that Government should be ignorant 
of the armaments making in its pòrts. Too much 
publicity is given to them not to render it respon- 


sible; and it ought to perceive that it is contrary 


to every system of peace and good friendship to 


suffer longer in its ports atmaments evidently di- 


rected against France. i 
Without doubt the Federal Government would 

not wish, in order to favor certain private specu- 

lations, to give new.facilities to rebellion and rob- 


„bery (brigandage:) the tolerance of a commerce 


so scandalous would be unworthy of it. Neither 
our Government nor His Majesty can be any 
longer indifferent to it; and, as the seriousness of 
the facts which occasion this complaint obliges 
His Majesty to consider as good prize everything 
which shall enter the port of St. Domingo occu- 
pied by the rebels, and everything coming out, he 
persuades himself that the Government of the 
United States will take, on its part, against this 
commerce, at once illicit and contrary to all the 
principles of the law of nations, all the repressive 
and authoritative measures proper to putan end’ 
to it. This system of impunity and tolerance can 
no longer continue; and His Majesty is convinced 
that your Government will think it due from its 
frankness promptly to put an end fo its 
Receive, sir, the assurances of my bigh tonsid- 


eration., CH. MAU. TALLEYRAND. 
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Correspondence of the Secretary of State with the Marquis de Yrujo. 


Correspondence of the Secretary of State with the | public character, or as a private individual. 


Marquis de Yrujo 


The Secretary of State to the Marquis de Yrujo. 


DEPARTMENT OF Stare, Jan, 15, 1806. 
Sir: In consequence of the just objections which 
your conduct had furnished against your counte- 
nance here, as the organ of communication on 
the part of His Catholic Majesty, it was signified 
at Madrid in the month of April last, through the 
rnission of the United States there, that the sub- 
stitution of another was desired by the President. 
In reply it was intimated by Mr. Cevallos, that 
as you had yourself expressed a wish and ob- 
tained permission to return to Spain, the purpose 
might be accomplished without the necessity of a 
recall, and that such a change in the mode would 
be agreeable to your Government; in a spirit of 
conciliation the arrangement proposed by Mr. 
Cevallos was admitted; and it was not doubted, 
that it would without delay have been carried 
into effect. It is seen, therefore, not without sur- 
prise, that, at this late day, you should have re- 
aired to the seat of Government, as if nothing 
ad occurred, rendering such a step improper. 
Under these circumstances, the President has 
charged me to signify to you, that your remain- 
ing at this place is dissatisfactory to him, and that 
although he cannot permit himself to insist on 
our departure from the United States during an 
inclement season, he expects it will not be un- 
necessarily postponed, after this obstacle has ceased. 
I am charged by the President, at the same 
time, to let it be fully understood that the consid- 
erations which have led to this explanation, be- 
ing altogether personal, they are perfectly consist- 
ent with the ready admission of a successor, and 
with all the attention, which can be due to what- 
ever communications His Catholic Majesty may 
please to make, with a view to cultivate harmony 
and friendship between the two nations. 
I have the honor to be, sir, with due consider- 
ation and respect, your most obedient servant. 
JAMES MADISON. 


The Marquis de Casa Yrujo to Mr. Madison. 
Wasnuineron, Jan. 16, 1806. 


Sır : I have just received your letter of yester- 
day,in which you are pleased to tell me, that from 
the President of the United States having solicit- 
ed my recall to Madrid, in the month of April 
last, he has heard with surprise my arrival in this 
city, the residence of Government, and that he 
thinks this step of mine improper, adding, at the 
same time, that my stay here would be dissatis- 
factory to him. As the object of my journey is 
not with the view to hatch plots, to excite con- 
spiracies, or to promote any attempt whatever 
against the Government of the United States, and 
as hitherto I have not either directly or indirectly 
committed acts of a similar tendency, which alone 
‘would justify the tenor and object of your letter; 
to which I reply, my arrival here is an innocent 
and legal act, which leaves me in the full enjoy- 
ment of all my rights and privileges, both as a 


Making use, therefore, of these rights and privi- 
leges, Í intend remaining in this city, four miles 
square, in which the Government resides, as long as 
it may suit.the interest of the King my master, or 
my own personal convenience; I must at the same 
time add that I shall not lose sight of these two 
circumstances, as respect the period and season 
in which our mutual desires for my departure 
from the United States are to be accomplished. 

In regard to the objections which this Govern- 
ment, in its wisdom, is pleased to call just, respect- 
ing the demand of my removal, I shall take the. 
liberty of observing that although this Government 
no doubt may have had their reasons to solicit it, 
they hitherto have forgotten to communicate them 
to mine; for Mr. Monroe’s official letter to Mr. 
Cevallos on this subject merely contains vague, 
undetermined, general assertions, destitute of any 
proof whatever. It is true, that he alludes to an 
attempt of mine to bribe a citizen of the United 
States, but it is equally so that as this assertion of 
Government is grounded on a reference to a testi- 
mony already proved incorrect, I may without 
wounding the feelings of; or be wanting in that 
respect which I owe this Administration, permit 
myself to call it false and calumnious. 

Independent of that, in the letter I had the hon- 
or of writing to you, sir, early in Sept. 1804, in 
which this business was completely and satisfac- 
torily explained, if in fact the editor of the Com- 
mercial Register could ever be considered as an 
organ of truth, what would the American people 
think of their chief magistrate, of the heads of the 
departments, and of the acts of this administration ? 

It is not my intention to endeavor to change by 
this explanation, the disposition of this Govern- 
ment towards my person; my object is solely to 
fulfil the duty my situation imposes on me of 
again repelling an imputation, which is as impro- 
bable in itself as it is calumnious against both 
my public and private character. 

I shall therefore, sir, communicate your letter 
of yesterday, to my Government: I shall also in- 
form it of my answer, thereto; and whenever by 
order of the King my master, Į am to return to 
Spain, I shall quit the United States with senti- 


ments of affection towards a virtuous people, in 


whose bosom I have lived ten years, with the in- 
timate testimony of having never committed any 
grounded offence against their Government; and 
above all, with the consoling satisfaction of hav- 
ing employed all my zeal and feeble talents in de- 
fence of the rights of the best of Kings. 

I have the honor to be, sir, &c. 

M. DE CASA YRUJO. 
James Manson, Esq. 


M. de Casa Yrujo to the Secretary of State. 
i Wasuineron, Jan. 19, 1806. 


Sır: Having gone through the personal ex- 
planations, which for just motives I was com- 
pelled to enter into in my first answer to your 
letter of the 15th instant, I must now inform 
you, sir, what otherwise would then have consti- 
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Correspondence of the Secretary of State with the Marquis De Yrujo. 


tuted my sole reply, namely, that the Envoy Ex- 
traordinary and Minister Plenipotentiary of His 
Catholic Majesty near the United States receives 
no orders except from his Sovereign. I must 
also declare to you, sir, that I consider both the 
style and tenor of your letter as indecorous, and 
its object an infraction of the privileges attached 
to my public character. This violation of the 
diplomatic rights and privileges, as inexplicable 
in itself as it is ill grounded, requires on my part 
the most solemn protest against your said letter, 
its style, and the intent with which it is addressed 
tome. I do therefore protest in the most solemn 
manner I possibly can against this improper step 
of. yours, sir; a step which, under the existing 
circumstances, is as contrary to the diplomatic 
laws and usages, as it is to the spirit of the Con- 


= a 
stitution and Government of this country; and 
in order that your conduct, sir, in this case, may 
not in any manner affect the privileges of the 
body to which I have the honor to belong, I shall 
immediately transmit to the other members there- 
of accredited near the United States a copy of 
your said letter, of my first answer, and of this 
my protest, that on their part they may make the 
proper use thereof, and also that it may always 
appear that if there has existed on the part of 
this Administration an arbitrary determination to 
violate the rights of embassy, respected by every 
civilized nation, there did also exist in me the 
just resolution of repelling any similar attempt. 

I have the honor to be, &c. 

M. DE CASA YRUJO. 
James Manison, Esq. 


PUBLIC ACTS OF CONGRESS; 


PASSED AT THE FIRST SESSION OF THE NINTH CONGRESS, BEGUN AND HELD 
AT THE CITY OF WASHINGTON, DECEMBER 2, 1805. 


AN ACT making an additional appropriation for the 
Naval service, during the year one thousand eight 
hundred and five. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America, in Con- 
gress assembled, That,in addition to the sum 
heretofore appropriated for that object, the sum of 
two hundred and fifty thousand dollars be, and 
the same hereby is, appropriated towards defray- 
ing the expenses of the Navy of the United States, 
during the year one thousand eight hundred and 


ve. 

Sxc. 2. And be it further enacted, That the 
aforesaid sum shall be paid, first, out of the moneys 
accruing at the end of the year one thousand 
eight hundred and five, from. the duties laid by 
the act, passed on the twenty-fifth day of March, 
one thousand eight hundred and four, entitled; 
“An act further to protect the commerce and sea- 
men of the United States against the Barbary 
Powers ;” and, secondly, out of any moneys in the 
‘Freasury not otherwise appropriated. 

NATHL. MACON, 
Speaker of the House va Representatives. 
S. SMITH, 


. President of the Senate, pro tempore. 
Approved, December 11, 1805. 
i TH. JEFFERSON. 


An Act supplementary to the “Act making provi- 
`> gions for the payment of claims of citizens of the 


United’ States on the Government of France, the. 


payment of which has been. assumed by the United 
States, by virtue of the convention of the thirtieth 
day of April, one thousand eight hundred and three, 
between the United States and the French Re- 
public.” 
Be it enacted, §c., That the balance of the ap- 
propriation of three millions seven hundred and 
fifty thousand dollars, made by the act to which 
‘this is a supplement, which may remain unex- 
pended on the thirty-first of December, one thou- 
sand eight hundred and five, shall not be carried 
to the credit of the surplus fund, but shall remain 
appropriated to the same purpose for which it 
was originally appropriated, any act to the con- 
trary notwithstanding. Paar 
Approved, December 31, 1805. 


An Act to provide for Light-houses in. Long Island 
“Sound; and to declare Roxbury, in the State of 
~, Massachusetts, to be a port of delivery. : 

. Be it enacted, §c., That the. Secretary of the 
Treasury shall, be, and he hereby is, authorized 


and required to cause two good and sufficient 
light-houses to be erected in Long Island Sound, 
one to be placed on Watch Hill Point, in the 
town of Westerly, and State of Rhode Island, 
and the other on Sands’s or Watch Point, in the 
town of Northampsted, on Long Island, in the 
State of New York, and to appoint the keepers 
of the said light-houses, (under the direction of 
the President of the United States,) and other- 
wise provide for such light-i:ouses, at the expense 
of the United States: Provided, That sufficient 
land, for the accommodation of such light-houses, 
can be obtained, at a reasonable price, and the 
Legislatures of Rhode Island and New York shall 
cede the jurisdiction over the same to the United 
States. And a sum not exceeding six thousand 
dollars is hereby appropriated for the purpose of 
defraying the expense of erecting the said light- 
houses, to be paid out of any moneys in the Trea- 
sury, not otherwise appropriated. 

Seo. 2. And be it further enacted, That it shall 
be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to 
cause the said light-houses so to be constructed 
that their lights on being discovered may, with 
certainty, be distinguished from those of all other 
light-houses, heretofore erected in their neigh- 
borhood. i 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the 
town or landing place of Roxbury, in the State 
of Massachusetts, shall be a port of delivery, to 
be annexed to the district of Boston and Charles- 
town, and shall be subject to the same regulations 
and restrictions as other ports of delivery in the 
United States. - 

Approved, January 22, 1806. 


An Act making an additional appropriation to.supply 
the deficiency in the appropriation. for. the. Naval 
service, during the year one thousand eight hundred 
and five. 

Be it enacted, $c., That, for supplying the de- 
ficiency in the appropriation for the naval service, 
during the year one thousand eight hundred and 
five, the further sum of three hundred fifty thou- 
sand dollars, to be paid out of any moneys in the 
Treasury, not otherwise appropriated, be, and the 
same hereby is appropriated. 

Approved, January 22, 1806. 


An Act making provision ‘for defraying any extraor- 
dinary expenses attending the intercourse between 
the United States and foreign nations. 

Be it enacted, &c., That asum of two millions 
of dollars be, and the same is hereby appropriated 
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towards defraying any extraordinary expenses 
which may be incurred in the intercourse between 
the United States and foreign nations, to be paid 
out of any money in the Treasury, not otherwise 
appropriated, and to be applied under the direc- 
tion of the President of the United States, who 
shall cause an account thereof to be laid before 
Congress as soon as may be. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the 
President of the United States be, and hereby is, 
authorized, if necessary, to borrow the said sum, 
or any part thereof, in behalf of the United States, 
ata rate of interest not exceeding six per centum 
per annum, redeemable at the will of the Con- 
gress of the United States. And it shall be law- 
ful for the Bank of the United States to lend the 
whole, or any part of the same. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That so much 
as may be necessary of the surplus of the duties 
on imports and tonnage, beyond the permanent 
appropriation heretofore charged upon them, by 
law, shail be, and hereby is, pledged and appro- 
priated for the payment of the interest, and reim- 
bursement of the principal, of all such moneys as 
may be borrowed in pursuance of this act, accord- 
ing to the terms and conditions on which the 
loan or loans may be effected. 

Approved, February 13, 1806. 


An Act making a further appropriation for the support 
of a Library. 

Be it enacted, §c., That, in addition to the un- 
expended balance of the former appropriation 
made to purchase books for the use of Congress, 
„which is hereby revived and continued, there 
shall be appropriated the sum of one thousand 
dollars yeas , for the term of five years; to be 
paid out of any moneys in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, and expended under the direc- 
tion of a joint committee, to consist of three mem- 
bers of the Senate, and three members of the House 
of Representatives, to be appointed every session 
of Congress, during the continuance of this ap- 
propriation. 

Approved, February 21, 1806. 


An Act to repeal, in part, the fourth section of an act, 
entitled “An act to authorize a grant of lands to the 
French inhabitants of Galliopolis; and for other 
purposes therein mentioned.” ` 
Be tt enacted, §c., That so much of the fourth 

section of an act, entitled “An act to authorize a 

grant of lands to the French inhabitants of Galli- 

opolis ; and for other purposes therein mentioned,” 
as imposes the condition of an actual settlement 
on the said inhabitants, or any of them, their heirs 
or assigns, be,and the same is hereby, repealed. 

And in every case where a patent has issued, in 

conformity with the said fourth section, to any of 

the inhabitants aforesaid, their heirs or assigns, 
the conditions aforesaid, inserted in any such pat- 
ent. shall be considered null and void; and the fee 
simple be vested to all intents and purposes, in the 
person to whom such patent has been issued, his 
or her heirs or assigns. 

Approved, February 21, 1806. 


officers of the 
authorized and directed to settle, at the rate of 
compensation heretofore established, the accounts 
of the Governor, Secretary, and Judges of the 
late Territory of the United States Northwest of 
the river Ohio, for their services while acting in 
those capacities, respectively, at any time between 
the twenty-ninth day of November, one thousand 
eight hundred and two, and the first Tuesday of 
March, one thousand eight hundred and three, 


An Act for the relief of the Governor, Secretary, and 


Judges of the late Territory of the United States North- 
west of the river Ohio. 


Be it enacted, §c., That the proper accounting 
Treasury be, and they hereby are, 


Approved, February 21, 1806. 


An Act to suspend the commercial intercourse between 


the United States and certain parts of the island 

of St. Domingo. . 

Be it enacted, §c., That all commercial inter- 
course between any person or persons resident 
within the United States, and any person or per- 
sons resident within any part of the island of St. 
Domingo, not in possession, and under the ac- 
knowledged Government of France, shall be, and 
is hereby prohibited; and any ship or vessel, 
owned, hired, or employed, wholly or in part, by 
any person or persons resident within the United 
States, and sailing from any port of the United. 
States, after due notice of this act at the custom 
houses, respectively, which, contrary to the intent 
hereof, shall be voluntarily carried, or shall be 
destined to proceed, whether directly, or from any 
intermediate port or place within the island of St. 
Domingo, and not in posssession, and under the 
acknowledged Government of France; and also 
any cargo which shall be found on board of such 
ship or vessel, when detected and interrupted in 
such unlawful purpose, or at her return from such 
voyage, to the United States, shall be wholly for- 
feited, and may be seized and condemned in any 
court of the United States having competent ju- 
risdiction. En f : 

Suc. 2. And be it further. enacted, That after 
due notice of this act at the several custom houses, 
no ship or vessel whatever shall receive a clear- 
ance for any port or place within the island of St. 
Domingo, and not in the actual possession of 
France: nor shall any clearance be granted for a 
foreign voyage to any ship or vessel, owned, hired, 
or employed, wholly or in part, by any person or 
persons, resident within the United. States, until 
the owner or the employer for the voyage, or his. 
factor or agent, with the master, shall give bond 
to the United States, in a sum equal to the value 
of the vessel and of her cargo, with condition that 
the ship or vessel, for which a clearance shall be 
required, is destined to some port or place without 
the limits of such part of the island of St. Domin- 
go, as shall not be in the actual possession, and 
under the acknowledged Government of France, 
and daring the intended voyage shall not be vot- 
untarily carried, or permitted to proceed, whether 
directly or from any intermediate port or place, to 
any port or place within such part of the island 
of St. Domingo, as shall not be in the actual pos- 


1229 


APPENDIX. 


1230 


Public Acts 


of Congress. 


session, and under the acknowledged Government 
of France; and in case of being forced by any 
casualty into any port or place hereby interdicted, 
shall not, at any such port or place, voluntarily 
sell, deliver, or unlade any part of such cargo, ex- 
cept so much as may be absolutely necessary to 
defray the expenses requisite to enable such ves- 
‘sel to proceed on her intended voyage; and gen- 
erally, that such. ship or vessel, whilst on such 
voyage, shall not be employed in any traffic or 
commerce. with or for any person resident within 
any part of the island of St. Domingo, not in the 
actual possession, and under the acknowledged 
Government of France. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That all 
penalties and forfeitures incurred by force of this 
act, and which may be recovered, shall be dis- 
tributed and accounted for, in the manner pre- 
scribed by the act, entitled “An.act.to regulate 
the collection of duties on imports and tonnage,” 
passed the second day of March, one thousand 
seven hundred and ninety-nine, and may be miti- 
gated and remitted in the manner prescribed by 
the act, entitled “An act for mitigating and re- 
mitting the forfeitures, penalties, and disabilities, 
‘accruing in certain cases therein mentioned;” 

assed the third of March,. one thousand seven 
-hundred and ninety-seven, and made perpetual 
by an act passed the eleventh of February, one 
thousand eight hundred. 

Src. 4. And be it further enacted, That this 
~act shall continue and be in force for one year, 
-and-no longer. 

Gee. 5. And be it further enacted, That at any 
‘time after the passing of this act it shall be law- 


-ful for the President of the United States, if he’ 


‘shall deem it expedient, and consistent with the 
‘interests of the United: States, by his order, to ré- 
‘mit and discontinue the restraints and prohibitions 
-on the commerce aforesaid. 

ts Approved, February 28, 1806. 


————ee 


An Act authorizing the sale. of a tract of-land, in the 
e town. of Cincinnati, and State of Ohio. 


bowBe it enacted, $c., That, for the disposal of a 
«eertain tract or lot of land, belonging to the Uni- 
‘ited States, in the town of Cincinnati, on the 
‘Ohio, being the same on which Fort Washington 
uwas erected, the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
“cause the said tract to be surveyed and laid off 
-into‘town. lots, streets, and avenues, in such man- 
-mer, and of such dimensions, as he may judge pro- 
-per, conforming as near as may be to the original 
plan of tle town: when the survey is completed, 
“a plat thereof shall be returned to the surveyor: 
eneral, on which the lots shall be denominated 
y progressive numbers, who shall therefrom 
¿cause two copies to be made, one to be transmit- 
ted tothe Secretary of the Treasury, and the other 
~40-the- register of the land office at Cincinnati: on 
‘the ‘receipt of which plat the Seeretary of the 
“Treasury shall cause the said town lots to be of- 
efered:to.the highest ‘bidder: at public sale, to be 
Held at Cincinnati, under the superintendence of 
“the registėr and receiver ‘of the land office in the 


district of Cincinnati, on the same terms and 

conditions as have been provided for the. pubtis- 

sale of the public lands of the United States, 

Six weeks notice shall be given of the day of sale, 

in at least two newspapers published in the State- 

of Ohio. i 
Approved, February 28, 1806. 


An Act extending the powers ofthe Surveyor Gen- 
eral to the Territory of Louisiana; and for other 
purposes, . k 
Be it enacted, €c., That the powers vested by 

law in the Surveyor General shall extend’ over - 

all the public lands of the United States, in the - 

Territory of Louisiana, to which the Indian title - 

has been, or hereafter shall be, extinguished: It. . 

shall be the duty of the said Surveyor General to - 

appoint a sufficient number ofskilful surveyors, 
as his deputies, in the said Territory, one of whom. 
he shall, with the approbation of the Secretary: of.” 

‘the Treasury, designate as his principal depcuwr , 

forthesame. Which said deputies shall severally’ 

take an oath, or affirmation, truly and faithfully 
to discharge the duties of their respective offices. 

The said principal deputy shall reside and keep 

an office in the said Territory, and shall, under 

the superintendence of the Surveyor General, exe- 
cute, or cause to be executed by the other deputies, 

such surveys as may hereafter be authorized b 

law, or as he may be directed to execute by the 

commissioners appointed for the purpose of ascer- 
taining the titles and claims to land within the 

Territory aforesaid; and shall generally perform 

‘therein, in conformity with the regulations and 

instructions of the said Surveyor General, the 

duties imposed by law on the said Surveyor Gen- 

eral. : ; ` T 
Suc. 2. And be it further enacted; That all the 

plots of surveys, and all other papers and docu- 
ments pertaining, or which did pertain to the of- 
fice of Surveyor General, under the Spanish Gov- 
ernment, within the limits of the Territory afore- 
said, or to any other -office heretofore established 
or authorized for the purpose of executing, or re- 
cording surveys of lands within the said limits, 
shall be delivered to the principal deputy afore- 
said; and no plot of survey shall be admitted as 
evidence, in any court of justice, unless certified 
by the said principal deputy, to be a true copy.of 
the record in his office. 

Sec. 3. And be tt further enacted, That so much 
of the act, entitled, “ An act for ascertaining and 
adjusting the titles and claims to land within 
the Territory of Orleans, and the district of Loui- 
siana,” as makes it the duty of every claimant to 
lands, within the Territory of Louisiana, to deliver 
to the recorder of land titles a plot of the tract, or 
tracts, claimed by him, be, and the same is hereby 
repealed, so far as relates to claimants whose tracts 
had not been surveyed by the proper officer, under 
the Spanish Government, prior to the twentieth 
day of December, one thousand eight hundred and 
three. And the commissioners-appointed for as- 
certaining the titles and claims to lands, within 


-either the Tertitory of Louisiana, or that of Or- 
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Jeans, are authorized to direct the officer exercis- 
ing the powers of Surveyor General, within the 
‘same, to execute such surveys as they may think 
necessary, for the purpose of deciding on claims 
presented for their decision: Provided, That the 
expense of executing such surveys shall be defrayed 
by the parties claiming the land, unless the same 
be claimed by a legal French or Spanish grant, 
made and completed before the first day of Octo- 
ber, one thousand eight hundred: And provided 
also, and it is hereby further enacted, That every 
such survey, as well as every other survey, by 
“whatever authority heretofore executed, those of 
the abovementioned legal and complete titles only 
excepted, shall be held and considered as private 
surveys only; and all the tracts of land, the titles 
sto which may be ultimately confirmed by Con- 
gress, in conformity with the provisions of the 
act abovementioned, shall, prior to the issuing of 
patents, be re-surveyed, if judged necessary, under 
the authority of the person exercising the powers 
of Surveyor General, and at the expense of the 
parties. 

Sec. 4, And be it further enacted, That the 
Surveyor General shall fix the compensation of 
the deputy surveyors, chain carriers, and axemen, 
in the Territory of Louisiana: Provided, That 
the whole expense of surveying and marking the 
lines, whether paid by the United States, or by 
individuals, shell not exceed three dollars per mile, 
for every mile that shall be actually run, or sur- 
veyed and marked. And the principal deputy 
aforesaid, shall be entitled to receive from indi- 
viduals the following fees, that is to say; for ex- 
amining and recording the surveys executed by 
any of the deputies, at the rate of twenty-five cents 
for every mile of the boundary line of such sur- 
vey, and for a certified copy of any plot of a: sur- 
vey in his office, twenty-five cents. 

Approved, February 28, 1806. 


An Act for altering the time for holding the circuit court 
in the district of North Carolina; and for abolishing 
the July term of the Kentucky district court. 


Be it enacted, ¢c., That the June term of the 
cireuit court how holden for the district of North 
Carolina, on the fifteenth day of June, shall com- 
mence and be holden on the twentieth day of the 
same month, anything contained in any former 
act or acts to the contrary notwithstanding. And 
that all actions, suits, process, pleadings, aud other 
proceedings, of what nature or kind soever, civil 
or criminal, commenced or to commence in. the 
said court, and all recognizances returnable to the 
said court on the fifteenth day of June, shall be 
continued, returned to, and have day in the ses- 
sion to be holden by this act, and the same pro- 
ceedings shall be had thereon as heretofore, and 


shall have all the effect, power, and virtue as if 


the alteration had never been made; Provided, 
nevertheless, That when the twentieth day of June 
shall pepe on Sunday, the next shall be the first 
‘juridical day. ; 

~ Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That, from 


and after the first day of August next, so much of 


all and every act or acts, as directs that a district 


court, for the Kentucky district, shall be holden 


on the first Monday in July, in every year, shall be 
and the same is hereby repealed. i 
Approved, February 28, 1806. 


An Act declaring the consent of Congress to an act of 
the State of Pennsylvania, entitled “An act to em- 
power the Board of Wardens for the port of Phila- 
delphia to collect a certain duty on tonnage, for the 
purposes therein mentioned.” 

Be it enacted, §c., That the consent of Con- 
gress be, and it is hereby granted and declared, to 
the operation ofan act of the Legislature of Penn- 
sylvania, passed on the first day of April, in the 
year one thousand eight hundred and five, entitled 
“An act to empower the Board of Wardens for 
the port of Philadelphia to collect a certain duty 
on tonnage, for the purposes therein mentioned,” 
so far as to enable the State of Pennsylvania to 
collect a duty of four cents, per ton, on all vessels 
which shall clear out from the port of Philadel- 
phia for any foreign port or place whatever, to be 
expended in building piers in, and otherwise im- 
proving the navigation of the river Delaware, 
agreeably to the intentions of the said act. 

Approved, February 28, 1806. 


An Act to extend jurisdiction in certain cases to State 
Judges. and State Courts. 

Be it enacted, §c., That the respective county 
courts within, or next adjoining, the revenue dis- 
tricts hereinafter. mentioned, shall be and are here- 
by authorized to take cognizance of all complaints 
and prosecutions for fines, penalties, and forfeit- 
ures, arising under the revenue laws of the United 
States, in the districts of Champlain, Sacket 
Harbor, Oswego, Genesee, Niagara, and Buffalo 
Creek, in the State of New York, and in the dis- 
trict of Presque Isle, in the State of Pennsylvania; 
and the district attorneys of New York and Penn- 
sylvania, respectively, are hereby authorized and 
directed to appoint, by warrant, an attorney as 
their substitute or deputy, respectively, to prose- 
cute for the United States in each of the said 
county courts, who shall be sworn or affirmet to 
the faithful execution of his duty, as a. prosecutor 
aforesaid: Provided, That this authority shall 
not be construed to extend jurisdiction to the 
county courts aforesaid, over any civil cause, 
which may arise in any of those revenue districts, 
for the collection of duties payable to the United 
States; or bonds or securities given for the secu- 
rity and payment of duties to the United States. 

Sec. 2, And be it further enacted, That the 
county courts aforesaid, or the first judge of each 
of said courts, shall be, and hereby are, further au- 
thorized. to exercise all and every power in cases 
of acriminal nature, cognizable. before them by 
virtue of the first section. of this act, for the pur- 
„pose of obtaining a mitigation or remission of any 
fine, penalty, or forfeiture, which may be: exer- 
cised by the judges of the district courts, in cases 
depending before them, by virtue of the law of the 
United States, passed: on the third of March, one 


1233 


APPENDIX. 


1284 


Public Acts of Congress. 


thousand seven hundred and ninety-seven, enti- 
tled “An act to provide for mitigating or remitting 
the forfeitures, penalties, and disabilities, accruing 
in certain cases therein mentioned.” And in the 
exercise of the authority, by this section given to 
said county courts or to the first judges thereof, 
they shall be governed in every respect by thereg- 
ulations, restrictions,and provisions of the law of 
the United States, passed on the third of March, 
one thousand seven hundred and ninety-seven, 
aforesaid ; with this difference only, that instead of 
notifying the district attorneys, respectively, said 
county courts, or the first judges thereof, as the 
case may be, shall, before exercising said authori- 
ties, cause reasonable notice to be given to the 
attorney who may have been appointed and sworn 
or affirmed to prosecute for the United States, in. 
such court, that he may have an opportunity of 
showing cause against the mitigation or remis- 
sion of such fine, penalty, or forfeiture. 

, Sec. 3, And be it further enacted, That this 
act shall remain in force during the term of one 
year, from its passage, and from thence to the end 
of the next session of Congress. thereafter, and no 
longer. 

Approved, March 8, 1806. 


An Act declaring the town of Jersey, in the State of 
New Jersey, to'be a port of delivery; and for erect- 
ing a light-hotse on Wood Island, or Fletcher’s 
Neck, in the State of Massachusetts. 


Be it enacted, ge, That the town, or landing 
place of Jersey, shall bea port of delivery, to be 
annexed to the district of Perth Amboy, and shall 
‘be subject to the same regulations and restrictions 
as other ports of delivery in the United States. 
And there shall be.appointed a surveyor to reside 
at the said port of delivery, who shalt be entitled 
to receive, in addition to the other emoluments 
allowed by law, a salary of one hundred dollars, 
annually. ~ 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the 
Secretary of the .Treasury shall be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and required, to cause a good 
and sufficient light-house to be erected on Wood 
Island, or Fletcher’s Neck, in the district of Maine, 
porom either place, as the President of the 
Ynited States may deem most eligible,) and to- 
appoint a keeper, and otherwise provide for such 
light-house, at the expense of the United States: 
Provided, That sufficient land for the accommo- 
dation of such light-house can be obtained at a 
reasonable price, and the Legislature of Massa- 
chusetts shall cede the jurisdiction over the same 
to the United States, And the sum of five thou- 
sand dollars is hereby appropriated for the erec- 
tion of said light-house, to be paid out of any 
moneys in the Treasury, not otherwise appro- 
priated. a 


‘Approved, March 8, 1806. 


An Act to incorporate the Trustees of the Presbyterian 
Congregation of Georgetown. | 

Be it enacted, §c., That Stephen B. Balch, Wil- 

liam Whann; James Melvin, John Maffit, John 


Peter, Joshua Dawson, James Calder, George 


Thompson, Richard Elliott, David Wiley, and 


Andrew Ross, and their successors, duly elected 
or appointed, in manner hereinafter directed, be, 
and they are hereby made, declared, and constitu- 
ted a corporation and body politic, in law and in 
fact, to have continuance forever, by the name, 
style, and title of “the Trustees of the Presbyte- 
rian Congregation, in Georgetown.” 


Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, Thatalland . 


singular the lands, tenements, rents, annuities, 


rights, privileges, goods, and chattels, heretofore 


given, granted, devised, or bequeathed to the said 


congregation, or to any person or persons, for the 
use thereof, or that have been purchased for, or 
on account of the same, be,and are hereby, vested 
in and confirmed to the said corporation: And, 


further, That the said corporation may purchase, 


take, receive, and enjoy, any lands, tenements, 
rents, annuities, rights, or privileges, or any goods, 
chattels, or other effects, of what kind or nature 
soever, which shall or may hereafter be given, 
granted, sold, bequeathed, or devised, unto them 
by any person or persons, bodies politic, or corpo- 
rate, capable of making such gift, grant, sale, or 
bequest ; and the said property, real or personal, 
to rent, sell, convey, and confirm, or otherwise 
dispose of, as fully and. effectually as any person, 
or persons, bodies politic, or corporate, may or can 
do: Provided, That the clear annual income of 
all such property may not exceed the sum of three 
thousand dollars ; that no part of the ground now 
appropriated, and enclosed for a grave-yard, be 
disposed’ of for any other purpose; and that the 
aforesaid property, real and personal, be consider- 
edas held in the trust, under the management, 
and at the disposal of said corporation, for the 
purpose of defraying the expenses incident to their 
mode of religious worship; of enclosing and keep- 
ing in decent repair, their grave yards and other 
lots, with the buildings thereon; and of affording 
such relief to the poor as their funds:may from 
time to time allow, and for no other purpose. 
Seo. 3. And be it further enacted, That the said 
corporation, by the name, style, and title aforesaid, 
be, and shall be hereafter forever, able and capa- 
ble in law, to sue and to be sued, plead and be 
impleaded, answer and be answered unto, defend 
and be defended, in any court or courts, or other 
places, and before any judge or judges, justice or 
justices, or other person whatsoever, within the 
District of Columbia, or elsewhere, in all, and all 
manner of suits, actions, complaints, pleas, causes, 
matiers, and demands, of whatsoever kind or na- 
ture they. may be, in as full and effectual a man- 
ner, as any other person or persons, bodies politic, 
or corporate, may or can do. 
- Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the 


‘said corporation shall have full power and au- 
thority to make, 


have, and use a common seal, 
with such deviceand inscriptionas they shall think 
proper, and the same to break, alter, and renew, at 
pleasure; to appoint a treasurer, secretary, and 
such other officers as they may deem necessary 
and proper; to assign. them their duties, and fix 
their compensation, and to remove any, or all of 
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them from office; appoint another, or others in 
their place, as often as they shall think fit; to 
make, ordain, establish, and execute, such by-laws 
and ordinances, of a secular nature, as may be 
deemed useful for their.own government, and the 
‘same to alter, amend, or abrogate, at pleasure; to 
fill up vacancies that may happen in their num- 
ber, between two annual elections; and to deter- 
„mine upon, do, and transact all business, and mat- 
ters appertaining to the said corporation; and to 
the secular affairs of said congregation, agreeable 
to the rules, ordinances and by-laws thereof, dur- 
ing their continuance in office: Provided, That 
not less than five trustees be a quorum to do bu- 
siness; that no by-law, rule, or ordinance, shall 
be made, repugnant to the laws of this District. 

~ Sec. 5. And be tt further enacted, That there 
shall be an annual meeting of the members be- 
longing to said congregation, held on the first 
Tuesday of April, in every year hereafter, at the 
‘church or usual place of public worship, at which 
time and place the said members, or such of them 
as may be present, shall elect and choose, by bal- 
lot, from their own number, nine trustees, to serve 
for the year ensuing their election, and until others: 
m be elected or appointed to serve in their 
ace: ; 

š Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the 
trustees shall keep, or cause to be kept, in suitable 
books for the purpose, just and proper entries of 
all the proceedings and accounts of said congre- 
ation and corporation, and have them laid be- 
‘fore the members at every annual meeting, previ- 
ous.to taking the votes, and shall always deliver 
the said books, together with all the property of 
-said congregation and corporation, in good order, 

to their successors in office, whenever required. 
Approved March 28, 1806. 


An Act declaring the consent of Congress to an act of 
the State of South Carolina, passed on the twenty- 
first day of December, in the year one thousand eight 
hundred and four, so far. as the same relates to au- 
thorizing the City Council of Charleston to impose 
and collect a duty on the tonnage of vessels from 
foreign ports. y 
Be it enacted, $c., That the consent of Con- 

gress be, and it is hereby, granted-and declared to 

the operation of an act of the General. Assembly 
of the State of South Carolina, passed the twen- 
ty-first day of December, in the year of our Lord 
one thousand eight hundred and four, entitled 

“An act to authorize the City Council of Charles- 

ton, with the consent of Congress, to impose and 

levy a duty on the tonnage of ships and vessels, 
for the purposes therein mentioned,” so far as the 
„same extends to authorizing the City Council of 

‘Charleston to impose and levy a duty not exceed- 

ing six cents per ton, on all ships and vessels of 

the United States, which shall arrive and be en- 

. tered in the port of Charleston from any foreign 

port or place whatever. 

~; See. 2. And be it further enacted, That the 
„collector of Charleston is hereby authorized to 
‘eolleet the duty imposed by this act, and to pay 


the same to such persons as shall be authorized 
to receive the same by the City Council of 
Charleston. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enrcted, That this 
act shall be in force for three years, and from 
thence to the end of the next session of Congress 
thereafter, and no longer. 

Approved, March 28, 1806. 


An Act to regulate the laying out and making a road 


from Cumberland, in the State of Maryland, to the 

State of Ohio. 

Be it enacted, §c., That the President of the 
United States be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
appoint, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, three discreet. and disinterested citi- 
zens of the United States, to lay out a road from 
Cumberland, or a point on the northern bank of 
the river Potomac, in the State of Maryland, be- 
tween Cumberland and the place where the main 
road leading from Gwinn’s to Winchester, in Vir- 
ginia, crosses the river, to the State of Ohio; 
whose duty it shall be, as soon as may be, after 
their appointment, to repair to Cumberland, afore- 
said, and view the ground, from the points on 
the river Potomac, hereinbefore designated, to the 
river Ohio; and to lay out in such direction as 
they shall judge, under all circumstances, the 
most proper, a road from: thence to the. river 
Ohio, to strike the same at the most convenient 
place, between a point on its eastern bank, oppo- 
site to the northern boundary of Steubenville, 
in said State of Ohio, and the mouth of Grave 
creek, which empties into the said river a little 
below Wheeling, in Virginia. a S 

Sec. 2. And Y it further enacted, That the 
aforesaid road shall be laid out four rods in width, 
and designated on each side by.a plain and distin- 
guishable mark on a tree, or by the erection of a 
stake or monument, sufficiently conspicuous, in 
every quarter of a mile of the distance, at least, 
where the road pursues a straight course so far or 
farther, and on each side, at every point where an 
angle occurs in its course. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the 
commissioners shall; as soon as may be, after 
they had laid out said road, as aforesaid, present 
to the President an accurate plan of the same, 
with its several courses and distances, accompa- 
nied by a written report of their proceedings, de- 
scribing the marks and monuments by which the 
road is designated, and the face of the country 
over which it passes, and pointing out the particu- 
lar.parts, which they shall judge require the most 
and immediate attention and amelioration; and 
the probable expense of making the same pass- 
able in the most difficult parts, and through the 
whole distance: designating the State or States 
through which said road has been laid out, and 
the length of the several parts which are laid out 
on new ground, as well as the length of those 
parts laid out on the road now travelled. Which 
report the President is hereby authorized to ac- 
cept or reject, in the whole, or in part. If he ac- 
cepts, he is hereby further authorized and request- 
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Sec. 7. And be tt further enacted, That ‘the 
President be, and he is hereby, requested to cause 
to be laid before Congress, as soon as convenience 
will permit, after the commencement of each ses- 
sion, a statement.of the proceedings under this 
act, that Congress may be enabled to adopt such 
further measures as may, from time to time, be 
proper, under existing circumstances. l 

Approved, Mareh 29, 1806. 

An Act for establishing rules and articles for the gov 
ernment of the Armies of the United States. 

Be it enacted, &c., That, from and after the 
passing this act, the following shall be the rules 
and articles by which the armies of the United 
States shall be governed: 

Article 1. Every officer now in the army of the 
United States shall, in six months from the pass- 
ing of this act, and every officer who shall here- 
after be appointed, shall, before he enters on the 
duties of his office, subscribe these rules andreg- 
ulations. : 

‘Art. 2. It is earnestly recommended to all offi- 
cers and soldiers, diligently to attend divine ser- 
vice ; and all officers who shall behave indecently 
or irreverently at any place of divine worship, 
shall, if commissioned officers, be. brought before 
a general court martial, there to be publicly and 
severely reprimanded by the president; if non- 
commissioned officers or soldiers, every petson so 
offending shall, for his first offence, forfeit. oùe- 
sixth of a dollar, to be deducted out of his next 

ay; for the second offence, he shall not only for- 
eit a like sum, but be confined twenty-four hours 5 
and, for every like offence, shall suffer and pay in 
like manner; which money, so forfeited, shal be 
applied by the captain or senior officer of the troop 
or company, to the use of the sick soldiers of the 
company or troop to which the offender belongs. ; 

Art. 3. Any non-commissioned officer or sol- 
dier who shall use any profane oath or execration, 
shall incur the penalties expressed in the forego- 
ing article; and a commissioned officer shall for- 
feit and pay for each and every such offence one 
dollar, to be applied as in the preceding article. 

Art. 4. Every chaplain, commissioned in the 
army or armies of the United States, who shall 
absent himself from the duties assigned him, (ex- 

ing in cases of sickness or leave of abscne>) 


ed to pursue such measures, as in his opinion 
shall be proper, to obtain consent for making the 
road of the State or States, through which the 
same has been laid out. Which consent being: 
obtained; he is further authorized to take prompt 
and effectual measures to cause said road to be 
made through the whole distance, or in any part 
‘or parts of the same as he shall judge most con- 
ducive tothe public good, having reference to 
the sum appropriated for the purpose. 

Seo. 4. And be it further enacted, That all 
parts of the road which the President shall direct 
to be made, in case the trees are standing, shall 
be cleared the whole width of four rods; and the 
road shall be raised in the middle of the carriage- 
“way with stone, earth, or gravel and sand, or a 
combination of some or all of them, leaving or 
making, as the case may be, a ditch or water course 
on each side, and contiguous to said carriage-way; 
and in no instance shall there be an elevation in 
said road, when finished, greater than an angle of 
“five degreees with the horizon. But the manner 
of making said road, in every other particular, is 
Jeft to the direction of the President. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That said 
‘commissioners shall each receive four dollars per 
day, while employed as aforesaid, in full for their 
compensation, including all expenses. And they 
‘are hereby authorized to employ one surveyor, 
‘two chainmen, and one marker, for whose faith- 
‘fulness and accuracy they, the said commission- 
‘ers, shall be responsible, to attend them in laying 
out said road, who shall receive in full satisfac- 
tion for their wages, including all expenses, the 
‘surveyor three dollars per day, and each chain- 
‘man and the marker, one do lar per day, while 
they shall be employed in said business; of which | 
fact, a certificate signed by said commissioners 
shall be deemed sufficient evidence. l 

Suc. 6. And be it further enacted, That the 
sum of thirty thousand dollars be, and the same 
is hereby, appropriated, to defray the expense of 
laying out and making said road. And the Presi- 
‘dent is hereby authorized to draw, from time to 
time, on the Treasury, for ‘such parts, or at any 
one time, for. the whole of such sum, as he shall 
judge the service requires. Which sum of thirty 
thousand dollars shall be paid first, out of the fund 
of two per cent. reserved for laying out and mak- 
ing roads to the State of Ohio, by virtue of the 
‘seventh section of an act passed on the thirteenth 
day of April, one thousand eight hundred and 
two, entitled “An act to enable the people of the 
eastern division of-the Territory Northwest of the 
tiver Ohio to fom a constitution and State gov- 
ernment, and for the admission of such State into 
the Union, on an equal footing with the original 
States, and for other purposes.” Three per cent. 
‘of the appropriation contained in said seventh 
section, being directed by a subsequent law, to the 
laying out, opening, and making roads within the 
said State of Ohio. And secondly, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
‘ated, chargeable upon, and reimbursable at, the 
Treasury by said fund of two per cent., as the 
same shall accrue, 


cepting 
shall, on conviction thereof before a court martial, 
be fined not exceeding one month’s pay, besides 
the loss of his pay during his absence; or be dis- 
charged, as the said court martial shall judge 
proper. i! l 
Art. 5. Any officer or soldier who shall use 
contemptuous or disrespectful words against the 
President of the. United States, against the Vice 
President thereof, against the Congress of the 
United States, or against the Chief Magistrate or — 
Legislature of any of the United States, in which 
he may be quartered, if a commissioned officer, 
shall be cashiered, or otherwise punished, as.a 
court martial shall direct; ifa non-commissioned 
officer or soldier, he shall suffer such punishment 
as shall be inflicted on-him by the sentence of a 
court martial. 
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Art. 6. Any officer or soldier who shall behave 
himself with contempt or disrespect towards his 
commanding officer, shall be punished according 
to the nature of his offence, by the judgment of a 
court martial. 

Art. 7. Any officer or soldier who shall begin, 
excite, cause, or join in any mutiny or sedition in 
any troop or company in the service of the Uni- 
ted States, or in any party, post, detachment, or 
guard, shall suffer death, or such other punishment 
as by a court martial shall be inflicted. 
~ Art.8, Any officer, non-commissioned officer or 
soldier, who, being present at any mutiny or sedi- 
tion, does not use his utmost endeavor to suppress 
the same, or, coming to the knowledge of any 
intended mutiny, does not, without delay, give 
information thereof to his commanding officer, 
shall be punished by the sentence of a court mar- 
tial with death, or otherwise, according to the na- 
ture of his offence. 

Art. 9. Any officer or soldier who shall strike 
his superior officer, or draw or lift up any weapon 
or offer any violence against him, heing in the 
execution of his office, on any pretence whatso- 
ever, or shall disobey any lawful command of his 
superior officer, shall suffer death, or such other 

unishment as shall, according to the nature of 

is offence, be inflicted upon him by the sentence 
of a court martial, 

Art. 10. Every non-commissioned officer or sol- 
dier who shall enlist himself in the service of the 
United States, shall, at the time of his so enlisting, 
or within six days afterwards, have the articles 
for the government of the armies of the United 
States, read to him, and shall, by the officer who 
enlisted him, or by the commanding officer of the 
troop or company into which he was enlisted, be 
taken before the next justice of the peace, or chief 
magistrate of any city or town corporate, not be- 
ing an officer of the army, or where recourse can- 
not be had to the civil magistrate, before the judge 
advocate, and, in his presence, shall take the fol- 
lowing oath, or affirmation: 

“I, A. B., do solemnly swear, or affirm, (as the 
case may be,) that I will bear true allegiance to 
the United States of America, and that I will 
serve them honestly and faithfully against all their 
enemies or opposers whatsoever, and observe and 
obey the orders of the President of the United 
States, and the orders of the officers appointed 
over me, according to the rules and articles for 
the government of the armies of the United 
States: Which justice, magistrate, or judge 
advocate, is to give the officer a certificate, signi- 
fying that the man enlisted did take the said oath 
or affirmation. 

Art.11. After a non-commissioned officer or 
soldier shall have been duly enlisted and sworn, 
he shall not be dismissed the service without a 
discharge in writing; and no discharge granted 
to him, shall be sufficient, which is not signed by 
a field officer of the regiment to which he belongs, 
or commanding officer where no field officer of 
the regiment is present; and no discharge shall 
be.given to a non-commissioned officer, or soldier, 
before his term of service has expired, but by order 


of the Presidcat, the Secretary of War, the com- 
manding officer of a department, or the sentence 
of a general court martial; nor shall a commis- 
sioned officer. be discharged the service, but by 
order of the President of the United States, or by 
sentence of a general court martial. ` 

Art. 12, Every colonel, or other officer, com- 


‘manding a regiment, troop, or company, and ac- 


tually quartered with it, may give furloughs to 
non-commissioned officers or soldiers, in such 
numbers, and for so long a time as he shall judge 
to be most consistent. with the good of the ser- 
vice; and a captain, or other inferior officer, com- 
manding a troop or company, or in any garrison, 
fort, or ‘barrack of the United States, (his field 
officer being absent,) may give furloughs to non- 
commissioned officers or soldiers, for a time not 
exceeding twenty days in six months, but not to 
more than two persons to be absent at the same 
time, except some extraordinary occasion should 


‘require it. 


Art. 13.. At every muster, the commanding offi- 
cer of each regiment, troop, or company there 
present, shall give to the commissary. of musters, 
or other officer who musters the said regiment, 
troop, or company, certificates signed by himself, 
signifying how long such officers, as shall not ap- 
pear at the said muster, have been absent, and the 
reason of their absence. In like manner, the com- 
manding officer. of every troop or company, shall 
give certificates, signifying the reasons of the ab- 
sence of the non-commissioned officers and pri- 
vate soldiers, which reasons, and time of absence, 
shall be inserted in the muster rolls, opposite the 
name.of the respective absent officers and soldiers. 
The certificates shall, together with the muster 
rolls, be remitted by the commissary of musters. 
or other officer mustering, to. the Department of 
War, as speedily as-the distance of the place will 
admit. a 

Art. 14. Every officer who shall be convicted, 
before a general court martial, of having signed a 
false certificate, relating to the absence of either 
officer or private soldier, or relative to his or their 
pay, shall be cashiered. 

Art. 15. Every officer who shall knowingly 
make a false muster of man or horse, and every 
officer or commissary of musters, who shall wil- 
lingly sign, direct, or allow the signing of muster 
rolls, wherein such false muster is contained shall, 
upon proof made thereof by two witnesses, before 
a general court martial, be cashiered, and shall be 
thereby utterly disabled to have or hold any office 
or employment in the service.of the United States. 
Art. 16. Any commissary of musters, or other 
officer, who shall be convicted of having taken 
money, or other thing, by way of gratification, on 
mustering any regiment, troop, or company, or on 
signing muster rolls, shall be displaced from his 
office, and shall be. thereby utterly disabled to 
have, or hold any office or employment in the ser- 
vice of the United States. => 

‘Art. 17. Any officer who shall- presume to mus- 
ter a person as a soldier, who is not a. soldier, 
shall be deemed. guilty of having made a false 
muster, and shall suffer accordingly. 
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Art. 18. Every officer who shall knowingly 
make a false return to the Department of War, or 


to any of his superior officers, authorized to call, 


for such returns, of the state of the regiment, 
troop, or company, or- garrison, under his com- 
mand; or of the arms, ammunition, clothing, or 
other stores thereunto belonging, shall, on convic- 
tion thereof before a court martial, be cashiered. 
Art. 19. The commanding officer of every regi- 
ment, troop, or independent company, or garrison 
of the United States, shall, in the beginning of 
every month, remit, through the proper channels, 
to the Department of War, an exact return of the 
regiment, troop, independent company, or garri- 
son, under his command, specifying the names of 
the officers then absent from their posts, with the 
reasons for, and the time of their absence.’ And 
any officer who shall be convicted of having; 


through neglect or design, omitted sending such 


returns, shall be punished according to the nature 
of his crime by the judgment of a general court 
martial. ` ‘ 

Art. 20, All officers and soldiers, who have 
réceived pay, or have been duly enlisted in ser- 
vice of the: United States, and shall be convicted 
of having deserted the same, shall suffer death, 
or such other punishment as by sentence of a 
court martial shall be inflicted. i 

o Art. 21. Any non-commissioned: officer or 
soldier, who shall, without leave from his ‘com- 
manding officer, absent himself from his troop, 
company, or detachment, shall, upon being con- 
victed thereof, be punished according to the na- 
ture of his offence, at the discretion of a court 
martial. i ; 
Art. 22. No: non-commissioned officer or sol- 
dier shall enlist himself in any other regiment, 
troop, or company, without a regular discharge 
from the regiment, troop, or company, in which 
he'last served, on the penalty of being ‘reputed a 
deserter, and suffering accordingly. And in case 
any ‘officer shall knowingly receive and entertain 
such non-commissioned officer‘or soldier, or shall 
not, after his being discovered to be a deserter, im- 
mediately confine him and ‘give notice thereof to 
the corps in ‘which he last served, the said offi- 
čer shall, by a court martial, be cashiered. 

Art. 23. Any officer or soldier who shall. be 
convicted of having advised or persuaded any 
other officer or soldier to desert the service of the 
United States, shall ‘suffer death, or such other 
punishment as shall be inflicted upon him by the 
sentence ofa court martial. -. 

Art. 24. No officer or soldier shall use any re- 
proachful. or provoking speeches -or gestures to 
another, upon pain, if. an officer, of being put in 
arrest; if a ‘soldier, confined, and of asking par- 
don of the party offended, in the presence-of -Kis 
commanding officer. 
_ < Art. 25. No-officer or soldier shall send a chal- 
Tenge to another officer or soldier, to fight a duel, 
or accept a challenge, if sent, upon pain, if a com- 
ynissioned Officer, of being cashiered; if a non- 
commissioned officer or soldier, of suffering cor- 
poreal punishment, at the discretion of.a court 

‘ martial. ; 


Art. 26. If any commissioned or non-commis- 
sioned officer, commanding a guard, shall know- 
ingly or willingly suffer any person whatsoever 
to go forth to fight a duel, he shall be punished 
as a challenger; and all seconds, promoters and 
carriers of challenges, in order to duels, shall be 
deemed principals, and be punished accordingly. 
And it shall be the duty of every officer com- 
manding an army, regiment, company, post, or dè- 
tachment, who is knowing to a challenge being 
given, or accepted, by any officer, non-coramis- 
sioned officer, or soldier, under his command, or 
has reason to helieve the same to be the case, im- 
mediately to arrest and bring to trial such offend- 
ers. i 

Art. 27. All officers, of what condition soever, 
have power to part and quell all quarrels, frays, 
and disorders, though the persons concerned should 
belong to another regiment, troop, or company 3 
and either to order officers into arrest, or non-com- 
missioned officers or soldiers into confinement, 
until their. proper superior officers shall be ac- 
quainted: therewith; and whosoever shall refuse 
to obey such officer, (though of an inferior rank,) 
or shall draw his sword upon him, shall be pun- 
ished at the discretion of a general court martial. 

Art. 28. Any officer or soldier who shall up- 
braid another for refusing a challenge, shall him- 
self be punished as a challenger, and all officers 
and soldiers are hereby discharged from any dis- 
grace or opinion of disadvantage, which might 
arise from their having refused to accept of chal- 
lenges, as they will only have acted in obedience 
to the laws, and done their duty as good soldiers, 
who subject themselves to discipline. 

Art. 29. No suttler shall be permitted to sellany 
kind of liquors or victuals, or to keep their houses 
or shops open ‘for the entertainment of soldiers, 
after nine at night, or before the beating of the 
reveilles, or upon Sundays, during divine service 
or sermon, on the penalty of being dismissed from 
all future suttling. ; 

Art. 30. All officers commanding in the field, 
forts, barracks, or garrisons of the United States, 
are. hereby required to see that the persons. pèr- 
mitted to suttle, shall supply the soldiers with 
good and wholesome provisions, or other articles, 
ata reasonable price, as they shall be answerable 
for their neglect. 

Art. 31. No officer commanding’in any of the 
garrisons, forts, or barracks of the United States, 
shall exact exorbitant prices for houses or ‘stalls 
let out to suttlers, or connive:at the like exactions 
in others; nor by his own authority, and for his 
private advantage, lay any duty or imposition 
upon, or be interested in, the sale of any victuals, 
liquors, or other necessaries of life, brought into 
the garrison, fort, or barracks, for the use of the 
soldiers, on the penalty of being discharged from 
the service. l , 

Art. 32. Every officer commanding in quarters, 
garrisons, or on the march, shall keep good order, 
and, to the utmost of his power, redress all abuses 
or disorders, which may be committed by any 
officer or soldier under his command; if upon 
complaint made to him of officers or soldiers beat- 
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ing, or otherwise ill treating, any person, of dis- 
turbing fairs or markets, or of committing any 
kinds. of riots, to the disquieting of the citizens of 
the United States, he, the said commander, who 
shall refuse or omit to see justice done to the of- 
fenders, and reparation made to the party or par- 
ties injured, as far as part of the offender’s pay 
shall enable him or them, shall, upon proof there- 
of, be cashiered or otherwise punished as a general 
court martial shall direct. 

Art. 33. When any commissioned officer or 
soldier shall be accused of a capital crime, or of 
having used violence, or committed any offence 
against the persons or property of any citizen of 
the United States, such as is punishable by the 
known laws of the land, the commanding officer, 
and officers of every regiment, troop, or company, 
to which the person, or persons, so accused, shall 
belong, are hereby required, upon application duly 
made, or in behalf of the party or parties injured, 
to use their utmost endeavors to deliver over such 
accused person, or persons, to the civil magistrate, 
and likewise to be aiding and assisting to the of- 
ficers of justice in apprehending and securing the 
person or persons so accused, in order to bring 
him or them totrial. If any commanding officer, 
or officers, shall wilfully neglect, or shall refuse, 
upon the application aforesaid, to deliver over 
such accused person, or persons, to the civil magis- 
trates, or to be aiding and assisting to the offi- 
cers of justice in apprehending such person, or 

ersons, the officer, or officers, so offending, shall 
e cashiered. 

Art. 34. If any officer shall think himself 
wronged by his colonel, or the commanding offi- 
cer of the regiment, and shall, upon due applica- 
tion being made to him, be refused redress, he may 
complain to the general commanding in the State 
or Territory where such regiment shall be station- 
ed, in order to obtain justice; who is hereby re- 
quired to examine into the said complaint, and 
take proper measures for redressing the wrong 
complained of, and transmit as soon as possible, to 
the Department of War, a true state of such com- 
plaint, with the proceedings had thereon. 

Art. 35, If any inferior officer or soldier shall 
think himself wronged by his captain, or other 
officer, he is to complain thereof to the command- 
ing officer of the regiment, who is hereby required 
to summon a regimental court martial, for the 
doing justice to the complainant; from which re- 
gimental court martial, either party may, if he 
thinks himself still aggrieved, appeal to a general 
court martial. Butif, upon a second hearing, the 
appeal shall appear vexatious and groundless, the 
person, so appealing, shall be punished at the dis- 
cretion of the said court martial. 

Art, 36. Any commissioned officer, store- 
keeper, or commissary, who shall be convicted at 
a general court martial, of having sold, without a 
proper order for that purpose, embezzled, misap- 
plied, or wilfully, or through neglect, suffered any 
of the provisions, forage, arms, clothing, ammu- 
nition, or other military stores, belonging to the 
United States, to be spoiled, or damaged, shall, at 
his own expense, make good the loss, or damage, 


and shall moreover, forfeit all his pay, and be dis- 
missed from the service. 

Art. 37. aiy non-commissioned officer or 
soldier who shall be convicted, at a regimental 
court martial, of having sold, or designedly, or 
through neglect, wasted the ammunition deliv- 
ered out to him, to be employed in the service of 
the United States, shall be punished at the discre- 
tion of such court. 

Art. 38. Every non-commissioned officer or 
soldier who shall be convicted, before a court 
martial, of having sold, lost, or spoiled, through 
neglect, his horse, arms, clothes, or accoutrements, 
shall undergo such weekly stoppages (not exceed- 
ing the half of his pay) as such court martial shall 
judge sufficient, for repairing the loss or damage ; 
and shall suffer confinement or such other corpo- 
real punishment as his crime shall deserve. 

Art. 39. Every officer who shall be convict- 
ed, before a court martial, of having embezzled, or 
misapplied any money, with which he may have 
been entrusted for the payment of the men under 
his command, or for enlisting men into the ser- 
vice, or for other purposes, if a commissioned offi- 
cer, shall be cashiered, and compelled to refund 
the money; if a non-commissioned officer, shall 
be reduced to the ranks, be put under. stoppages 
until the money be made good, and suffer such 
oe punishment as such court martial shall 

irect, } 

Art. 40. Every captain of a troop or compa- 
ny is charged with the arms, accoutrements, am- 
munition, clothing, or other warlike stores be- 
longing to the troop, or. company under his com- 
mand, which he is to be accountable for to his 
colonel, in ease of their being lost, spoiled, or 
damaged, not by unavoidable accidents, or on actual 
service. 

Art. 41. All non-commissioned. officers and 
soldiers, who shall be found one mile from the 
camp, without leave, in writing, from their com- 
manding officer, shall suffer such punishment as 
shall be inflicted upon them by the sentence of a 
court martial. 

Art. 42..No officer or soldier shall be- out of 
his quarters, garrison, or camp, without leave 
from his superior officer, upon penalty of being 
punished according to the nature of his offence, 
by the sentence of a court martial. 

Art. 43. Every non-commissioned officer and 
soldier shall retire to his quarters or tent, at the 
beating of the. retreat; in default of which he 
shall be punished according to the nature of his 
offence. , 

Art. 44. No officer, non-commissioned offi- 
cer, or soldier, shall fail in repairing, at the time 
fixed, to the place of parade, of exercise, or other 
rendezvous, appointed by his commanding officer, 
if not prevented by sickness, or some other evident 
necessity ; or shall go from the said place of ren- 
dezvous, without leave from his commanding offi- 
cer, before he shall be regularly dismissed or re- 
lieved, on the penalty of being punished according 
to the nature of his offence by the sentence of a 
court martial. i 

Art, 45. Any commissioned officer who shall- 
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be found drunk on his guard, party, or other duty, 
shall be cashiered. Any non-commissioned offi- 
cer or soldier so offending, shall suffer such cor- 
poreal punishment as shall be inflicted by the 
sentence of a court martial. ; 

Art. 46. Any sentinel who shall be found 
sleeping upon his post, or shall leave it before he 
shall be regularly relieved, shall suffer death, or 
such other punishment as shall be inflicted by the 
sentence of a court martial. 

Art. 47. No soldier belonging to any regi- 
ment, troop, or company, shall hire another to do 
his duty for him, or be excused from duty, but 
in cases of sickness, disability, or leave of absence ; 
and every such soldier found guilty of hiring his 
duty, as also the party so hired to do anothers 
duty, shall be punished at the discretion of a regi- 
mental court martial. 

‘Art. 48. And. every non-commissioned offi- 
eer conniving at. such hiring of duty aforesaid, 
shall be reduced ; and every commissioned officer, 
knowing and allowing such ill practices in the 
service, shall be punished by the judgment of a 
general court martial. 

„Art. 49, Any officer belonging to the service 
of the United States, who, by discharging of fire 
arms, drawing of swords, beating of drums, or by 
any other means whatsoever, shall occasion false 
alarms.in camp, garrison, or quarters, shall suffer 
death, or such other punishment as shall be or- 
dered by the sentence of a general court martial. 

Art. 50. Any officer or soldier, who shall, 
without urgent necessity, or without the leave of 
his superior officer, quit his guard, platoon, or di- 

--yision, shall be punished according to the nature 
of-his offence, by the sentence of a court martial. 

Art. 51. No officer or soldier shall. do vio- 
lence to any person who brings provisions or other 
necessaries to the camp, garrison, or quarters, of 
the forces of the United States, employed in any 
parts out of the said States, upon pain of death, or 
such other punishment as a court martial shall 
direct. ; 

Art. 52.. Any “officer or soldier, who shall 
misbehave himself before. the enemy, run away, 


or shamefully abandon any fort, post, or guard, 


which he or they may be commanded to defend, 
or.speak words inducing others to do the like; or 
shall cast. away his arms and ammunition, or who 
shall quit his post or colours to plunder. and pil- 
lage, every such offender being duly convicted 


thereof, shall suffer death, or such other punish- 


ment as shall be ordered by the sentence of a gen- 
eral court martial. 
Art. 53. Any. person belonging to the armies 
of the United States who shall make known the 
watch-word to any person who is not entitled to 
receive it, according to the rules and discipline 
of war, or shall presume to give a parole or wate 
word, different from what he received, shall suffer 
death, or such other punishment as shall be or- 
dered by the sentence of a general court martial. 
Art..54. All officers and soldiers are to be- 
have themselves orderly in quarters, and on their 
march; and whosoever shall commit any waste 
or. spoil, either in walks of trees, parks, warrens, 


fish ponds, houses, or gardens, cornfields, enclo- 
sures of meadows, or shall maliciously destroy 
any property whatsoever, belonging to the inhab- 
itants of the United States, unless by order of the 
then commander-in-chief of the armies of the 
said States, shall (besides such penalties as they 
are liable to by law) be punished according to the 
nature and degree of the offence, by the judgment 
of a regimental or general court martial. 

Art. 55. Whosoever, belonging to the armies 
of the United States, employed in foreign parts, 
shall force a safe-guard, shall suffer death. 

Art. 56. Whosoever shall relieve the enemy 
with money, victuals, or ammunition, or shall 
knowingly harbor or protect an enemy, shall suf- 
fer death, or such other punishment as shall be, 
ordered by the sentence of a court martial, 

Art. 57. Whosoever shall be convicted of 
holding correspondence with or giving intelligence 
to the enemy, either directly or indirectly, shall 
suffer death, or such other punishment as shall be 
ordered by the sentence of a court martial. 

Art. 58. All publie-stores taken in the enemy’s 
camp, towns, forts, or magazines, whether of ar- 
tillery, ammunition, clothing, forage or provisions, 
shall be secured for the service of the United 
States; for the neglect of which the commanding 
officer is to be answerable. , 

Art. 59. If any commander of any garrison, 
fortress, or post, shall be compelled, by the officers 
and soldiers under his command, to give up to the 
enemy, or to abandon it, the commissioned officers. 
non-commissioned officers, or soldiers, who shall 
be convicted of having so offended, shall suffer 
death, or such other punishment as shall be in- 
oat upon them by the sentence of a court-mar- 
tial. 

` Art. 60. All suttlers and retainers to the camp, 
and all persons whatsoever, serving with the ar- 
mies of the United States in the field, though not 
enlisted soldiers, are to be subject to orders, accord- 
ing to the rules and discipline of war. 

Art. 61. Officers having brevets, or commissions, 
of a prior date to those of the regiment in which 
they serve, may take place in court-martials and 
on detachments, when composed of different corps, 
according to the ranks given them in their bre- 
vets, or dates of their former commissions; but 
in the regiment, troop, or company, to which such 
officers belong, they shall do duty and take rank, 
both in courts martial and on detachments, which 
shail be composed only of their own corps, ac- 
cording to the commissions by which they are 
mustered in the said corps, 

Art. 62. If upon marches, guards, or in quarters, 
different corps of the army shall happen to join, 
or do duty together, the oficer highest in rank of 
the line of the army, marine corps, or militia, by 


h| commission there, on duty, or in quarters, shall 


command the whole, and give orders for what is 
needful to the service, unless: otherwise specially 
directed by the President of the United States, ac- 
cording to the nature of the case, 

Art. 63. The functions of the engineers being 
generally confined to the most elevated branch of 
military. science, they are not to assume, nor are 
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they subject to be ordered on any duty beyond the 
line of their immediate profession, except by the 
special order of the President of the United States; 
but they are to receive every mark of respect, to 
which ‘their rank in the army may entitle them, 
respectively, and ‘are liable to be transferred, at 
the discretion of the President, from one corps to 
the other, regard being paid to rank. 

Art. 64. General courts martial may consist of 
any number of commissioned officers, from five to 
thirteen, inclusively, but they shall not consist of 
less than: thirteen, where that number can be’con- 
veried, without manifest injury to the service. 

Art. 65. Any general officer commanding an: 
army, or colonel commanding a separate depart- 
ment, may appoint general courts martial, when- 
ever necessary. But no sentence of a court mar- 
tial shall be carried into execution until after the 
whole proceedings shall have been laid before the 
officers ordering the same, or the officer command- 
ing the troops for the time being; neither shall 
any sentence of a general court martial, in time 
of peace, extending to the loss of life, or the dis- 
mission of a commissioned officer, or which shall, 
either in time of peace or war, respect a general 
officer, be carried into execution, until after the 
whole proceedings shall have been transmitted to 
the Secretary of War, to be laid before the Presi- 
dent of the United States, for his confirmation or 
disapproval, and ‘orders, in the case. All other 
sentences may ‘be confirmed and executed by the 
officer ordering the court to assemble, or the:com- 
inanding officer, for the time being, as the case 


oner, the answer to which might tend to criminate 
himself; and administer to each member of the 
court, before they proceed upon any trial, the fol- 
lowing oath, which shall also be taken by all mem- 
bers of the regimental and garrison courts martial : 

“You, A. B, do swear that you will well and 
truly try and determine, according to evidence, the 
matter now before you, between the United States 
of America and the prisoner to be tried ; and that 
you will duly administer justice, according to the 
provisions of ‘An act establishing rules and articles 
for the government of -the armies of the United 
States, without partiality, favor, or affection; and 
if any doubt shall arise, not explained by said ar- 
ticles, according to your conscience, the best of 
your understanding, and the custom of war in like 
cases: and you do further swear, that you will 
not divulge the sentence of the court until it shall 
be published by the proper authority: neither will 
you disclose or discover the vote or opinion of any 
particular member of the court martial, unless re- 
quired to give evidence thereof as a Witness, by a 
court of justice, in a due course of law. So help, 
you God.” s 

And as soon as the said'oath shall have been 
administered to the respective members, the Presi- 
dent of the court shall administer to the judge 
advocate, or person officiating ás such, an oath in 
the following words: 

“You, A. B., do swear, that you will not dis- 
close or discover the vote or opinion of any par- 
ticular member of the court martial, unless re- 
quired to give evidence thereof as a witness, by a 
court of justice in due course of law; nor divulge 
the sentence of the court, to any but proper au- 
thority, until it shall be duly disclosed by the same. 
So help you God.” 

Art. 70. When a prisoner arraigned before a 
general court marcel shall; from obstinacy and 
deliberate design, stand mute or answer foreign to 
the purpose, the court may proceed to trial and. 
judgment as if the prisoner had regularly plead- 
ed not guilty. : 

Art. 71. When a member shall be challenged 
by a prisoner, he must state his cause of challenge, 
of which the court shall, after due deliberation, 
determine the relevancy or validity, and decide 
accordingly; and no challenge to more than one 
member ata time shall be received by the court, 

Art. 72. All the members of the court mar- 
tial are to behave with ‘decency and calmness; 
and in giving their votes, are to begin with the 
youngest in commission. 

Art. 73. All persons who give evidence be- 
fore a court martial, are to be examined on oath 
or affirmation, in the following form: `. 

“You swear or affirm, as the case may be, the 
evidence you shall give in the cause now in hear- 
ing, shall be the truth, the whole truth, and noth- 
ing but the truth. So help you God.” 

Art. 74, On the trials of cases not capital, 
the deposition of witnesses not in the line or staff 
of the army; may be taken before some justice of 
the peace, and read in evidence: Provided, the 
prosecutor and the person accused are present at 
the taking the same, or are duly notified thereof. 


se | be. 

Art, 66. Every officer commanding a regiment, 
or corps, may appoint, for his own regiment, or 
corps, courts martial, to consist of three commis- 
sioned officers, for the trial and punishment of ‘of- 
fences not capital, and decide upon their sentences, 
For the same purpose, all officers, commanding 
any of the garrisons, forts, barracks, or other places, 
where the troops consist of different corps, may 
assemble courts ‘martial, to consist of three com- 
missioned officers, and decide upon their sentences. 

Art.67. No garrison or regimental court martial 
shall have the power to try capital cases, or com- 
missioned officers; neither shall they inflict a fine 
exceeding one month’s pay, nor imprison, nor put 
to hard labor, any non-commissioned officer or sol- 
dier, for a longer time than one month. 

Art. 68. Whenever it may be found convenient 
and necessary to the public service, the officers of 
the marines shall be associated with the officers of 
the land forces, for the purpose of holding courts 
martial and trying offenders belonging to either ; 
and in such cases the otders of the senior officer 
of either corps, who may be present and duly au- 
thorized, shal be received and obeyed. 

Art. 69, The judge advocate, or some person 
deputed by him, or by the general-or officer com- 
manding the army, detachment, or garrison, shall 
prosecute in the name of the United States, but 
shall so far consider himself as counsel for the 
tisoner, after the said prisoner shall have made 
is plea, as to object to any leading question to 
any of the witnesses, or any question to the pris- 
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Art. 75. No officer shall be tried but by a 
general court martial, nor by officers of an inferior 
rank, if it can be avoided: nor shall any proceed- 
ings or trials be carried on excepting between the 
hours of eight in the morning, and three in the 
afiernoon, excepting in cases, which, in the opin- 
ion of the officer appointing the court martial, 
require immediate example. 

Art. 76.-No person whatever shall use any 
menacing words, signs, or gestures, in presence of 
a court martial, or shall cause any disorder or 
riot, or disturb their proceedings, on the penalty 
of being. punished, atthe discretion of the said 
court martial. . 

Art. 77. Whenever any officer shall be charg- 
ed with a crime, he shall be arrested and confined 
in his barracks, quarters, or tent, and deprived of his 
sword, by the commanding officer. And any offi- 


cer who shall leave his confinement before he’ 


shall be set at liberty by. his commanding officer, 
or by a superior officer, shall be cashiered. 

Art. 78. Non-commissioned. officers and sol- 
diers, charged with crimes, shall be confined, until 
tried by a. court martial, or released by proper 
authority. 

Art. ‘79, No officer or soldier, who shall be 
put in arrest, shall continue in confinement more 
than eight days, or until such time as ‘a court 
martial can be assembled. 

Art. 80. No. officer. commanding a guard, or 
provost marshal, shall refuse to receive or keep 
any prisoner committed to his charge, by an offi- 
cer belonging to the forces of the United States: 
Provided, the officer committing, shall, at the 
same time, deliver an. account in writing, signed 
by himself, of the crime with which the said 
prisoner is charged. 

Art. 81. No officer commanding a guard, or 
provost marshal, shall presume to release any 
person committed to his charge, without proper 
authority for so doing, nor shall he suffer any 
person to escape, on-the penalty of being punished 
for it by the sentence of a court martial. 

Art. 82. Every officer or provost marshal, to. 
whose charge prisoners shall be committed, shall, 
within twenty-four hours after such commitment, 
or as.soon:as he shall be relieved from his guard, 
make report in writing, to the commanding officer, 
of their names, their crimes, and the names of the 
officers who committed them, on the ‘penalty of 
being punished for disobedience or neglect, at the 
discretion of a court martial. 

Art.. 83. Any commissioned officer convicted 
before a general court martial of conduct unbe- 
coming an officer and a gentleman, shall be dis- 
missed the service. ; . 

Art..84. In cases where a court martial may 
think it proper to sentence a commissioned officer 
to be suspended from command. they shall have 


power also to suspend. his pay and emoluments | 


for the same time, according to the nature and 
heinousness. of the offience. . 
Art. 85. In-all cases where a commissioned 
officer is cashiered for.cowardice or fraud, it shall 
be added in the sentence, that the crime, name, 
and place of abode and punishment of the delin- 
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quent, be published in the newspapers in, and 
about the camp, and of the. particular State from 
which the offender came, or where he usually 
resides, after which, it shall be deemed scanda- 
lous for an officer to associate with him. 

Art. 86. The commanding officer of any post 
or detachment, in which there shall not be a num- 
ber of officers adequate to form a general court 
martial, shall, in cases which require the cogni- 
zance of such a court, report to the commanding 
officer of the department, who shall order a court 
to be assembled at the nearest post or detachment, 
and the party accused, with necessary witnesses, to 
be transported to the place where the said court 
shall be assembled. 

` Art. 87. No person shall be sentenced to suffer 
death, but by the concurrence of two thirds of 
the members of a general court martial, nor ex- 
cept in the cases herein expressly mentioned ; 
nor. shall more than fifty lashes be inflicted on 
any offender, at the discretion of a court martial; 
and no officer, non-commissioned officer, soldier, 
or follower of the army, shall be tried a second 
time for the same offence. 

Art. 88. No person shall be liable to be tried 
and punished by a general court martial for any 

offence which shall appear to have been commit- 
ted more than two years before the issuing of the 
order for such trial, unless the person, by reason 
of having absented himself or some other manifest 
impediment, shall not have been amenable to jus- 
tice within that period. 

Art. 89. Every officer authorized to order a gen- 
eral court martial, shall have power to pardon or 
mitigate any punishment ordered by such court, 
except the sentence of death, or of cashiering an 
officer; which, in the cases where he has author- 
ity (by article 65) to carry them into execution, 
he may suspend, until the pleasure of the. Presi- 
dent of the United States can be known; which 
suspension, together with copies of the proceed- 
ings of the court martial, the said officer shall im- 
mediately transmit to the President, for his de- 
termination. And. the colonel or commanding 
officer of the regiment or garrison, where any re- 
gimental or garrison court martial shall be held, 
may pardon or mitigate any punishment ordered 
by such court to be inflicted. 

Art. 90. Every judge advocate, or person officiat- 
ingassuch.atany general court martial, shall trans- 
mit, with as much expedition as the opportunity 
of time and distance of place can admit, the origi- 
nal proceedings and sentence of such court mar- 
tial, to the Secretary of War, which said original 
proceedings and sentence. shall be carefully kept 
and preserved in the office of said Secretary, to 
the end that the persons entitled thereto may be 
enabled, upon application to the said office, to ob- 
tain copies thereof. f i 

The party tried by any general court martial, 
shall, upon demand thereof made by himself or by 
any person or persons in his behalf, be entitled to 
-a copy of the sentence and proceedings of such 
court martial. 

Art. 91. In cases where the general or com- 
manding officer may order a court. of inquiry to 
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examine into the nature of any transaction, ac- 
cusation, or imputation against any officer or 
soldier, the said court shall consist of one or 
more: officers; not exceeding three, and a judge 
advocate, or other suitable person as a recorder, 
‘to reduce the proceedings and evidence to writing, 
all‘of whom’shall be sworn to the faithful perform- 
'añcè of their duty. This court shall have the 
‘same power to summon witnesses asa court mar- 
‘tial; and to examine them on oath. But they shall 
‘not give their opinii on the merits of the case, 
excépting they shall be thereto specially required. 
The ‘parties accused shall also be permitted to 
cross examine and interrogate the witnesses, so as 
to investigate fully the circumstances in question. 

- Art. 92. The proceedings of a court of inquiry 
must be authenticated by the signature of the re- 
corder and the president, and delivered to the 
commanding officer; and the said proceedings 
may be admitted as evidence by a court martial, 
‘in cases not capital, or extending tothe dismission 
of an officer, poe’ that the circumstances are 
such that oral testimony cannot be obtained. But 
as courts of inquiry may be perverted to dishonor- 
able purposes, and may be considered as engines 
of destruction to military merit, in the hands of 
weak and envious commandants, they are hereby 
ponies unless directed by the President of the 

nited States, or demanded by the accused. 

Art. 93. The judge advocate, or recorder shall 
administer to the members the following oath: 

“You shall well and truly examine and inquire, 
according to your evidence, into the matter now 
before you, without partiality, favor, affection, pre- 
judice, or hope of reward: So help you God.” 

After which the president shall administer to 
ie Judge advocate, or recorder, the following 
oath: 

“You, A. B., do swear that you will, according 
to your best abilities, ageutately and impartially 
record the proceedings of the court, and the evi- 
dence to be given in the case in hearing: So help 
you God.” . 

The witnesses shall take the same oath as wit- 
nesses sworn before a court martial. 

Art. 94. When any commissioned officer shall 
die or be killed in the service of the United States, 
the major of the regiment, or the officer doing the 
major’s duty in his absence, or in any post or 
garrison, the second officer in command, or the 
assistant military agent, shall immediately secure 
all his effects or equipage, then in camp or quar- 
ters, and shall make an inventory thereof, and 
‘forthwith transmit the same to the office of the 
Department of War, to the end that his executors 
or administrators may receive the same. 

Art. 95. When any non-commissioned officer, 
or soldier, shall die, or be killed, in the service of 
the United States, the then commanding officer 
of the troop, or company, shall, in the presence of 
two other commissioned officers, take an account 
of what effects he died possessed of, above his 
arms-and accoutrements, and transmit the same 
to the office of the Department of War; which 
said effects are to be accounted for, and paid to 
the representatives of such deceased non-commis- 


sioned officer or soldier. And in case any of the 
officers, so authorized to take care of the effects of 
deceased officers and soldiers, should, before they 
have accounted to their representatives for the 
same, have occasion to leave the regiment or post, 
by preferment, or otherwise, they shall, before they 
be permitted to quit the same, deposit in the hands 
of the commanding officer, or of the assistant mili- 
tary agent, all the effects of such deceased non- 
commissioned officers and soldiers, in order that 


the same may be secured for, and paid to, their re- 


spective representatives. 

Art. 96. All officers, conductors, gunners, mat- 
rosses, drivers, or other persons whatsoever, receiv- 
ing pay, or hire, in the service of the artillery, or 
corps of engineers of the United States, shall be 
governed by the aforesaid rules and articles, and 
shall be subject to-be tried by courts martial, in 
like manner with the officers and soldiers of the 
other troops in the service of the United States. 

Art. 97. The officers and soldiers of any troops, 
whether militia or others, being mustered and in 
pay of the United States, shall, at all times and 
in all places, when joined, or acting in conjune- 
tion with the regular forces of the United States, 
be governed by these rules and articles of war, 
and shall be subject to be tried by courts martial, 
in like manner with the officers and soldiers in 
the regular forces, save only that such courts mar- 
tial shall be composed entirely of militia officers. 

Art. 98. All officers, serving by commission 
from the authority of any particular State, shall, 
on all detachments, courts martial, or other duty, 
wherein they may be employed in conjunction 
with the regular forces of the United States, take 
rank next after all officers of the like grade in 
said regular forces, notwithstanding the commis- 
sions of such militia or State officers may be older 
than the commissions of the officers of the regu- 
lar forces of the United States. : 

Art. 99. All crimes not capital, and all disorders 
and neglects which officers and soldiers may be 
guilty of, to the prejudice of good order and mil- 
itary discipline, though not mentioned in the fore- 
going articles of war, are to be taken cognizance 
of by a general or regimental court martial, ac- 
cording to the nature and degree of the offence, 
and be punished at their discretion. 

Art. 100. The President of the United States 
shall have power to prescribe the uniform:of 
the army. 

Art. 101. The foregoing articles are to be read 
and published once in every six months, to every 
garrison, regiment, troop, or company, mustered 
or to be mustered in the service of the United 
States, and are to be duly observed and obeyed 


by all officers and soldiers who are, or shall be in; 


said service. 

Sec. 2, And be it further enacted, That, in 
time of war, all persons not citizens of, or owing 
allegiance to the United States of America, who 
shall be found lurking as spies, in or about the 
fortifications or encampments of the armies of the 
United States, or any of them, shall suffer death, 
according to the law and usage of nations, by sen- 
tence of a general court martial. — : 
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Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the 
rules.and regulations, by which the armies of the 
United States have heretofore been governed, and 
the resolves ot Congress thereunto annexed, and re- 
specting the same, shall henceforth be void and of 
no effect, except so far as may relate to any trans- 
actions under them, prior to the promulgation of 
this act, at the several posts and garrisons, respect- 
ively, occupied by any part of the army of the 
United States. 

Approved, April 10, 1806. 


. An Act relating to bonds given by Marshals. 


Be it enacted, c., That the bond heretofore 
given, or which may hereafter be given, by the 
marshal of any district, for the faithful perform- 
ance of the duties of his office, shall be filed and 
recorded in the office ot the clerk of the district 
court, or circuit court, sitting within the district 
for which such marshal shall have been appointed, 
and copies thereof, certified by the clerk, under 
the seal of the said court, shall be competent evi- 
dence in any court of justice. 

Sre. 2. And be it further enacted, That it shall 
be lawful in case of the breach of the condition 
of any such bond, for any person, persons, or body 
politic, thereby’ injured, to institute a suit upon 
such bond, in the name and for the sole use of such 
party, and thereupon to recover such damages, 
as shall be legally assessed, with costs of suit; for 
which execution may issue for such party in due 
form’ and in case such party shall fail to recover 
in the suit, judgment shall be rendered and execu- 
tion may issue for cost in favor of the defendant 
or defendants, against the party who shall have in- 
stituted the suit; and the United States shall in 
no ease be liable for the. same. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the 
said bonds shall, after any judgment, or judg- 
ments rendered thereon, remain as a security, for 
the benefit of any person, persons, or body politic, 
injured by breach of the condition of the same, 
until the whole penalty shall have. been recov- 
ered; and the proceedings shall be always in the 
same. manner, and as hereinbefore directed. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That all 
suits on marshals’ bonds, if the right of action has 
already accrued, shall be commenced and prose- 
cuted within three years after the passage of 
this act, and not afterwards. And all such suits, 
in case the right of action shall accrue hereafter, 
shall be commenced and prosecuted within six 
years after the said right of action shall have ac- 
crued, and not afterwards; saving, nevertheless, 
the rights of infants, feme coverts, and persons 
non compos mentis, so that they sue within three 
years after their disabilities are removed. . 

Approved, April-10, 1806. 


An Act regulating the currency of foreign coins in 

: the United States. 

- Be it enacted, §c., That, from and after the pas- 
sage of this act, foreign gold and silver coins shall 
pass current as money within the United States, 
and be a legal tender for the payment of all 


debts and demands, at the several and respective 
rates following, and not otherwise, viz: 

The gold coins of Great Britain and Portugal, of 
their present standard, at the rate of one hundred 
cents for every twenty-seven grains of the actual 
weight thereof; the gold coins of France, Spain, 
and the dominions of Spain, of their present 
standard, at the rate of one hundred cents for 
every twenty-seven grains and two-fifths of a 
grain, of the actual weight thereof. Spanish mill- 
ed dollars, at the rate of one hundred cents for 
each, the actual weight whereof shall not be less 
than seventeen Penny weights and seven grains, 
and in proportion for the parts of a dollar. Crowns 
of France at the rate of one hundred and ten cents. 
for each crown, the actual weight whereof shall 
not be less than eighteeen penny weights and sev- 
enteen grains, and in proportion for the parts of 
acrown. And it shall be the duty of the Secretary 
of the Treasury to cause assays of the foreign gold 
and silver coins, made current by this act, to be 
had at the Mint of the United States, at least once 
in every year, and to make report of the results 
thereof to Congress; for the purpose of enabling 
them to make such alterations in this act,as may 
become requisite, from the real standard value of 
such foreign coins. And it shall be the duty of 
the Secretary of the Treasury to cause assaysof for- 
eign gold and silver coins of the description made 
current by this act, which shall issue subsequently 
to the passage of this act, and shall circulate in 
the United States, at the Mint aforesaid, at least 
once in every year, and to make report of the re- 
sult thereof to Congress, for the purpose of ena- 
bling Congress to make such coins current, if 
they shall deem the same to be proper, at their 
real standard value. 

Spc. 2. And be it further enacted, That the 
first section of the act, entitled “An act regula- 
ting foreign coins and for other purposes,” passed 
the ninth day of February, one thousand seven 
hundred and ninety-three, be, and the same here- 
by is, repealed. And the operation of the second 
section of the same act shall be, and hereby is, 
suspended for and during the space of three years 
from the passage of this act. 

Approved, April 10, 1806. 


An Act to regulate and fix the compensations of the 
officers of the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives. 


Be it enacted, &c., That the officers of the Sen- 
ate and House of Representatives, hereinafter 
mentioned, shall be, and hereby are, entitled to 
receive, in lieu of their compensations fixed by 
law, the following sums, that is to say, the Secre- 


|tary of the Senate and Clerk of the House of 


Representatives, two thousand dollars each; their 
principal clerks, one thousand three hundred dol- 
lars each; and each of their engrossing clerks, 
one thousand dollars per annum. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the 
Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate, who also per- 
forms the duty of a vei to the Sergeant-at- 
Arms, and the Doorkeeper of the House of Rep- 


1255 


APPENDIX. 


1256 


Public Acts 


of “Congress. 


réesentatives shall be, and they are hereby, entitled 
to receive nine hundred and fifty dollars per an- 
num, each; and that the Assistant Doorkeeper of 
the Senate, and the Assistant Doorkeeper of the 
House of Representatives shall be, and they are 
hereby, entitled to receive nine hundred dollars 
per-annum each. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That any 
appropriation which shall be made by the Senate, 
or House of Representatives, out of the contin- 
gent fund of either House, towards the compen- 
sation of any of the officers of the Senate, or 
House of Representatives, shall be taken and 
considered as a part of the salary allowed by this 
act. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the 
compensations provided for in this aet shall com- 
mence, and take effect, from and after the thirty- 
first day of March, one thousand eight hundred 
and six. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the act 
entitled “An act to regulate and fix the compen- 
sations of the officers of the Senate and House of 
Representatives,” passed on the twenty-ninth of 
April, one thousand eight hundred and two, shall, 
from and after the thirty-first of March, one thou- 
sand eight hundred and six, be and the same is 
hereby repealed. 

Approved, April 10, 1806. 


An Act directing the Secretary of the Treasury, to 
cause the coast of North Carolina, between Cape 
Hatteras and Cape Fear, to be surveyed. 


Be it enacted, §c., That the Secretary of the 
Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to cause 
the coast of North Carolina to be correcily sur- 
veyed, between Cape Hatteras and Cape Fear, 
together with the shoals lying off and between 
these respective capes or headlands, and to report 
at the next session of Congress on the practica- 
bility of erecting a light-house, lighted beacon, or 
buoy on or near the extreme point of these shoals, 
or either of them. And the sum of five thousand 
dollars is hereby appropriated for the purpose of 
defraying any expense which may be incurred in 
making such survey, to be paid out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Approved, April 10, 1806. 


An Act to provide for persons who were disabled by 
known wounds, received during the Revolutionary 
war, 

Be tt enacted, §c., That any commissioned or 
non-commissioned officer, musician, soldier, ma- 
rine, or seaman, disabled in the actual service of 
the United. States, while in the line of his duty, 
by known wounds received during the Revolu- 
tionary war, and who did not desert the service ; 
or who, in ecnsequence of disability, as aforesaid, 
resigned his commission, or took a discharge; or 
who, after incurring disability, as aforesaid, was 
taken captive by the enemy, and remained either 
in captivity or on parole, until-the close of said 
Revolutionary war; or who, in consequence of 


known wounds, received as aforesaid, has, at any 
period since, become and continued disabled in 
such manner as to render him unable to procure 
a subsistence by manual labor; whether such offi- 
cer, musician, soldier, marine, or seaman, served 
as a volunteer, in any proper service against the 
common enemy, or belonged to a detachment of 
the militia, which served against the common en» 
emy, or to the regular forces of the United States, 
or of any particular State, he shall, upon substan- 
tiating his claim, in the manner hereinafter de- 
scribed, be placed on the pension list of the Uni- 
ted States during life, or the continuance of such 
disability, and be entitled, under the regulations 
hereinafter mentioned, to receive such sum as 
shall be found just and proper by the testimony 
adduced. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That, in sub- 
stantiating such claim, the following rules and 
regulations shall be complied with, that is to say: 
All evidencé-shall be taken on oath or affirmation, 
before the judge of the district, or one of the 
judges of the territory in which such claimant 
resides, or before some person specially authorized 
by commission from said judge. 

Decisive disability, the effect of a known wound, 
or wounds, received while in the actual service 
and line of duty against the common enemy, du- 
ring the Revolutionary war, must be proved by 
the affidavit of the commanding officer of the 
regiment, corps, company, ship, vessel, or craft, 
in which such claimant served; or of two other 
credible witnesses to the same effect, setting forth 
the time when, and place where, such known 
wound or wounds were received, and particularly 
describing the same. 

The nature of such disability, and in what de- 
gree it prevents the claimant from obtaining his 
subsistence, must be proved by the affidavit. of 
some reputable physician or surgeon, stating his 
opinion, either from his own knowledge and ac- 
quaintance with the claimant, or from an exami- 
ination of such claimant, on oath or affirmation; 
which, when necessary for that purpose, shall be 
administered to said claimant by said judge or 
commissioner. And the said physician or sur- 
geon, in his affidavit, shall particularly describe 
the wound or wounds from whence the disability 
appears to be derived. 

Every claimant must prove, by at least one 
credible witness, that he continued in service du- 
ring the whole term for which he was detached, 
or for which he engaged, unless he was discharg- 
ed, or left the service in consequence of some de- 
rangement of the army, or in consequence of his 
disability resigned his commission, or was after 
his disability in captivity or on parole until the 
close of the Revolutionary. war. And in the 
same manner must prove his mode of life and 
employment since he left the service, and the 
place or places where he has since resided, and 
his place of residence at the time of taking such 
testimony. 

Every claimant shall, by his affidavit, give sat- 
isfactory reasons why he did not make applica- 
tion for a pension before, and that he is not on the 
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pension list of any State; and the judge or com- | 


missioner shall certify, in writing, his opinion of 
the credibility of the witnesses whose affidavits he 
shall take, in all those cases where by this act it 
is said the proof shall be made by a credible wit- 
ness or witnesses; and also, that the examining 
physician or surgeon is reputable in his profession. 

Suc. 3. And be it further enacted, That the 
said judge of the district, or person by him com- 
missjoned as aforesaid, shall transmita list of such 
claims, accompanied by the evidence, affidavits, 
certificates, and proceedings, had thereon in pur- 
guance of this act, noting particularly the day on 
which the testimony closed before him, to the 
Secretary of the Department of War, that the 
same may be compared with muster rolls, or other 
‘documents in his office; and the said Secretary 
shall make a statement of all such cases which, 
together with all the testimony, he shall from 
time to time transmit to Congress, with such re- 
marks as he may think proper, that Congress may 
be enabled to place.such claimants on the pension 
list as shall be found entitled to the privilege. 
‘And it shall be the duty of the judge or commis- 
sioner aforesaid to. permit each claimant to take 
a transcript of the evidence and proceedings had 
respecting his claim, if he shall desire it, and to 
certify the same to be correct. 

Src. 4. And be it further enacted, That every 
pension, or increase thereof, by virtue of this act, 
shall commence on the day when the claimant 
shall have completed his testimony before the au- 
thority proper to take the same. 

Suc, 5. And be it further enacted, That an 
increase of pension may be allowed to persons al- 
ready placed upon the pension list of the United 
States for disabilities caused by known wounds 
received during the Revolutionary war, in all 
cases where justice shall require the same: Pro- 
vided, That the increase, when added to the pen- 
sion formerly received shall in no case exceed a 
full pension. i 

` Eyery invalid making application for this pur- 
pose shall be examined by two reputable physi- 
cians.or surgeons, to be authorized by commission 
from the judge of the district where such invalid 
resides, who shall report, in writing, on oath or 
affirmation, their opinion of the nature of the ap- 
plicant’s disability, and in what degree it prevents 
Rich from obtaining a subsistence by manual 
labor; which report shall be transmitted by said 
physicians or surgeons to the Secretary of the 
Department of War, who shall compare the same 
with the documents in his office, and shall make 
a statement of all such cases, which, together 
with the original report, he shall from time to 
time transmit to Congress, with such remarks as 
he may think proper, that they may be enabled to 
do justice’ to such pensioners. i 

Sno. 6. And be it further enacted, That a full 
pension given by this act toa commissioned offi- 
<er shall be one-half of the monthly pay legally 
allowed, at the time of incurring said disability, 
to his grade in the forces raised by the United 
States, and the. proportions less than a fall pen- 
sion shall be the correspondent proportions of said 


half pay; and a full pension to a non-commis- 
sioned officer, musician, soldier, marine, or sea- 
man, shall be five dollars a month, and the pro- 
portions less than a full pension shall be the like 
proportions of five dollars a month; but. no pen- 
sion of a commissioned officer shall be calculated 
at a higher rate than the half-pay of a lieutenant 
colonel. 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That the 
pensions, or increase thereof, which may be al- 
lowed by this act, shall be paid in the same man- 
ner as pensions to invalids who have been here- 
tofore placed on the pension list are now paid, 
and under such restrictions and regulations in all 
respects as are prescribed by law. l 

Sec: 8. And be it further enacted, That, from 
and after the passage of this act, no sale, transfer, 
or mortgage of the whole or any part of the pen- 
sion payable to any non-commissioned officer, 
musician, soldier, marine, or seaman, before the 
same becomes due, shall be valid. And every 
person claiming such pension, or any part thereof, 
under power of attorney or substitution, shall, 
before the same is paid, make oath or affirmation, 
before some magistrate, legally authorized to take 
the same, a copy of which, attested by said ma- 
gistrate, shall be lodged with the person who pays 
said pension; that such power or substitution is 
not given by reason of any transfer of such pen- 
sion, or part thereof. And any person who-shall 
swear or affirm falsely in the premises, and be 
thereof convicted, shall suffer as for wilful and 
corrupt perjury. 

Src. 9. And be it further enacted, That all laws 
of the United States heretofore passed, so far as 
they authorize persons to be placed on the pen- 
sion list of the United States for, and in conse- 
quence of disabilities derived from known wounds 
received in the Revolutionary. war, shall be, and 
they are- hereby, repealed : Provided, That noth- - 
ing in this repealing clause shall injure, or in any 
way affect those persons already upon the pension 
list of the United States; and that the Secretary 
for the Department of War shall proceed upon 
the testimony which has been transmitted to him 
by any claimant, before the passage of this act, 
in = same manner as though this act had never 
passed. 

Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That this 
act, so far as it authorizes the admission of per- 
sons upon the pension list of the United States, 
shall remain in force for and during the space of 
six years from the passage thereof, and no longer: 
Provided, That this limitation shall not affect or 
impair the right of any invalid who may have 
completed his testimony in the manner prescribed 
by this act before this limitation commences its 
operation, but which has not been transmitted. to 
the Secretary for the Department of War. 

Approved, April 10, 1806. 

An Act to authorize the Secretary of War to issue land 
; warrants, and for other purposes. 

Be it enacted, §c., That the Secretary of War 
be authorized to issue military land warrants. to 
such persons as have or shall, before the first day 
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of March, one thousand eight hundred and eight, 
roduce to him satisfactory evidence of the va- 
idity of their claims; which warrants, with those 
heretofore issued, and not yet satisfied, shall and 
may be located in the names of the holders or 
proprietors thereof, at any time prior to the first 
day of October, one thousand eight hundred and 
eight, on any unlocated parts of the fifty quarter 
townships and the fractional quarter townships 
reserved by law for original holders of military 
land ‘warrants. x 
Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That it shall 
be the duty of the surveyor general, under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, to 
cause to be surveyed so much of the fifty quarter 
townships, and the fractional quarter townships 
aforesaid, as have been or hereafter may be locat- 
ed according to law, in conformity with the loca- 
tions made on the plats of the said quarter town- 
ships: Provided, The whole expense of survey- 
ing the same shall not exceed three dollars for 
every mile actually surveyed. 
Approved, April 15, 1806. 


An Act to suspend the sale of certain lands in the State 

4 of Ohio, and the Indiana Territory. 

Be it enacted, §c., That the operation of the 
sixth condition of the fifth section of the act, en- 
titled “ An act to amend the act, entitled ‘An act 
Rene for the sale of the lands of the United 

tates northwest of the Ohio, and above the mouth 
of Kentucky river, be, and the same is hereby sus- 
pended until the first day of October next, in favor 
of such ee of lands under the said act, 
who shall exhibit satisfactory proof to the register 
and receiver of public moneys in the respective 
districts where they were actual settlers on the 
land so purchased, at the time of passing this 
act. 

Approved, April 15, 1806. 


An Act to prohibit the importation of certain goods, 
wares, and merchandise. 

Be it enacted, §c., That, from and after the fif- 
teenth day of November next, it shall not be law- 
ful to import into the United States, or the terri- 
tories thereof, from any port or place situated in 
Great Britain or Ireland, or in any of the colonies 
or dependencies of Great Britain, any goods, wares, 
or merchandise, of the following description, that 
is to say: 

All articles of which leather is the material of 
chief value; 

All articles of which silk is the material of chief 
value; 

, All articles of which hemp or flax is the mate- 
rial of chief value; 

All articles of which tin or brass is the material 
of chief value, tin in sheets excepted; 

Woollen cloths, whose invoice prices shall ex- 
ceed five shillings sterling per square yard; 

Woollen hosiery of all kinds; 
ee glass; and all other manufactures of 
glass; . 

Silver and plated wares; 


Paper of every description ; 

Nails and spikes; ; 

Hats; 

Clothing ready made; 

Millinery ofall kinds; 

Playing cards ; ` 

Beer, ale, and porter, and pictures and prints. 

Nor shall it be lawful to import into the United 
States, or the territories thereof, from any for- 
eign port or place whatever, any of the above- 
mentioned goods, wares, or merchandise, being of 
the growth, produce, or manufacture of Great 
Britain or Ireland, or any of the colonies or de- 
pendencies of Great Britain: Provided, however, 
That no articles which shall, within fifteen months 
after the passing of this act, be imported from any 
place beyond the Cape of Good Hope, on board 
any vessel cleared out before the passing of this 
act, from any port within the United States or the 
territories thereof, for the said Cape of Good 
Hope, or any place beyond the’same, shall be sub- 
ject to the prohibition aforesaid. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That when- 
ever any article or articles, the importation of 
which is prohibited by this act, shall, after the 
said fifteenth day of November next, be imported 
into the United States, or the territories thereof, 
contrary to the true intent and meaning of this 
act, or shall, after the said fifteenth day of Novem- 
ber next, be put on board any ship or vessel, boat, 
raft, or carriage, with intention of importing the 
same into the United States, or the territories 
thereof, all such articles, as well as all other arti» 
cles on board the same ship or vessel, boat, raft, or 
carriage, belonging to the owner of such prohib- 
ited articles, shall be forfeited, and the owner 
thereof shall, moreover, forfeit and pay treble the 
value of such articles. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That, if any 


article or articles, the importation of which is i 
prohibited by thisact, shall, after the said fifteenth- 


day of November next, be put on board any ship 
or vessel, boat, raft, or carriage, with intention to 
import the same into the United States, or the 
territories thereof, contrary to the true intent and’ 
meaning of this act, and with the knowledge of 
the owner or master of such ship or vessel, boat, 
raft, or carriage, such ship or vessel, boat, raft, or 


e 
carriage, shall be forfeited, and the owner and - 


master thereof shall, moreover, each forfeit and 
pay treble the value of such articles. a 

Sec. 4. And be tt further enacted, That if any 
article or articles, the importation of which is 
prohibited by this act, and which shall neverthe- 
less he on board any ship or vessel boat, raft, or: 
carriage, arriving after the said fifteenth day of 
November next, in the United States, or the ter- 
ritories thereof, shall be omittted in the manifest, 
report, or entry of the master, or the person hay- 
ing the charge or command of such ship or vessel, 
boat, raft, or carriage, or shall be omitted in the 
entry of the goods owned by the owner, or con- 
signed to the consignee of such articles, or shall: 
be imported, or landed, or attempted -to be import- 
ed or landed, without a permit, the same penal- 
ties, fines, and forfeitures shall be incurred, and 


! 
| 
| 
1 
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of duties on imports and tonnage :” and such pen- 
alties and forfeitures may be examined, mitigated, 
or remitted, in like manner, and under the like 
conditions, regulations, and restrictions, as are 
prescribed, authorized, and directed by the act, 
entitled “An act to provide for mitigating or re- 
mitting the forfeitures, penalties, and disabilities, 
accruing in certain cases therein mentioned.” 
Approved, April 18, 1806. ae 


may be recovered, as in the case of similar omis- 
sion or omissions, landing, importation, or attempt 
to land or import, in relation to articles liable to 
duties on their importation into the United States. 

Suc. 5. And be it further enacted, That every 
collector, naval officer, surveyor, or other officer 
of the customs, shall have the like power and au- 
thority to seize goods, wares, and merchandise im- 
ported contrary to the intent and meaning of this 
act, to keep the same in custody until it shall 
have been ascertained whether the same have 
been forfeited, or not, and to enter any ship or 
vessel, dwelling-house, store, building, or other 
place, for the purpose of searching for and seizing 
any such goods, wares, and merchandise, which 
he or they now have by law, in relation to goods, 
wares, and merchandise, subject to duty; and if 
any person, or persons, shall conceal or buy any 
goods, wares, or merchandise, knowing them to 
be liable to seizure by this act, such person or per- 
sons shall, on conviction thereof, forfeit and pay 
a sum double the amount or value of the goods, 
wares, and merchandise, so concealed or pur- 
chased. í 

Seo. 6. And be it further enacted, That the 
following addition shall be inserted to the oath 
or affirmation taken by the masters. or persons 
having the charge, or comimand of any ship or 
vessel arriving at any port of the United States, 
or the territories thereof, after the said fifteenth 
day of November next, viz: “I further swear (or 
affirm) that there are not, to the best of my knowl- 
edge and belief, on board [insert the denomina- 
tion and name of the vessel] any goods, wares, or 
merchandise, the importation of which into the 
United States, or the territories thereof, is prohib- 
ited by law: And I do further swear (or affirm) 
that if I shall hereafter discover or know of any 
such goods, wares, or merchandise, on board the 
said. vessel, or which shall have been imported in 
the same, I will immediately, and without delay, 
make due report thereof to the collector of the 
port.of this district.” 

‘Sec. 7. And. be it further enacted, That the 
following addition be inserted, after the said fif- 
teenth day of November next, to the oath or 
affirmation taken by importers, consignees, or 
agents, at the time of entering goods imported 
into the United States, or the territories thereof, 
yiz: “I also swear (or affirm) that there are not, 
to the best of my knowledge and belief, among the 
said-goods, wares, and merchandise, imported or 
consigned, as aforesaid, any goods, wares, or mer- 
Chandise, the importation of which into the Uni- 
ted States, or the territories thereof, is prohibited 
by law. And I do further swear (or affirm) that 
if I shall -hereafter discover any such goods, wares, 
or merchandise, among the’said goods, wares, and 
merchandise, imported. or consigned as aforesaid, 
I will immediately, and without delay, report the 
same to the collector of this district.” . 

“Seo 8. And be it further enacted, That all pen- 
alties and forfeitures arising under this act may 
he sued for and recovered, and shall be distributed 
and accounted for in the manner prescribed by 
the act, entitled “ An act to regulate the collection | 


States on the Government of France. 


of the United States, the amount of certain claims 
of citizens of the United States against the Gov- 
ernment of France, arising from the Bordeaux 
embargo, in conformity with a. certified list of 
liquidations, attested by the Minister of the pub- 
lic treasury of France, and. transmitted by the 
Minister Plenipotentiary of the United States, at 
Paris, to the said Secretary; which payments 
shall be made for such sums, respectively, as are 
stated in the above-mentioned list of liquidations, 
to such persons, respectively, as the accounting 
officers of the Treasury shall determine to be 
rightfully entitled to the same, and out. of the 
moneys heretofore appropriated for the purpose 
of discharging the claims of citizens of the ni- 
ted. States against the Government of France, 
the payment of which was assumed by the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, by virtue of the 
convention of the thirtieth April, one thousand 
eight hundred and three. aed 
Approved, April 18, 1806. 


An Act to authorize the State of Tennessee to issue 
grants and perfect titles to certain lands therein de- 
scribed; and to settle the claims to the vacant and 


unappropriated lands within the same. ` a 

Be it enacted, &c., That, for the purpose of. de- 
fining the limits of the vacant and unappropriated 
lands in the State of Tennessee, hereafter to be 
subject to the sole and entire disposition of the 
United States, the following line be, and hereby 
is, established, to wit: beginning at the place 
where the eastern or main branch of Elk river 
shall intersect the southern boundary line of the 
State of Tennessee; from thence running due 
north, until said line shall intersect the northern 
or main branch of Duck river; thence down the 
waters of Duck river to the military boundary 
line, as established by the seventh section of an 
act of the State of North Carolina, entitled “An 
act for the relief of the officers and soldiers of the 
continental line, and for other purposes ;” (passed 
in the year onethousand seven hundred and eighty- 
three,) thence with the military boundary line 
west to the place where it intersects the Tennes- 
see river; thence down the: waters of the river 
Tennessee, to the place where the same intersects 
the northern boundary line of the State of Ten- 


nessee. oe : 
Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That upon 


An Act supplementary to the act making provision for 
the payment of claims of citizens of the United. 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the” 
Treasury shall cause to be paid, at the Treasury 


comes 
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the-Senators and Representatives from the State 
-of Tennessee, by an instrument signed and sealed 
by them respectively, making known, that in pur- 
ssuance‘of the power in them vested, by an act of 
the General Assembly of the State of Tennessee, 
entitled “ Aù act. to appoint agents to settle the 
-dispute. between this State and the United States, 
‘to the same,” and by a resolution of the Senate 
‘and House of Representatives of the said State 
-of Tennessee, passed in the year one thousand 
eight hundred and. two, as instructions therein; 
they do, for and in behalf of the State of Tennes- 
see, and in consideration of the provisions made 
an this act, agree and declare, that all right, title, 
‘and claim, which the State of Tennessee hath to 
the lands lying west and south of the line, herein 
before established within the limits of the State 
of Tennessee, shall thereafter forever cease; and 
that the lands aforesaid shall be and remain at the 
sole and entire disposition of the United States, 
and shall be exempted from every disposition or 
tax made by order, or under the authority of the 
State of Tennessee, while the same shall remain 
the property of the United States, and for the 
term of five years after the same shall be sold; 
which said instrument shall be approved by the 
Senate of the United States, and entered at lane 
in their journal, and deposited in the office of the 
Secretary of State. The United States do there- 
upon cede and convey to the State of Tennes- 
see, all right, title and claim, which the United 
States have to the territory of the lands lying 
east and north of the line hereinbefore established, 
within the limits of the State of Tennessee, sub- 
ject to the same conditions as are contained in the 
act of the General Assembly of the State of North 
Carolina, entitled “ An act for the purpose of ced- 
‘ing to the United States of America, certain west- 
ern lands. therein described.” And the said State 
of Tennessee shall thereupon have as full power 
and authority to issue grants and -perfect titles of 
all lands lying east and north of the before de- 
scribed line, within the limits of the said State, as 
Congress now have, or the State of Tennessee 
might have, by virtue of an act of the State of 
North Carolina, entitled “An act to authorize the 
State of Tennessee to perfect titles to lands re- 
served to this State by the cession act,” to which 
said act the assent of Congress is hereby given, 
so far as is necessary to carry into effect the ob- 
jects of this compact; subject nevertheless to the 
following express conditions; that is to say, 

First. That all entries of lands, rights of lo- 
cation, and warrants of surveys, and all interfe- 
ring locations, which might be removed by the 
aforesaid act of cession of the State of North 
Carolina, and which are good and valid in law, 
and which were not actually located west and 
south of the hereinbefore described line, before the 
twenty-fifth day of February, one thousand seven 
hundred and ninety, and all interfering grants 
which are good and valid in law,and which have 
Peen located east and north of the said line, shall 
be located, and the titles thereto perfected, within 
the territory hereby ceded to the State of Ten- 
nessee. 


Secondly, That the State of Tennessee shall 
appropriate one hundred thousand acres, which 
shall be located in one entire tract, within the 
limits of the lands reserved to the Cherokee In- 
dians, by an act of the State of North Carolina, 
entitled “An act for opening the land office for the 
redemption of specie and other certificates, and 
discharging the arrears due to the army,” passed 
in the year one thousand seven hundred and 
eighty-three; and shall be for the use of two col- 
leges, one in east, and one in west Tennessee, to 
be established by the Legislature thereof; and one 
hundred thousand acres in one tract, within the 
limits last aforesaid, for the use of academies, one 
in each county in said State, to be established by 
the Legislature thereof; which said several tracts 
shall be located on lands to which the Indian title 
has been extinguished, and subject to the dispo- 
sition of the Legislature of the State, but shall 
not be granted or sold for less than two dollars 
per acre; and the proceeds of the sales of the 
lands aforesaid, shall be vested in funds for the 
respective uses aforesaid, forever. And the State 
of Tennessee shall, moreover, in.issuing grants 
and perfecting titles, locate six hundred and forty 
acres to every six miles square in the territory 
hereby ceded, where existing claims will allow 
the same, which shall be appropriated for the 
use of schools for the instruction of children, for- 
ever. Provided, That nothing contained in this 
act shall be construed to affect the Indian title, or 
to subject the United States to the expense of 
extinguishing the same. And provided also, That 
the lowest price of ail lands granted or sold within 
the ceded territory, shall be the same as shall be 
established by Congress for the lands of the Uni- 
ted States. And provided, nevertheless, That the 
people residing in said State, south of French, 
Broad, and Holston, and west of Big Pigeon riv- 
ers, provided for by the constitution of the State 
of Tennessee, shall be secured in their respective 
rights of occupancy and pre-emption, and shall 
receive titles for such quantities as they may re- 
spectively claim, including their improvements, 
not exceeding six hundred and forty acres each, 
nor exceeding the quantities they have heretofore 
claimed respectively, according to their conditional 
lines, where such have been established, at a price 
not less than one dollar per acre. And provided, 
further, That nothing herein contained shall be 
construed to enable any person or persons, until 
authorized by the Legislature of the State of Ten- 
nessee, to locate any warrants issued under the 
authority of the State of North Carolina, within 
the limits of the lands reserved to the Cherokee 
Indians by the fifth section of the act of said State, 
entitled “An act for opening the land office for the 
redemption of specie and other certificates, and 
discharging the arrears due to the army,” passed 
in the year one thousand seven hundred and 
eighty-three. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That if the 
territory hereinbefore ceded to the State of T'en- 
nessee, shall not contain a sufficient quantity of 
land fit for cultivation, according to the true in- 
tent and meaning of the original act of cession, 
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including the lands within the limits reserved by | 


the State of North Carolina to the Cherokee In- 
-dians, to perfect all existing legal claims charged 


thereon by the conditions contained in this act of. 


cession, Congress will, hereafter, provide by law 
for perfecting such as cannot be located in the 
territory aforesaid, out of the lands lying west-or 
south.of the before described line. 

Approved, April 18, 1806. 


An Act authorizing a detachment from the Militia of 
the United States. - i 

Be it enacted, §c., That the President of the 
United States be, and he is hereby authorized, at 
such time ashe shall deem necessary, to require 
of the Executives of the several States, to take 
effectual measures to organize, arm, and equip, 
according to law, and hold in readiness to march 
at a moment’s warning, their respective propor- 
tions-of one hundred thousand militia, officers in- 
cluded, to'be apportioned by the President of the 
United States, by the militia returns of the last 
year, in cases where such returns were made, and 
in cases where such returns were not made the 
last year, by such other data as he shall. judge 
equitable. : 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the 
President may, if he shall judge it expedient, au- 
thorize the Evecutives of the several States to 
accept, as part of the said detachment, any corps 


of. volunteers, who shall engage to continue ın | 


service six months after they arrive at the place 
of rendezvous. : 

Suc. 3. And be it further énacted, That the de- 
tachment of militia and volunteers aforesaid, 
shall be officered out of the present militia offi- 
_ cers, or others, at the option and -direction of the 

Constitutional authority in each State, respect- 
ively ; the President of the United States appor- 
tioning the general officers among the respective 
States as he may deem proper. 

Src. 4. And be it further enacted, That the 
said detachment shall. not be compelled to serve 
a longer time than six. months after they arrive 
at the place of rendezvous; and that, during the 
time.of their service, they shall be entitled to the 
same pay, rations, and allowance for clothing, 
that are -established by law, as the pay, rations, 


and allowance for clothing of the Army of the: 


United States. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the 
President of the United States be, and he is here- 
by, authorized to eall into actual service any 

art, or the whole of the said detachment, when 
i shall judge the exigencies.of the United States 
require it; if-a part of the said detachment only 
shall be called into actual service, they shall be 
taken from such part thereof as the President in 
his discretion shall deem most proper. 

Suc. 6. And be it further enacted, That two 
millions of dollars be, and are hereby appropria- 
ted;.out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, for the pay and subsistence of 
such‘part of the said detachment.as may be called 
into service. : 3 


Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That an act, 
entitled “An act directing a detachment from the 
militia of the United States, and for erecting cer- 
tain arsenals,” approved the third of March, one 
thousand eight hundred and three, be, and the 
same is hereby repealed. i i 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That this 
act shall continue, and be in force for the term of 
two years from the passing thereof, and no longer. 

Approved, April 18, 1806. 


el 


An Act making appropriations for the support. of 
Government for the year one thousand eight hun- 
dred arid six. — : 

Be it enacted, §c., That for the expenditure of 
the civil list, in the present year, including the 


contingent expenses of the several departments 


and officers; for the compensation of the several 
loan officers and their clerks, and for books and 
stationery for the same; for the payment of an- 
nuities and grants; for the support of the mint 
establishment; for the expenses of intercourse 
with foreign nations; for the support of light- 
houses, beacons, buoys, and public piers ; for the 
defraying the expenses of surveying the public 
lands in the Territories of Indiana and Missis- 
sippi; and for satisfying certain miscellaneous 
claims, the following sums be, and the same are 
hereby, respectively appropriated, that is to say > 

For compensations granted by law to the mem- 
bers of the Senate and House of Representatives, 
their officers and attendants, estimated fora session 
of four months and a half continuance, two hun- 
dred thousand five hundred and eighty-five dollars, 

For the expense of firewood, stationery, print- 
ing, and all other contingent expenses of the two 
Houses of Congress, thirty-two thousand dollars. 

For all contingent expenses of the library, and 
Librarian’s allowance for the year one thousand 
eight hundred and six, four hundred and fifty 
dollars. cael 

For compensation to the President and Vice Pre- 
sident of the United States, thirty thousand dollars, 

For compensation to the Secretary of State, 
clerks, and persons employed in that department, 
including the sum of twelve hundred dollars for 
compensation to his clerks, in addition to the sum 
allowed by the act of the second of March, one 
thousand seven hundred and ninety-nine, twelve 
thousand five hundred and sixty dollars. 

For the incidental and contingent expenses of 
the said department, four thousand two hundred 
dollars. , 

For printing and distributing copies of the 
laws of the first session of the ninth Congress, 
and printing the laws in pv tea eight thou- 
sand two hundred and fifty dollars. 

For special messengers charged with despatch- 
es, two thousand dollars. ; 

For compensation to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, clerks, and persons employed in his 
office, including those engaged on the business 
belonging to the late office of the Commissioner 
of the Revenue, twelve thousand three hundred 


dollars. 
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For the.expense of translating foreign langua- 
ges, allowance to the person employed in receiv- 
ing and transmitting passports and sea letters, sta- 
tionery and printing, one thousand dollars. 

For compensation to the Comptroller of the 
Treasury, clerks, and persons employed in his 
office, twelve thousand nine hundred and seventy- 
seven dollars and eight cents. 

For expenses of stationery, printing, and inci- 
dental and contingent expenses of the Comptrol- 
ler’s office, eight hundred dollars. 

For compensation to the Auditor of the Treas- 
ury, clerks, and persons employed in his office, 
twelve thousand two hundred and twenty dollars 
and ninety-three cents, 

For expense of stationery, printing, and inci- 
dental and contingent expenses in the office of 
fe Auditor of the Treasury, five hundred dol- 
ars. 

For compensation to the Treasurer, clerks and 
persons employed in his office, six thousand two 
hundred and twenty-seven dollars and forty-five 
cents. 

For expense of stationery, printing, and inci- 
dental and contingent expenses in the Treasur- 
er’s office, three hundred dollars. : ' 

For compensation to the Register of the Treas- 
ury, clerks, and persons employed in his office, 
sixteen thousand and fifty-two dollars. 

For expense of stationery and printing in the 
Register’s office, (including books for the public 
stock and for the arrangement of the marine pa- 
pers,) two thousand eight hundred dollars. 

For compensation to the Secretary of the Com- 
missioners of the Sinking Fund, two hundred 
and fifty dollars. 

For compensation to the clerks employed for 
the purpose of making draughts of the several 
surveys of land in the Territory of the United 
States Northwest of the river Ohio, and in keep- 
ing the books of the Treasury in relation to the 
sales of lands at the several land offices, three 
thousand four hundred dollars. 

For fuel and other contingent expenses of the 
Treasury Department, four dhousead dollars. 

For defraying the expenses incident to thesta- 
ting and printing the public accounts for the year 
one thousand eight hundred and six, one thou- 
sand two hundred dollars. 

For purchasing books, maps, and charts for the 
use of the Treasury Department, four hundred 
dollars. 

For compensation to a Superintendent em- 
ployed to secure the buildings and records of the 
‘Treasury, during the year one thousand eight 
hundred and six, including the expense of two 
watchmen, and for-the repair of two fire engines, 
buckets, lanterns, and other incidental expenses, 
one thousand five hundred dollars. 

For compensation. to the Secretary of War, 
clerks and persons employed in his office, eleven 
thousand two hundred and fifty dollars. 

For the. expense of fuel, stationery, printing, 
and other contingent expenses-of the office of 
the Secretary of War, one thousand dollars. 

For compensation to the Accountant of the 


War Department, clerks and persons employed 
in his office, ten thousand nine hundred and ten 
dollars. 

For contingent expenses in the office of the 
Accountant of the War Department, one thou- 
sand dollars. 

For compensation to clerks employed in the 
Paymaster’s office, one thousand eight hundred 
dollars. . 

For fuel in the said office, ninety dollars. 

For compensation to the Purveyor of Public 
Supplies, clerks, and persons employed in his 
office, including a sum of twelve hundred dollars 
for compensation to his clerks, in addition to the 
sum allowed by the act of the second day of 
March, one thousand seven hundred and ninety- 
nine, and for expense of stationery, store rent, 
and fuel for the said office, four thousand six hun- 
dred dollars. 

For expenses incidental to the removal of the 
Purveyor’s office to Germantown, during the 
prevalence of the yellow fever in Philadelphia, 
in the year one thousand eight hundred and five, 
one hundred dollars. 

For compensation to the Secretary of the Navy, 
clerks, and persons employed in his office, includ- 
ing the sum of seven hundred dollars, in addition 
to the sum of four thousand two hundred dollars, 
allowed by the act of the second of March, one 
thousand seven hundred and ninety-nine, nine 
thousand eight hundred and ten dollars. 

For expense of fuel, stationery, printing, and 
other contingent expenses in the office of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, two thousand dollars. 

For compensation to the Accountant of the 
Navy, clerks, and persons employed in his office, 
including the sum of one thousand one. hundred 
dollars for compensation to his clerks, in addition 
to the sum allowed. by the act of the second of 
March, one thousand seven hundred‘and. ninety- 
nine, ten thousand four hundred and ten dollars. 

For contingent expenses in the office of the 
Accountant of the Navy, seven hundred and fifty 
dollars. Ws dé 8 

For compensation to the Postmaster General, 
Assistant Postmaster General, clerks and. per- 
sons employed in the Postmaster General’s office, 
including a sum of four thousand five: hundred 
and ninety-five dollars, for compensation to his 
clerks, in addition to the sum allowed by the act 
of the second of March, one thousand seven hun- 
dred and ninety-nine, thirteen thousand nine hun- 
dred and fifty-five dollars. 
_ For expense of fuel, candles, house-rent for. the 
messenger, stationery, chests, &c., exclusive of ex- 
penses of prosecution, portmanteaus; mail locks, 
and other expenses incident to the department, 
these being paid for by the Postmaster General, 
out of the funds of the office, two thousand five 
hundred dollars, 
` For compensation’ to the several loan officers, 
thirteen thousand two hundred and. fifty. dollars.. 

. For expenses incurred by removal of the loan 
office from New York, during the -prevalence of 
the epidemic teverin the year one:thousand eight 
hundred and five, one hundred dollars. ~ ae 
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For expenses incurred by removal of the loan 
office from Philadelphia, during the prevalence of 
the epidemic fever, in the year one thousand eight 
hundred and five, one hundred dollars. 

For compensation to the clerks of the several 
Commissioners of Loans, and an allowance to cer- 
tain loan officers, in lieu of clerk hire, and to de- 
fray the authorized expenses of the several loan 
offices, thirteen thousand dollars. , 

For defraying the expenses of clerk-hire in the 
office of the Commissioner.of Loans of the State 
of Pennsylvania, in consequence of the removal 
of the officers of the Treasury Department, in 
the year one thousand eight hundred, to the per- 
meee seat of Government, two thousand dol- 

ars. 

For compensation to the Surveyor General, 

and the clerks employed by him, and for expense 
‘of stationery and other contingencies of the Sur- 
veyor General’s office, three thousand two hundred 
dollars. 
-` For compensation to the Surveyor of the lands 
south of the State of Tennessee, clerks employed 
in his office, stationery and other contingencies, 
three thousand two hundred dollars. 

For compensation to the officers of the Mint: 

The Director, two thousand dollars; _. 

i The Treasurer, one thousand two hundred dol- 
ars ; 
-. The Assayer, one thousand five hundred dol- 


ars ; 

The Chief Coiner, one thousand five hundred 
dollars ; 

. The Melter and Refiner, one thousand five hun- 
‘dred dollars ; 

i The Engraver, one thousand two hundred dol- 
ars; 

.One clerk, at seven hundred dollars; 

And two, at five hundred dollars each. 

-For.the wages of persons employed in the dif- 
ferent branches of melting, coining, carpenter’s, 
mill-wright’s, and smith’s work, including the sum 
of eight hundred dollars per annum, allowed to an 
assistant Coiner and die forger, who also oversees 
the execution of the iron work, six thousand two 
hundred dollars. T 
-For the repairs of farnaces, costs of rollers and 
serews, timber, bar-iron, lead, steel, potash, and 
for all other contingencies of the mint, four thou- 
sand. two hundred dollars. 

For compensation to the Governor, Judges, and 
Secretary of the Territory of Orleans, including 
the sum of two thousand seven hundred and fifty 
dollars, for the salaries from the first of October to 
the thirty-first of December, one thousand eight 
hundred and four, fifteen thousand seven hundred 
and fifty dollars. "i 

For incidental and contingent expenses of the 
executive officers of the said Territory, including 
the sum of eight hundred and fifty dollars, a defi- 
ciency in the appropriation of one thousand eight 
hundred and five, and for express hire, and com- 
pensation of an Indian interpreter, three thousand 
seven hundred dollars. 

For expense of stationery, office rent, and other 
contingent expenses in the said Territory, and to 


make good a deficiency in the appropriations for 
the years one thousand eight hundred and four, 
and one thousand eight hundred and five, five 
hundred and eighty-two dollars and fifty cents. 

For compensation to the Governor, Judges, and 
Secretary of the Mississippi Territory, five thou- 
sand nine hundred and fifty dollars. 

For compensation to the Governor: Judges, and 
Secretary of the Indiana Territory, five thousand 
one hundred and fifty dollars. 

For expenses of stationery, office rent; and other 
contingent expenses in the said Territory, three 
hundred and fifty dollars. i 

For compensation to the Governor, Judges, and 
Secretary of the Michigan Territory, including a 
deficiency of two thousand five hundred and sev- 
enty five dollars, in the appropriation for the year 
one thousand eight hundred and five, for the sup- 
port of the said Government, seven thousand seven 
hundred and twenty-five dollars. : i 

For expenses of stationery, office rent, and other 
contingent expenses in the said Territory, includ- 
ing the sum of six hundred and forty dollars, to 
defray similar expenses and others attending the 
organization of the Government in the year one 
thousand eight hundred and five, nine hundred 
and ninety dollars. 

For compensation to the Governor, Judges, and 
Secretary of the Louisiana Territory, including 
a deficiency of two thousand five hundred and 
seventy-five dollars in the appropriation for the 
year one thousand eight hundred and five, for the. 
support of the said Government, seven thousand 
seven hundred and twenty-five dollars. 

For expense of stationery, office rent, and other 
contingent expenses in the said Territory, for the 
years one thousand eight hundred and five, and 
one thousand eight hundred and six, five hundred 
and twenty-five dollars. 

For the discharge of such demands against the 
United States, on account of the civil department, 
not otherwise provided for, as shall have been 
admitted in a due course of settlement at the Trea- 
sury,and which are of a nature, according to the 
usage thereof, to require payment in specie, two 
thousand dollars. 

For additional compensation to the clerks of 
the several Departments of State, Treasury, War, 
and Navy, and of the General Post Office, not ex- 
ceeding, for each department, respectively, fifteen 
per centum, in addition to the sums allowed by 
the act, entitled “An act to regulate and fix the 
compensation of clerks,” eleven thousand eight 
hundred and eighty-five dollars, 

For compensation granted by law to the Chief 
Justice, Associate Judges, and District Judges of 
the United States, including the Chief Justice, 
and two Associate Judges of the District of Colum- 
bia; to the Attorney General, and to the Judge of 
the District of Orleans, including a deficiency in 
the appropriation for his compensation in the year 
one thousand eight hundred and four, fifty-six 
thousand four hundred dollars. 

For the like compensation granted to the sev- 
eral District Attorneys of the United. States, 
three thousand four hundred dollars. 
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: For compensation to the Marshals of the dis- 
tricts of Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Ken- 
tucky, Ohio, East and West Tennessee, and Or- 
leans, one thousand six hundred dollars. 

` For defraying the expenses of the Supreme, 
Circuit, and District Courts of the United States, 
including the District of Columbia, and of jurors 
and witnesses, in aid-of the funds arising from 
fines, forfeitures, and penalties, and likewise for 
defraying the expense of prosecution for offences 
against the United States, and for safekeeping of 
prisoners, forty thousand dollars. 

For the payment of sundry pensions granted 
by the late Government, nine hundred dollars. 

For the payment of an annuity granted to the 
children of the late Colonel John Harding, and 
Major Alexander Trueman, by an act of Congress, 
passed the fourteenth of May, one thousand eight 
hundred, six hundred dollars. 

For the payment of the annual allowance to the 
invalid pensioners of the United States, from the 
fifth of March, one thousand eight hundred and 
six, to the fourth of March, one thousand eight 
a and seven, ninety-eight thousand. dol- 
ars. i 3 

For the maintenance and support of light- 
houses, beacons, buoys, and public piers, and 
stakeage of channels, bars, and shoals, and certain 
contingent expenses, eighty-one thousand and 
elgaty cient dollars and two cents. 

. For the payment of a commission of two and 
a half per cent. to the commissioners who super- 
intended the erection of public piers in the river 
Delaware, four hundred and forty-eight dollars 
and seventy-one cents. 

For fixing. buoys in Long Island Sound, in ad- 
dition to the sums heretofore appropriated for 
that object, one thousand three hundred and forty- 
two dollars and thirty-four cents. 

For expenses of intercourse with foreign na- 
tions, thirty-nine thousand and fifty dollars. 

For the expenses of the intercourse between 
the United States and the Barbary Powers, in- 
cluding the compensation of the Consuls at the 
several Barbary Powers, forty-nine thousand five 
hundred dollars. 

For the contingent expenses of the intercourse 
with foreign nations, twenty-six thousand nine 
hundred and fifty dollars. 

For the contingent expenses of. intercourse 
with the Barbary Powers, fifty thousand dollars. 

For defraying the expense of carrying into 
effect the sixth article of the British Treaty, in 
addition to the sums heretofore appropriated for 
that purpose, seven thousand seven hundred and 
fifty dollars, 

Towards completing the surveys of public 
lands in the State of Ohio, and in the Indiana and 
Mississippi Territories, one hundred and twenty 
thousand dollars. : 

For the discharge of such miscellaneous claims 
against the United States, not otherwise provided 
for, as shall have been admitted in due course of 
settlement at. the Treasury, and which are of a 
nature, according to the usage thereof, to require 
payment in specie, four thousand dollars. 


For defraying the expenses incident to the in- 
vestigation of claims under the French Conven- 
tion of the thirtieth of April, one thousand eight 
hundred and three, in addition to the sums here- 
tofore appropriated to that purpose, six thousand 
dollars. ; 

For the relief and. protection of distressed 
American seamen, seven thousand five hundred 
dollars. , : 

For the salaries of the agents at London, Paris, 
and Madrid, for prosecuting claims in relation to 
captures, six thousand dollars, 

For the amount admitted at the Treasury as 
due, on the first of January, one thousand seven 
hundred and uinety-one, to the legal representa- 
tives of the late Baron de Beaumarchais, for mili- 
tary stores furnished the United States during 
the late war, including interest on the same, a 


sum not exceeding seventy-nine thousand dollars. ' 


For exploring the waters of the country ceded 
by the convention of the thirtieth of April, one 
thousand eight hundred and three, and establish- 
ing commerce with the Indian tribes inhabiting 
the same, five thousand dollars. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the 
several appropriations hereinbefore made, shall be 
paid and discharged out of the fund of -six hun- 
dred thousand dollars, reserved by an act making 
provision for the debt of the United States, and 
out of moneys in the Treasury, not otherwise ap- 
propriated. 

Approved, April 18, 1806. 


An Act making provision for the compensation of wit- 
nesses who attended the trial of the impeachment of 
Samuel Chase. — 

Be it enacted, §c.. That, to every witness sum- 
moned to attend the trial of the impeachment of 
Samuel Chase, there shall be allowed and paid 
for every day’s attendance upon the said trial the 
sum of three dollars ; and, also, for mileage at the 
tate of twelve and an half cents for every mile 
distance coming to the City of Washington, and 
returning to the usual place of residence of the 
witnesses, respectively. Pus Gea 

Sec: 2. And be it further enacted, That it shall 
be the duty of the Secretary of the Senate to as- 
certain and certify the amount due to each wit- 
ness for attendance and mileage; which certifi- 
cate shall be a sufficient voucher to entitle the 
witness to receive from the Treasury of the 
United States the amount certified to be due, un- 
less otherwise ordered by the Senate. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the 
sum of six thousand dollars be appropriated to de- 
fray the expenses to be incurred under the pro- 
visions of this act, to be paid out of any money in 
the Treasury, not otherwise appropriated. `` 

Approved, April 21, 1806. 


An Act in addition to an act, entitled “An act supple- 
mentary to the act providing for a Naval Peace Es- 
tablishment, and for other purposes.” — 

Be it enacted, &c., That the second and fourth 
sections of “ An act providing for. a Naval Peace 
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Establishment, and for other purposes,” be, and 
the same are hereby repealed. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the 
President of the United States be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to keep in actual service, in 
time of peace, so many of the frigates and other 
yublic armed vessels of the United States, as in 

is judgment the nature of the service may re- 
quire, and to cause the residue thereof to be laid 
up in ordinary in convenient ports. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the 
public armed vessels of the United States, in ac- 
tual sétvice, in time of peace, shall be officered 
and manned, as the President of the United 
States shall direct: Provided, That the officers 
shall not exceed the following numbers and 
grades; that is to say, thirteen captains, nine mas- 
ters commandant, seventy-two lieutenants, and 
one hundred and fifty midshipmen ; but the said 
officers shall receive no more than half their 
monthly pay, during the time when they shall 
not be under orders for actual service: And pro- 
vided further, That the whole number of able 
seamen, ordinary seamen, and boys, shall not ex- 
Geed nine hundred and twenty-five ; but the Presi- 
dent may appoint, for the vessels in actual ser- 
vice, so many surgeons, surgeons’ mates, sail- 
jngmasters, chaplains, pursers, boatswains, gun- 
‘ners, sailmakers, and carpenters, as may In his 
opinion be necessary and proper. 

` Approved, April 21, 1806. 


An Act for the regulation of the times of holding the 
courts of the District of Columbia, and: for other 
purposes. 

Be it enacted, §c., That the circuit court for 
Washington county, in the District of Columbia, 
shall hereafter commence and be held on the first 
Monday in June in each year, instead of the 
fourth Monday in. July, as now fixed by law; and 
‘the circuit court for Alexandria county, in said 
district, on the first Monday in July, instead of 
the. fourth: Monday in June, as now established ; 
‘and that the cireuit court for Washington county, 
which now stands adjourned: to the fourth Mon- 
day ‘in July next, shall be, and is hereby ad- 
journed to the first Monday in June next; and 
the circuit court for Alexandria county shall be 
adjourned to, and held on the first Monday in 
July next; and that all process whatsoever, now 
issued, or that may be issued in the respective 
counties of Washington and Alexandria, in said 
district, returnable to the fourth Mondays in June 
and July next, respectively, or to any particular 
day in the first, second, or other succeeding weeks 
duting the said terms, as heretofore established, 
‘shall be returnable, and returned to the first Mon- 
days in June and July next, or to corresponding 
days in the first, second, or other succeeding 
weeks during the said terms, respectively, as now 
by: this: law established; and all causes, recog- 
‘nizances, pleas, and proceedings, civil and crimi- 
nal, returnable to, and depending before the said 
eourts, at the respective times of holding thé 
same as heretofore established, shall be returned: 


and continued to the said first Monday in June 
and July next, in the same counties, respectively, 
in the same manner, as if the said causes, recog- 
nizances, pleas and proceedings, had been regu- 
larly returned or continued to the said respective 
times appointed by this act, for holding the said 
courts, 

Sec. 2. And be.it further enacted, That the 
provisions of the act, entitled “An act for the re- 
lief of insolvent debtors within the District of Co- 
lumbia,” shall extend to any debtor who may have 
been, or hereafter shall be, arrested and holden to 
bail in the said district, and who, at the time of his 
arrest, shall have been a resident in the said district 
one year next preceding his arrest. 

Approved, April 21, 1806. 


An Act continuing in force for a further time, the first 
section of the act, entitled “An act further to pro- 
tect the commerce and seamen of the United States 
against the Barbary Powers. 


Be it enacted, &c., That so much of the act ` 
passed on the twenty-fifth day of March, one thou- 
sand eight hundred and four, entitled “An act fur- 
ther to protect the commerce and seamen of the 
United States against the Barbary Powers,” as is 
contained in the first section of the said act, be, and 
the same hereby is, continued in force until the end 
of the next session of Congress, and no longer. 

Approved, April 21, 1806. 


An Act supplementary to an act, entitled “An act for 
ascertaining and adjusting. the titles and claims to 
land, within the Territory of Orleans, and the dis- 
trict of Louisiana.” 

Be it enacted, §c., That every person or persons 
claiming a tract of land, by virtue of the second 
section of the act, to which this act is a supple- 
ment, and who had commenced an actual settle- 
ment on such tract, prior to the first day of Octo- 
ber, one thousand eight hundred, and had continu- 
ed actually to inhabit and cultivate the same, dur- 
ing the term of three years from the time when 
such actual settlement had commenced, and prior 
to the twentieth day of December, eighteen brit 
dred and three, shall be considered as having made 
such settlement with the permission of the proper 
Spanish officer, although it may not be in the 
power of such person or persons to produce suffi- 
cient evidence of such permission. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That every 
erson or persons rightfully: claiming a tract of 
and, not exceeding six hundred and forty acres, 

by virtue of the act to which this act is a supple- 

ment, shall be confirmed in his or their claims, if 
otherwise embraced by the provisions of the said 
act, although the person or persons, under whom 


the claim or claims originated, were not at the 


time when the same originated, above the age of 
twenty-one years: Provided, That the tract of 
land thus claimed, had been for the space. of ten 
consecutive years, prior to the twentieth day of 
December, eighteen hundred and three, in the quiet 
possession of, and actually inhabited and cultivat- 
ed by such person or persons, or for his or their use. 


« 


1275 


APPENDIX. 


1276 


Public Acts 


of Congress. 


ns 


Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the 
time fixed by the act.to which this act is a supple- 
ment, for delivering to the register of the proper 
land office, notices in writing, and the written evi- 
dences of claims to the land in the Territory of 
Orleans, be, and the same is hereby extended, till 
the first day of January next; and persons deliver- 
ing such notices and evidences, shall be entitled to 
the same benefits as if the same had been delivered 
prior to the first day of March last; but the rights 
of such persons, as shall neglect so doing, within 
the time limited by this act, shall be barred, and 
the evidences of theirclaims never after admitted 
as evidence, in the same manner as had been pro- 
vided by the fourth section of the act, to which this 
act isa supplement, in relation to claims, notices, 
and written evidences of which, should not be 
delivered, prior to the said first day of March last. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the 
registers of the land offices in the Territory of Or- 
leans, respectively, be,and theyare hereby, author- 
ized to appoint so many deputies, not exceeding 
one for each county, in their respective districts 
as they may think necessary ; whose duty it shall 
be to receive, enter, and file notices, and to receive 
and record written evidences of claims to lands 
lying in the county, or counties, to them respect- 
ively assigned, in the same manner as the register 
might do; and, also, to transmit to the register the 


said notices and evidences, or such transcripts of 


abstracts of the same, as the said register, or the 
commissioners, may direct; and generally to do 
and perform all such acts, in relation to such 
claims, as the said register may direct. Persons 
having claims to land may deliver the notices and 
evidences of the same, at their option, either to 
the register of the proper land office, or to his dep- 
uty, for the county in which such land lies; and 
each of the said deputies shall be entitled to receive 
the recording fees, allowed to the register, by the 
act to which this act is a supplement, and in addi- 
tion thereto, (or a compensation of five hundred 


dollars in full for all his services,) at the rate of 


one dollar for every claim filed with him, to be 

aid out of the moneys appropriated for carrying 
Into effect the act to which this act is a supple- 
ment. 

Suc. 5, And be it further enacted, That the 
commissioners, appointed for the purpose of as- 
certaining the rights of persons claiming lands in 
the Territory of Orleans, shall, in their respective 
districts, have the same powers, and perform the 
same duties, in relation to the claims thus filed be- 
fore the first day of January next, as if notice of 
the same had been given 
March last, and as was provided by the act to 
which this act is a supplement, in relation to the 
claims therein described, Transcripts of the de- 
cisions of the said commissioners, and reports of 
the claims filed in confotmity with the provisions 
of this act, shall be made and transmitted, as was 
provided by the act to which this act is a supple- 
ment, in relation to the claims therein described. 
Ir shall likewise be the duty of the said commis 
sloners, to inquire into the nature and extent of 


the claims which may arise from a right, or sup- 


before the first day of 


posed right, to a double or additional concession 
on the back of grants or concessions heretofore 
made, or from grants or concessions heretofore 
made to minors, and not embraced by the provis- 
ions of this act, or from grants or concessions 
made by the Spanish Government, subsequent to 
the first day of April, one thousand eight hun- 
dred, for lands which were actually settled and 
inhabited on the twentieth day of December, one 
thousand eight hundred and three; and to makea 
special report thereon to the Secretary of the 
Treasury; which report shall be, by him, laid be- 
fore Congress at their next ensuing session. And 
the lands which may be embraced by such report, 
shall not be otherwise disposed of, until a de- 
cision of Congress shall have been had there- 
upon. 

ESE. 6. And be it further enacted, That each of 
the registers aforesaid, shall, in addition to his 
other emoluments, receive a compensation of five 
hundred dollars for the services to be performed 
under this act prior to the first day of January 
next; and each ofthe commissioners aforesaid, 
shall receive at the rate of six dollars a day, for 
every day’s actual attendance on the duties of his 
office, subsequent to the first day of January next; 
Provided, That the whole amount of compensa- 
tion thus allowed, shall not, for any commissioner, 
exceed two thousand dollars: And provided, also, 
That the President of the United States may, if 
he shall think proper, reduce, after the first day of 
January next, the number of commissioners on 
either or both boards, to one or two persons, and 
in case of such reduction the commissioner or 
commissioners constituting the board, shall have 
the same powers which are vested by this act, or 
by the act to which this act is a supplement, in 
the board established by the act, to-which this 
act is a supplement. The clerk of each of the 
boards shall be entitled to receive at the rate of 
fifteen hundred dollars a year; the translators at 
the rate of six hundred dollars a year, and the 
agents employed by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury at the rate of fifteen hundred dollars a year, 
from the first day of January next, to the time 
when each board shall respectively be dissolved. 
Provided, That no more than one year’s compen- 
sation be thus allowed to each of the said clerks, 
translators, and agents: And provided, also, That 
the Secretary of the Treasury may discontinue 
either one or both of said agents, whenever he 
shall think it proper. 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That the 
commissioners appointed for the purpose of ascer- 
taining the rights of persons, claiming lands in 
the Territories of Orleans and. Louisiana, be, and 
they are hereby authorized, if they shall think it 
necessary, for the purpose of obtaining oral evi- 
dence, either in support of, or in opposition to 
claims, which evidence could not be given at the 
usual place of their sittings, without oppression 
to the parties or witnesses, to remove their sittings, 
or to send for that purpose, one or more members 
of the board, to such other place or places, within 
their respective districts, as they may thin ; neces- 
sary: And each of the commissioners going for 
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that purpose to such other place or places, shall, 
in addition to his compensation, receive at the 
rate of six dollars for every twenty miles, going 
to and returning from such place or places: Pro- 
vided, That no commissioner shall receive in the 
whole, on that account, more than for the dis- 
tance, from the usual place of the sittings of the 
board to the extreme settlements within his re- 
spective district.. 


Sze. 8. And be it further enacted, That each 
of the boards aforesaid shall prepare, and cause to 
be prepared, the reports and transcripts, Which by 
law they are directed to make to the Secretary of 
the Treasury, in conformity with such forms as 
he may prescribe; and they shall also, in their 
several proceedings and decisions, conform to such 
instructions as the said Secretary may, with the 
approbation of the President of the United States, 
transmit to them in relation thereto. : 


Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That the 
surveyor of the public lands south of Tennessee 
be, and heis hereby directed to appoint a princi- 
pal deputy for each of the two land districts of 
the Territory of Orleans, whose duty it shall be 
to reside and keep an office in the said districts 
respectively, to execute, or cause to be executed 
by the other deputies, such surveys as have been 
or may be authorized by law, or as the commis- 
sioners aforesaid may direct; to file and record all 
such surveys, to form, as far as practicable, con- 
nected drafts of the lands granted in the district, 
so as to exhibit the lands remaining vacant, and 

enerally to perform in such districts respectively, 
in conformity with the regulations and instruc- 
tions of the said surveyor of the public lands 
south of the State of Tennessee, the duties im- 
posed by law on said surveyor. And each of the 
said principal deputies shall receive an annual 
compensation of five hundred dollars, and in ad- 
dition thereto, the following fees, that is to say: 
for examining and recording the surveys executed 
by any of the deputies, at the rate of twenty-five 
cents for evéry mile.of the boundary line of such 
survey; and fora certified copy of any plot of a 
survey in the office, twenty-five cents. 


Sxc.10. And be it further enacted, That the 
President of the United States be, and he hereby 
is, authorized, whenever he shall think it proper, 
to appoint a receiver of public moneys for the 
western district of the Territory of Orleans, who 
shall receive the same annual compensation, give 
security in the same manner and in the same 
sums, and whose duties and authorities shall, in 
every respect, be the same in relation to the lands 
which shall hereafter be disposed of at their offices, 
as are by law provided with respect to the re- 
ceivers of public moneys, in the several offices 
established for the disposal of the lands of the 
United States north of the river Ohio, and above 
the mouth of Kentucky river.. And the said re- 
_ceiver, and the register of the land office, for the 
same district, shail, whenever the public lands 
within the same shall be offered. for sale, be enti- 
tled to the same commissions and fees, which are 
„by law respectively allowed to the same officers, 


north of the river Ohio, and above the mouth of 
Kentucky river. 

Sec. 11. And be it further enacted, That the 
President of the United States be, and he is here- 
by authorized, whenever he shall think it proper, 
to direct so much of the publie lands lying in the 
western district of the Territory of Orleans as 
shall have been surveyed in conformity with the 
provisions of the act to which this act isa sup- 
plement, to be offered for sale. All such land 
shall, with the exception of the section “number 
sixteen,” which shall be reserved in each town- 
ship for the support of schools within the same ; 
with the exception, also, of an entire township, 
to be located by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
for the use of a seminary of learning, and wit 
the exception, also, of the salt springs, and land 
contiguous thereto, which, by direction of the 
President of the United States, may be reserved 
for the future disposal of the said States, shall 
be offered for sale to the highest bidder, under the 
direction of the register of the land office, of the 
receiver of public moneys, and of the principal 
deputy surveyor; and on such day or days, as 
shall, by a public proclamation of the President 
of the United States, be designated for that pur- 
pose. The sales shall remain open for three weeks, 
and no longer; the land shall be sold for a price 
not less than that which has been, or may be fixed 
by law, for the pubs lands in the Mississippi Ter- 
ritory, and shall, in every other respect, be sold in 
tracts of the same size, on the same terms and 
conditions as have been, or may be, by law pro- 
vided for the lands sold in the Mississippi Terri- 
tory. The superintendents of the said public 
sales shall receive six dollars each, for each day’s 
attendance on the said sales. All lands, other 
than the reserved sections, and those excepted as 
above mentioned, remaining unsold at the closing 
of the public sales, may be disposed of at private 
sale by the register of the land office, in the same 
manner, under the same regulations, for the same 
price, and on the same terms and conditions, as 
are, or may be provided by law for the sale of the 
lands of the United States in the Mississippi Ter- 
ritory ; and patents shall be obtained for all lands 
granted or sold in the Territory of Orleans, in the 
same manner,and on the same terms as are, or 
may be, provided by law for lands sold in the 
Mississippi Territory. 
© Sec. 12. And bert further enacted, That the 
location, or locations of land, which may be made 
in the Territory of Orleans, by Major General La- 
fayette, by virtue of the act to which this act is 
a supplement, shall and may be received, though 


‘containing less than one thousand acres. Pro- 


vided, That no such location or survey shall con- 
tain less than five hundred acres. 

Sec. 13. And be it further enacted, That the 
Secretary of the Treasury be authorized to cause 
a survey to be made of the seacoast of the Ter- 
ritory of Orleans, from the mouth of the Missis- 
sippi to Vermillion bay, inclusively, and as much 


‘farther westwardly as the President of the Uni- 


ted States shall direct, and also of the hays, in- 
lets, and navigable waters connected therewith. 
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Provided, That the expense of such survey shall 
not exceed five thousand dollars. 

Sec. 14. And be it further enacted, That asum 
not exceeding twenty thousand dollars, in addi- 
‘tion to the sum appropriated by the act to which 
this act is a supplement, and to be paid out of 
any unappropriated moneys in the Treasury, be, 
and the same is hereby, appropriated for the pur- 
pose of carrying this act into effect. 

Approved, April 21, 1806. 


An Act respecting the claims to land in the Indiana 
Territory, and State of Ohio. 

Be it enacted, §c., That the registers and re- 

ceivers of public moneys, of the districts of Vin- 

cennes and Kaskaskias, respectively, be, and they 


are hereby, authorized and empowered, under the | 


direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, to lay 
out one or more tracts of land in their respective 
districts, for the purpose of locating therein tracts 
of land granted by virtue of any legal French or 


British grants, or of any resolution or act of Con- |. 


gress. Provided, That the tracts thus laid out 
shall be, whenever practicable, adjoining the 
tracts, which, in conformity with former laws, 
had been laid out for similar purposes by the 
Governors of the Northwest or Indiana Territo- 
ries; and the tracts thus laid out shall not be 
otherwise disposed of, unless by order of Congress. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That any 


person or persons entitled to grants of land by- 


virtue of any former resolution or act of Con- 
gress, which are not specifically designated in the 
patents issued by the Governors aforesaid, or 
which have not yet been located, shall have a 
right to locate the same in the tract or tracts, to 
be laid out ineach district, respectively by virtue 
of the preceding section; the priority of such 
locations shal! he determined by lot, in the pres- 
ence of the register of the land office, with whom 
the location shall be entered; and the Surveyor 
General shall cause the same to be surveyed at 
the expense of the parties. Provided, That all 
the lands thus located, shall, in each tract laid out 
for that purpose, be laid out in a body, without 
leaving any intervals of vacant land, and shall 
each be surveyed in the form of a square or of a 
parallelogram, the length of which shall not ex- 
ceed three times its breadth. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the 
registers and receivers aforesaid, shall complete 
and transmit their reports to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, before the first day of December next. 
Each of the officers shall be allowed an additional 


compensation of five hundred dollars, and each of 


the clerks of the respective boards shall be allow 
ed an additional compensation of two hundred 
and fifty dollars, for his services as such, in rela- 
tion to such claims. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the 
register and receiver of public moneys in the 
district of Cincinnati be, and they are hereb san- 
thorized to grant certificates of a right of pre- 
emption to any person residing on any reserved 
section, other than section “number sixteen,” for 
the tract.on which he resides, on the applicant’s 


producing satisfactory evidence that his claim 
was within the provisions of the seventh section 
of an act, entitled “An act making provision for 
the disposal of the public lands in the Indiana 
Territory, and for other purposes.” Provided, 
That the person shall exhibit the evidence of his 
claim, and shall have paid at least one twentieth 
part of the purchase money on or before the first 
day of August next. And provided, also, That 
such certificates shall not be granted for any lands 
previously granted or sold, or fora larger tract 
than a quarter of a section, nor for any other tract 
than that on which he resides, and such lands 


shall be granted at thesame price, and on the p 


aye 
ments being made, as for other public lands kold 


at private sale. 
Approved, April 21, 1806. 


An Act to regulate and fix the compensation of clerks, 
and to. authorize the laying out of certain public 
roads, ànd for other purposes. 

Be it enacted, §c., That the Secretaries of State, 
Treasury, War, and Navy Departments shall be, 
and they are hereby, authorized to apportion the 
compensations for clerks in their respective de- 
partments in such manner as the services to be 
performed shall, in their judgment, require: Pro- 
vided, That the whole amount of ordinary com- 
pensations for clerks in the said deparenea Te- 
spectively, shall not exceed the following sums 
annually, that is to say ; ` 

For the Department of State, seven thousand 
one hundred and fifty dollars. 

For the Treasury Department, forty-four thou- 
sand two hundred and twenty-seven dollars and 
twenty-eight cents, that is. to say: in the office of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, ten thousand two 
hundred and eighty-nine dollars and eighty-one 
cents; in the office of the Comptroller of: the 


| Treasury, nine thousand and sixty seven dollars; 


in the office of the Auditor, eight thousand eight 
hundred and eleven dollars; in the office of the 
Treasurer of the United States, two thousand 
eight hundred and seventeen dollars and forty-five 
cents; and in the office of the Register of the 
Treasury, thirteen thousand two hundred and for- 
ty-two dollars and two cents. 

For the Department of War, sixteen thousand 
five hundred and forty dollars, that is to say: in 
the office of the Secretary, six thousand ‘three 
hundred and forty dollars; in the office of the 
Accountant of the War Department, eight thou- 
sand five hundred dollars; and in the office of the 
Purveyor of Public Supplies, one thousand seven 
hundred dollars. l 

For the Department of the Navy, twelve thou- 
sand nine hundred dollars, that is to say : in the 
office of the Secretary, four thousand nine hun- 
dred dollars; and in the office of the Accountant 
of the Navy Department, eight thousand dollars. 

` SEC. 2. And be it further enacted, That the 
Postmaster General of the United States shall be, 
and hereby is, authorized to appoint such number 
of clerks in his office as heshal! judge proper, and 
to apportion their. compensations-in such manner 


as the services to be rendered by“each shalt in his | — 
y ai 


id 
è- 
Hy 
: 
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judgment, require: Provided, That the whole 
amount of ordinary compensations for clerks in 
the said office shall not exceed the sum of nine 
thousand three hundred and forty-five dollars an- 
nually. 

Sec. 3, And beit further enacted, That the Di- 
rector of the Mint be, and he is hereby, authorized 
to allow to one of the clerks employed in his of- 
fice seven hundred dollars per annum; and the 
said Director is hereby authorized to expend the 
further sum of one thousand dollars, annually, in 
clerk hire, in such manner as his discretion shall 
dictate. And the Surveyor General is hereby 
allowed to expend twelve hundred dollars, annu- 

wally, for clerk hire. 


Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That there 
shall be allowed to the Commissioners of Loans 
in the States of Massachusetts and New York, 
respectively, not exceeding five clerks, at the rate 
of five hundred dollars each, per annum; to the 
Commissioner of Loans in Connecticut, not ex- 
ceeding two clerks, at the rate of four hundred 
dollars each, per annum; to the Commissioner of 
Loans in Pennsylvania, not exceeding six clerks, 
at.the rate of five hundred dollars eae annually; 
to the Commissioners of Loans in Virginia and 
South Carolina, respectively, not exceeding two 
clerks, at the rate of five hundred dollars each, 
annually; the aggregate of compensations for 
clerks employed by either of said Commissioners 
to be apportioned among them at his discretion. 
And there shall be annually allowed, in lieu of 
clerk hire, to the Commissioner of Loans in the 
State of New Hampshire, three hundred and fifty 
dollars; to the Commissioner of Loans for the 
State of Rhode Island, four hundred dollars; to 
the Commissioner of Loans in the State of New 
Jersey, three hundred dollars; and to the Com- 
missioner of Loans in the State of Maryland two 
hundred and fifty dollars. 

Sec. 5, And be it further enacted, That the 
compensations allowed by this act to clerks shall 
commence with the year one thousand eight hun- 
dred and seven; and it shall be the duty of the 
Secretaries for the Departments of State, Trea- 
sury, War, and Navy, and of the Postmaster 
General and Surveyor General, and of the Com- 
missioners of Loans in the several States, to re- 
port to Congress, at the beginning of each year, 
the names of the clerks they have employed, re- 
spectively, in the preceding year, and the sum 
given to each; and whether the business for 
clerks increases or diminishes in their respective 
departments, that Congress may be enabled to 
make further arrangements by law respecting 
clerk hire. And it shall be the duty of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury particularly to report whe- 
ther the business in the loan office of Pennsylva- 
nia shall, from year to year, continue to requife 
the additional sum of two thousand dollars allow- 
ed by this act for clerk hire, in consequence of. 
the removal of the Treasury. Office from Phila- 
delphia, in eighteen hundred, to the permanent 
seat of Government ;.and likewise he shall report 
the necessity, if such shall continue, of employing 
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clerks on the business belonging to the office of 
the late Commissioner of the Revenue. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That here- 
after, in case of the removal of any public office, 
by reason of sickness which may prevail in the 
town or city where such office is located, a par- 
ticular account of the cost of such removal shall 
be laid before Congress that they may be enabled 
to judge of the proper sum to be allowed for the 
same. 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That the 
President of the United States be, and he hereby 
is, authorized to cause to be opened a road from 
the frontier of Georgia on the route from Athens 
to New Orleans, till the same intersects the thirty- 
first degree of north latitude: Provided, he shall 
not expend more than six thousand four hundred 
dollars in opening the same. And to cause to be 
opened a road or roads through the territory late- 
ly ceded. by the Indians to the United States, from 
the river Mississippi to the Ohio, and to the for- 
mer Indian boundary line which was established 
by the treaty of Greenville: Provided, he shall 
not expend in opening the same more than six 
thousand dollars. And to cause to be opened a 
road from Nashville, in the State of Tennessee, 
to Natchez, in the Mississippi Territory: Provi- 
ded, he shall not expend more than six thousand 
dollars in opening the same. ` 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That to de- 
fray the expense authorized by this act beyond 
the appropriation for the support of Government. 
for the year one thousand eight hundred and six, 
there is hereby appropriated a sum not exceeding 
twenty-eight thousand dollars, payable out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropria- 
ted. And that the act entitled “An act to regu- 
late and fix the compensation of clerks,” which 
passed on the second day of March, one thousand 
seven hundred and ninety-nine, shall, from and 
after the first day of January next be, and the 
same is, hereby repealed. 

Approved, April 21, 1806. 


An Act making appropriations for the support of the 
Navy of the United States, during the year one 
thousand eight hundred and six. 


Be it enacted, §c., That, for defraying the ex- 
penses of the Navy of the United States during 
the year one thousand eight hundred and six, the 
following sums be, and the same are, hereby re- 
spectively appropriated, that is to say: 

For pay and subsistence of the officers, and 
pay of the seamen, two hundred and ninety-one 
thousand one hundred and nineteen dollars. 

For provisions, one hundred and fifty seven 
thousand two hundred and fifty-four dollars and 


‘thirty-four cents. 


For medicine, instruments, and hospital stores, 


‘seven thousand five hundred dollars. 


For repairs of vessels, store rent, pay of armor- 
ers, freight, and other contingent expenses, four 
hundred and eleven thousand nine hundred and 
fifty dollars. 

For pay and subsistence of the marine corps 


APPENDIX. 


1284 


1283 


including provisions for those on shore, and forage 
for the staff, sixty-six thousand and twenty-eight 
dollars and ten cents. 

For clothing for the same, fourteen thousand 
three hundred and sixty dollars. 

For military stores for the same, one thousand 
one hundred and thirty-five dollars, 

For medicine, medical services, hospital stores, 
and all other expenses on account of the sick be- 
longing to the marine corps, one thousand one 
hundred and fifty dollars. i 

For quartermaster’s and barrackmaster’s stores, 
officers’ travelling expenses, armoret’s and car- 
penter’s bills, fuel, premium for enlisting, musical 
instruments, bounty to music, and other contin- 
gent expenses, eight thousand one. hundred and 
forty-five dollars. 

For the expense of navy yards, docks, and other 
improvements, the pay of superintendents, store- 
keepers, clerks, and laborers, sixty thousand dol- 
lars. 

For ordnance, fifty thousand dollars. š 

For completing the marine barracks at the city 
of Washington, three thousand five hundred dol- 
lars. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the 
several sums herein specifically appropriated shall 
be paid out of any moneys in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated. 

Approved, April 21, 1806. 


An Act to provide for the adjustment of titles of land 
in the town of Detroit and Territory of Michigan, 
and for other purposes. 

Be it enacted, §c., That the Governor and the 
Judges of the Territory of Michigan shall be, 
and they, or any three of them, are hereby au- 
thorized to lay out a town, including the whole of 
the old town of Detroit, and ten thousand acres 
adjacent, excepting such parts as the President of 
the United States shall direct to be reserved for 
the use of the military department, and shall 
hear, examine, and finally adjust all claims to lots 
therein, and give deeds for the same. And to 
every person, or the Jegal representative or repre- 
sentatives of every person, who, not owing or 
professing allegiance to any foreign Power, and 
being above the age of seventeen years, did, on 
the eleventh day of June, one thousand eight 
hundred and five, when the old town of Detroit 
was burnt, own or inhabit a house in the same, 
there shall be granted by the Governor and the 
Judges aforesaid, or any three of them, and where 
they shall judge most proper, a lot not exceeding 
the quantity of five thousand square feet. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the 
land remaining of the said ten thousand acres, 
after satisfying claims provided for by the prece- 
ding section, shall be disposed of by the Gover- 
nor and Judges aforesaid, at their discretion to 
the best advantage, who are hereby authorized to 
make deeds to purchasers thereof; and the pro- 
ceeds of the land so disposed of shall be applied 
by the Governor and Judges aforesaid. towards 
building a court house and jail in the tcwn of 


An Act making a further appropriation towards com- 
pleting the south wing of the Capitol, at the city of 
‘Washington. 

Be it enacted, §c., That a sum not exceeding 
forty thousand dollars shall be, and the same is, 
hereby appropriated, to be applied under the di- 
rection of the President of the United States, to- 
wards completing the south wing of the Capitol, 
at the city of Washington, which said sum shall 
be paid out of any money in the Treasury not, 
otherwise appropriated. 

Approved, April 21, 1806. 


An Act to amend, in the cases therein mentioned, the 
“Act to regulate the collection of duties on imports 
and tonnage.” 

Be it enacted, &c., That so much of the “Act 
to regulate the collection of duties on imports and 
tonnage” as requires the collector for the district 
of Great Egg Harbor, in the State of New Jer- 
sey, to reside at Somers’ Point, be, and the same 
hereby is, repealed; and the said collector shall 
reside at such place, within said district, as may 
be directed by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Suc. 2. And be it further enacted, That the 
town or landing place of Darien, on the Alata- 
maha river, in the State of Georgia, shall be a 
port of delivery, to be annexed to the district of 
Brunswick, and shall be subject to the same regu- 
lations and restrictions as other ports of deliver 
in the United States; and a surveyor shall be ap- 
pointed to reside at the said port of delivery, who 
shall be entitled to receive one hundred dollars 
annual salary, together with the other emolu- 
ments of office, as fixed by existing laws. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That Ocra- 
cocke inlet, in North Carolina, together with 
Shell Castle and Beacon islands, and all the 
shores, islands, shoals, bays, and waters within 
two miles of the shores of said inlet, on each side 
thereof, shall be a district, to be called the district 
of Ocracocke; the President of the United States 
shall be authorized to designate such place in the 
said district as he shall think proper to be the 
port of entry; and a collector for said district 
shall be appointed to reside at such port of entry, 
who, in addition to his other emoluments, shall 
be entitled to receive the salary now allowed to 
the surveyor of Beacon island, and no other; and 
shall also perform the duties heretofore enjoined 
by law on the said surveyor; but no duties shall 
be paid, or secured to be paid, in the said district 
of Ocracocke, on any. articles intended for any 
other port connected with the waters of the said 
inlet of Ocracocke, such only excepted as may 
be cast away within the said district. The office 
of surveyor of Beacon island shall be henceforth 
abolished, and the masters or commanders of ev- 
ery ship or vessel.coming in at Ocracocke inlet, 
and intending to unlade her cargo,-or any part 
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thereof, at any port, other than the district of 
‘Ocracocke, connected with the waters of the said 
inlet, as well as the masters or commanders of 
all lighters or coasting veesels, who shall receive 
goods, wares, or merchandise to be transported to 
any such port, shall be bound to exhibit their re- 
ports and manifests to the said collector, and to 
perform all the other duties which, by the eigh- 
teenth section of the act entitled “An act to reg- 
ulate the collection of duties on imports and ton- 
nage,” they are now bound to perform, under sim- 
ilar circumstances, in the inlet aforesaid. 
Approved, April 21, 1806. 


An Act in addition to an act, entitled “ An act regula- 
ting the grants of land and providing for the disposal 

, of the lands of the United States south of the State 
of Tennessee.” 


Be it enacted, §c., That whenever any person 
who shall have received pre-emption certificates 
from either of the Boards of Commissioners, ap- 
pointed for the purpose of ascertaining the rights 
of persons to lands in the Mississippi Territory, 
shall, by a final judgment or decree of the highest 
court of law, or equity, in which a decision could 
be had, within the said ‘Territory, rendered in favor 
of another person claiming by Virtue of a British 
patent, lose the whole or part of the tract of land 
to which he was entitled by virtue of such certi- 
ficate, it shall be lawful for the receiver of public 
moneys for the district where the land lies, to repay 
to such person or his assigns, so much of the pur- 
chase money as has been paid by him for the land 
thus recovered, by the holder of the British patent. 
In all cases where only a part of a tract of land, 


to which any person may be entitled by virtue of 


a certificate granted by the commissioners afore- 
said, isalso claimed by the holder of a British pat- 


ent, a patent may issue in favor of the owners of 


such certificate, for so much of such tract of land 
as is not claimed by virtue of such British patent: 
Provided, That he shall in every other respect 


have complied with the provisions of the acts of 


Congress, regulating the grants of land in the Mis- 
sissippi Territory. And the lands contained in 
British grants, which have been duly recorded in 
conformity with the provisions of former laws, 
and tor which certificates have not been granted 
by commissioners aforesaid, shall not be disposed 
of until otherwise directed by Congress. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That persons 
entitled to a right of pre-emption to lands in the 
Mississippi Territory, by virtue of certificates 
granted by either of the Boards of Commissioners 
aforesaid, shall be allowed till the first day of Jan- 
uary, one thousand eight hundred and seven, to 
make the first payment of the purchase money of 
such lands: And if any.such person shall neglect 
to make such first payment, on or before the first 
day of January, one thousand eight hundred and 
seven, his right of pre-emption shall cease and be- 
come void. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That each of 
the commissioners appointed to ascertain theclaims 
to lands in the abovementioned Territory, west of 
Pearl river, shall be allowed at the rate of six dol- 


lars for every day he shall attend, subsequent to 
the first day of April, one thousand eight hundred 
and six: Provided, That such additional allow- 
ance shall not exceed five hundred dollars, for each 
commissioner ; and the agent appointed in behalf 
of the United States for the said Board shall be 
allowed an additional compensation of three hun- 
dred and fifty dollars for the whole of his services. 
And the register and receiver of public moneys 
in each of the districts of the above mentioned 
Territory, shall, and they are hereby authorized, 
in their districts, respectively, and after the disso- 
lution of the board of commissioners for their dis- 
trict, to regulate the location of any tract of land 
lying within such district, for which a certificate 
shall have been granted by the commissioners, 
whenever it shall appear that the location speci- 
fied in such certificates, interfere with each other, 
or do not include the improvements, by virtue of 
which such certificates were granted: Provided, 
That the said register and receiver shall not be 
authorized to allow any location on land not im- 
proved and settled, in the manner provided by the 
former acts of Congress, regulating the grants of 
land in the abovementioned Territory; nor to al- 
low, in any case, a greater quantity of land than 
had been allowed by the commissioners. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That when- 
ever it shall appear to the satisfaction of the reg- 
ister and receiver of the district east of Pearl riv- 
er, that the settlement and occupancy, by virtue 
of which a pre-emption certificate had been grant- 
ed by the commissioners, had been made and ta- 
ken place, prior to the 30th day of March, one 


thousand seven hundred and ninety-eight, they 


shall be authorized to grant to the party a dona- 
tion certificate, in lieu of such pre-emption; and 
the patent shall issue as in other cases of donations: 
Provided, That application shall be made for such 
an exchange, and evidence produced of the date 
of such settlement and occupancy, on or before 
the 31st day of December next. 


Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the 
right of the United States to all the land lying be- 
tween the front street of the city of Natchez and 
the Mississippi river, and bounded on the north by 
north fourth street, and the land granted to Stephen 
Minor, and on the south, by the lands annexed to 
the old fort, and thése granted to William Barland, 
be, and the same hereby is, forever vested in the 
corporation of said city, so as not to affect the le- 


gal or equitable claims of any individuals, or of n 


any body politic, or corporate, if any such there be: 
Provided, That the said land, as above described, 
be neither cultivated nor occupied by buildings, 
but that it be planted with trees, and preserved as 
a common, for the use, comfort, and health of the 
inhabitants of the city aforesaid, and all other per- 
sons who may occasionally resort thither. 

Sec. 6. And be tt further enacted, That when- 
ever the section No. 16, shall fall upon land already 
granted, by virtue of any act of Congress, or claim- 
ed by virtue of a British grant, the Secretary. of 
the Treasury shall locate another section, in lieu 
thereof, for the use of schools, which location 
shall be made in the same township, if there be 
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any other vacant section therein, and otherwise, 
in an adjoining township. ; 

' Sxc.7. And be it further enacted, That Rich- 
ard Sparks be permitted to enter with the register 
of the land office for the district west of Pear] 
river, his claim to three hundred and twenty acres 
of land, lying within said district; and that Rich- 
ard S. Bryan, and George Brewer, senior, be per- 
mitted to enter with the register of the land office 
for the district east of Pearl river, their certificate 
of aright of pre-emption for three hundred and 
twenty acres of land, lying within the district last 
mentioned: and such entry of the claim of the 
said Richard Sparks shall have the same effect, as 
if it had been made prior to the first day of Decem- 
ber, one thousand eight hundred and four, and 
such entry of the certificate of the said Richard 
S. Bryan and George Brewer, senior, shall have 
the same effect as if it had been made within three 
months from the time it was issued. 

Approved, April 21, 1806. 


An. Act for fortifying the ports and harbors of the 
United States, and for building gunboats. 

Be it enacted, $c, That a sum of money, not 
exceeding one hundred and fifty thousand dollars, 
in addition to the sums heretofore appropriated, 
shall be, and the same is hereby appropriated, to 
enable the President of the United States to cause 
the ports and harbors of the United States to be 
better fortified and protected. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That a sum 
of money. not exceeding two hundred and fifty 
thousand dollars, in addition to the sums hereto- 
fore appropriated, shall be, and the same is hereby 
appropriated, to enable the President of the Uni- 
ted States to cause to be built and completed a 
number of gunboats, not exceeding fifty, for the 
protection of the harbors, coasts, and commerce of 
the United States; and the President is hereby 
authorized to officer, man, and equip, any part, or 
all of said gunboats, when he shall judge the same 
expedient, for the purposes aforesaid ; and a sum 
not exceeding twenty thousand dollars is hereby 
appropriated, to defray any expense which may 
be incurred by officering, manning, and equipping 
gunboats, as aforesaid. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the 
President of the United States may direct any of 
the armed vessels of the United States to be sold, 
whenever he shall be of opinion that the said ves- 
sel is so much out of repair, that it will not be for 
the interest of the United States to repair the same. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the 
several sums of money hereby appropriated shall 
be paid out of any money in the Treasury of the 
United States, not otherwise appropriated. 

Approved, April 21, 1806. 


An Act for establishing trading-houses with the Indian 
tribes. 

Be it enacted, §c., That it shall be lawful for 
the President of the United States to establish 
trading-houses at such posts and places on the 
frontiers, or in the Indian country, on either or 


both sides of the Mississippi river, as he shall 
judge most convenient for the purpose of carry- 
ing on a liberal trade with the several Indian na- 
tions, within the United States, or their terri- 
tories. 


Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the 
President of the United States shall be authorized 
to appoint a superintendent of Indian trade, whose 
duty it shall be to purchase and take charge of 
all goods intended for trade with the Indian na- 
tions aforesaid, and to transmit the same to such 
places as he shall be directed by the President. 
And he shall take an oath or affirmation faith- 
fully to execute the trust committed to him, and 
that he will not directly, or indirectly, be con- 
cerned, or interested in. any trade, commerce, or 
barter, but on the public account; and he shall 
also give bond, in the penal sum of twenty thou- 
sand dollars, with sufficient security, to be ap- 
proved of by the Secretary of the Treasury of the 
United States, truly and honestly to account for 
all the money, goods, and other property, what- 
ever, which shall come into his hands, or for 
which in good faith he ought so to account, and 
to perform all the duties required of him by this 
act; and his accounts shali be made up quarter 
yearly, and transmitted to the Secretary of the 
Treasury. À 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That ‘the 
superintendent of Indian trade shall receive an an- 
nual salary of two thousand dollars, payable quar- 
ter yearly, at the Treasury of the United States, 

Src. 4. And be it further enacted, That the 
President of the United States shall be author- 
ized to appoint an agent for each trading-house 
established under the provisions of this act; and 
every such agent shall give bond with sufficient 
security in such sum as the President shall direct, 
truly and honestly to account for all the money, 


goods, and other property, whatever, which shall 


come into his hands, and for which he ought so 
to account, and to perform all the duties required 
of him by this act. 

Src. 5. And be it further enacted, Thatit shall 
be the duty of each of the said agents to receive, 
from the superintendent of Indian trade, and dis- 
pose of, in trade with the Indian nations aforesaid, 
such goods as may be transmitted to him by the 
said superintendent, to be received and disposed 


-| of as aforesaid, according to the rules and orders 


which the President of the United States shall 
prescribe; and every-such agent shall take an oath 
or affirmation, faithfully to execute the trust com- 
mitted to him; and that he will not, directly or 
indirectly, be concerned or interested in any trade, 
commerce or barter, but on the public account, 
and he shall render an account quarter yearly to 
the superintendent of Indian trade, of all money, 
goods, and other property whatsoever, which 
shall be transmitted to him, or which shall come 
into his hands, or for which, in good faith, he 
ought to account; and he shall transmit dupli- 
cates of his accounts to. the Secretary of the 
Treasury of the United States. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the 
superintendent of Indian trade, the agents, their 
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clerks, or other persons employed by them, shall 
not be, directly or indirectly, concerned in export- 
ing to a foreign country any peltries or furs, be- 
longing to the United States, or interested in carry- 
ing on the business of trade or commerce, on their 
own, or any other than the public account, or take 
or apply to his or their own use, any emolument 
or gain for negotiating or transacting any business 
or trade, during his or their appointment, agency 
or employment, other than provided by this act, 
or excepting for, or on account of the United 
States. And if any such person shall offend 
against any of the prohibitions aforesaid, he shall 
be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall, 
upon conviction thereof, forfeit to the United 
States a sum not exceeding one thousand dollars, 
and shall be removed from such office, agency, or 
employment, and forever thereafter be incapable 
of holding any office under the United States: 
Provided, That if any person, other than a pub- 
lic prosecutor, shall give information of any such 
offence, upon which a prosecution and conviction 
shall be had, one half of the aforesaid penalty, 
when received, shall be for the use of the person 
giving such information: And provided also, That 
if such misdemeanor be committed by the super- 
intendent of Indian trade, or by any agent, it shall 
be deemed a breach of the condition of his bond, 
and the penalty thereof may be recovered in any 
` court having competent jurisdiction of the same. 

Seoc.. 7. And be it further enacted, That the 
prices of goods supplied to, and to be paid for, by 
the Indians, shall be regulated in such manner, 
that the caplet stock, furnished by the United 
States, shall not be diminished. 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That during 
the continuance of this act, the annual sum of 
three thousand dollars be, and the same is hereby, 
appropriated for the payment of the salary of the 
superintendent of Indian trade and his clerks, to 
be paid out of any money in the Treasury of the 
United States, not otherwise appropriated. 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That, during 
the continuance of this act, the President of the 
United States be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
draw annually, from the Treasury of the United 
States, a sum not exceeding ten thousand dollars, 
to be applied under his direction to the payment 
of the agents and clerks; which agents shall be 
allowed to draw out of the public supplies two 
rations each, and each clerk one ration per day. 

Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That the 
sum of two hundred and sixty thousand dollars, 
including the sums heretofore appropriated, and 
applied to the like purpose, and exclusive of the 
superintendent of Indian trade, and of the allow- 
ances to agents and clerks, be, and the same is 
hereby appropriated, for the purpose of carrying 
on trade and intercourse with the Indian nations, 
in the manner aforesaid, to be paid out of any 
moneys in the Treasury of the United States, not 
otherwise appropriated. 

Sec. 11. And be it further enacted, That if any 
agent or agents, their clerks, or other person em- 
ployed by them, shall purchase or receive from 
any Indian in the way of trade or barter, any gun, 


or other article commonly used in hunting; any 
instrument of husbandry or cooking utensil, of the 
kind usually obtained by Indians in their inter- 
course with white poople, or any article of cloth- 
ing, excepting skins or furs, he or- they shall re- 
spectively forfeit the sum of one hundred dollars 
for each offence, to be recovered by action of debt, 
in the name and to the use of the United States, 
in any court having jurisdiction in like cases: 
Provided, That no suit shall be commenced ex- 
cept in the State or Territory within which the 
cause of action shall have arisen, or in which the 
defendant may reside. And it shall be the duty 
of the superintendent of Indian trade, or of the 
superintendents of Indian affairs, and their depu- 
ties respectively, to whom information of every 
such offence shall:be given, to collect the requisite 
evidence, if attainable, to prosecute the offender 
without delay. i 

Sec. 12, And be it further enacted, That it 
shall be the duty of the said superintendent of 
Indian trade, under the direction of the President 
of the United States, to cause the said furs and 
peltry to be sold at public auction, public notice 
whereof shall be given three weeks previous to 
such sale, in different parts of the United States, 
making an equal distribution of the same, in pro- 
portion to the demand of the market, and as may 
be deemed most advantageous to the United States, 
and upon such terms and conditions as shall be 
prescribed by the Secretary of War: Provided, 
That there shall not be less than six annual pub- 
lic sales, of the said furs and peltry, and that the 
superintendent of the Indian trade shall not hold 
more than two such sales in any State, during 
any one yeat. , 

Sec, 13. And be it further enacted, That this 
act shall be in force for and during the term of 
three years, and no longer. 

Approved, April 21, 1806. 


An Act for the punishment of counterfeiting the cur- 
rent coin of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses. 

Be it enacted, &c., That, if any person shall 
falsely make, forge, or counterfeit, or cause or pro- 
cure to be falsely made, forged, or counterfeited, 
or willingly aid or assist in falsely making, forg- 
ing, or counterfeiting, any gold or silver coins, 
which have been, or which hereafter shall be, 
coined at the Mint of the United States, or who 
shall falsely make, forge, or counterfeit, or cause 
or procure to be falsely made, forged, or counter- 
feited, or willingly aid or assist in falsely making, 
forging, or counterfeiting any foreign gold or silver 
coins, which, by law now are or hereafter shall 
be made current, or be in actual use and circu- 
lation as money within the United States; or 
who shall utter, as true, any false, forged, or coun- 
terfeited coins of gold or silver, as aforesaid, for 
the payment of money, with intention to defraud 
any person or persons, knowing the same to be 
falsely made, forged, or counterfeited ; any such 
person, so offending, shall be deemed and adj udged 
guilty of felony, and being thereof convicted, ac- 
cording to the due form of law, shall be sentenced 
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to imprisonment, and kept at hard labor, for a pe- 
riod not less than three years, nor more than ten 
- years; or shall be imprisoned not exceeding five 
years, and'fined not exceeding fivethousand dollars. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That if any 
person shall import or bring from any foreign 
place into the United States, any false, forged, or 
counterfeit gold or silver coins, which are by law 
made current, or are in actual use and circulation, 
as money, within the United States, with the in- 
tent to utter, or make payment with the same, 
knowing the same to be falsely made, forged, or 
counterfeited; or who shall utter, as true, any 
such false, forged, or counterfeited, coins of gold 
or silver, as aforesaid, for the payment of money; 
with intention to defraud any person or persons, 
knowing the same to be falsely made, forged, or 
counterfeited, the person so offending shall be 
deemed guilty of felony, and being thereof con- 
victed, according to due course of law, shall be 
sentenced to imprisonment, and kept at hard la- 
bor, for a period not less thant wo years, nor more 
than eight years; or shall be imprisoned not ex- 
ceeding two years, and fined not exceeding four 
thousand dollars. 

Suc. 3. And be it further enacted, That if any 
person shall fraudulently, and for gain’s sake, by 

any art, way, or means whatsoever, impair, dimin- 
ish, falsify, scale, or lighten the gold or silver 
coins, which have been, or which shall hereafter 
be coined at the Mint of the United States; or 
any foreign gold or silver coins, which are by 
law made current, or are in actual use and circu- 
lation as money within the United States, every 
pron so offending shall be deemed guilty of a 
igh misdemeanor, and shall he imprisoned not 
exceeding two years, and fined not exceeding two 
thousand dollars. 

Sec. 4. And beit further enacted, That nothing 
in this act contained, shall be construed to de- 
prive the courts of the individual States of juris- 
diction, under the laws of the several States, over 
offences made punishable by this act. 

Approved, April 21, 1806. 


An Act to repeal so much of any act or acts as author- 
izes the receipt of evidences of the Public Debt, in 
payment for the lands of the United States, and for 
other purposes, relative to the Public Debt. 

Be it enacted, §c., That so much of any act or 
acts as authorize the receipt of evidences of the 
porie debt, in payment for the lands of the United 

tates, shall, from and after the thirtieth day of 

April, one thousand eight hundred and six, be re- 

peajea : Provided, That the right of all who may 
ave purchased public lands previous to the pas- 

sage of this act, to pay for the same in stock, shall 
in nowise be affected or impaired: And provided, 

Jurther, That there shall be allowed on every 

payment made in money, at or before the same 

shall fall due, for lands purchased before the thir- 
tieth day of April, one thousand eight hundred 
and six, in addition to the discounts now allowed 
by law, a deduction equal to the difference at the 
time of such payment, between the market price 


unredeemed amount, which market price shall, 
from time to time, be stated by the Secretary of the 
Treasury to the officers of the several land offices. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the 
Commissioners of the Sinking Fund shall not be 
authorized to purchase any of the several species 
of the public debt, at a higher price than at the 
rates following, that is to say: they shall not pay 
more for three per cent. stock than sixty per cent. 
of its nominal value; nor for any other species of 
the public debt more than the nominal value of 
its unredeemed amount, the eight per cent. stock 
only excepted ; for which they shail be author- 
ized, in addition thereto, to give, at the rate of one 
half of one per cent. on the said nominal value, 
for each quarterly dividend which may be paya- 
ble on such purchased stock, from the time of 
such purchase to the first day of January, one 
thousand eight hundred and nine. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, Thatso much 
of any act as directs that purchases of the public 
debt, by the Commissioners of the Sinking Fund, 
shall be made within the thirty days next ensuing 
after each day on which a quarterly payment of 
interest on the debt of the United States shall be- 
come due, and also so much of any act as directs 
that the said purchases shall be made by open pur- 
chase or by sealed proposal’, be, and the same 
hereby is, repealed. And the said Commissioners 
are hereby authorized to make such purchases, 
under the restrictions laid by the preceding sec- 
tion, in such manner, and at such times and places 
as they shall deem most eligible ; and for that pur- 
pose to appoint a known agent or agents, to whom 
they may allow a commission, not exceeding one- 
fourth of one per cent. on the respective purchases 
of such agents.—[ Approved, April 18, 1806., 


An Act for erecting certain light-houses in the State of 
Massachusetts; for building a beacon, or pier, at 
Bridgeport in the State of Connecticut; and for fixing 
buoys in Pamlico Sound, in the State of North 
Carolina. 

Be it enacted, §c., That the Secretary of the 
Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to cause to be erected the following light- 
houses in the State of Massachusetts: 

One on Franklin island, at the mouth of St. 
George’s river, in the district of Maine. 

One on West Passamaquoddy head, at the en- 
trance into the bay and harbor of Passamaquoddy, 
in the district of Maine. 

And a double light-house at or near Chatham 
harbor, on the back of Cape Cod. 

Provided sufficient land for the accommodation 
of the said light-houses can be'obtained at reason- 
able prices, and the Legislature of Massachusetts 
shall cede the jurisdiction over the same to the 
United States. And the Secretary of the Trea- 
sury is hereby authorized to agree for the salaries, 
or wages, of the persons who may be appointed by 
the President for the superintendence and care of 
said light-houses, and otherwise to provide for the 
same, at the expense of the United States, 

Sec. 2. And be tt further enacted, That the Sec- 


of six per cent. stock and the nominal value of its retary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, re- 
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quired to cause a beacon, or pier, to be erected near 

` the mouth of the harbor of Bridgeport in the State 

of Connecticut; and to cause buoys to be fixed on 

BluffShoal, Royal Shoal, Northwest Straddle, and 

Southwest Straddle, in the waters of Pamlico 
Sound, in the State of North Carolina. 

Suc. 3. And be it further enacted, That there 

be appropriated, for defraying the expense of erect- 


ing each of the aforesaid light-houses, the sum of 


five thousand dollars; for the expense of erecting 
the said beacon, or pier, the sum of one thousand 
dollars; and for the expense of fixing the said 
buoys, one thousand dollars, to be paid,respectively, 
out of any money in the Treasury, not otherwise 
appropriated.—[ Approved, April 21, 1806. 


An Act supplementary to the act, entitled “An act to 
extend jurisdiction in certain cases to the Territorial 
Courts.” i 
Be it enacted, §c., That the provisions of the 

act, entitled “An act for providing compensation 

for the marshals, clerks, attornies, jurors, and wit- 
nesses, in the courts of the United States, and to 
repeal certain parts of the acts therein mentioned, 
and for other purposes,” passed February the 
twenty-eighth, one thousand seven hundred and 
ninety-nine, be, and the same hereby are, extended 
to the Territories of the United States, so far asthe 
waid act may relate to the provisions of the act, 
entitled “An act to extend jurisdiction in certain 
cases to the Territorial courts,”.passed March the 
third, one thousand eight hundred and five, ex- 
cepting that the clerks of the said Territorial 
courts shall not receive the additional five dollars 
per day, allowed to the clerks of the circuit and 
district courts by the third section of the act first 
above mentioned —[Approved, April 18, 1806. 


An Act making appropriations for carrying into effect 
certain Indian treaties. 

Be it enacted, §c., That, for the purpose of car- 
rying into effect a treaty between the United 
Statesand the Delawares, Potawatamics, Miamies, 
Eel river and Weas, holden at Grouseland, near 
Vincennes, on the twenty-first day of August, one 
thousand eight hundred and five, the sum of one 
thousand six hundred dollars is hereby appropri- 
ated, to be paid to the said tribes, annually, as fol- 
lows: to the Miamies, six hundred dollars ; to the 
Hel river tribe, two hundred and fifty dollars; to 
the Weas, two hundred and fifty dollars; which 
several annuities shall be permanent: and to the 
Potawatamies, annually, for the term of ten years, 
and no longer, the sum of five hundred dollars, in 
addition to former annuities. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That, for the 
purpose of carrying into effect a treaty between 
the United States and the Wyandot, Ottawa, 
Munsee and Delaware, Shawanee, and Potawa- 
tami nations, holden at Fort Industry, on the fourth 
day of July, one thousand eight hundred and five, 
the annual sum of eight hundred and twenty-five 
dollars be, and the same is hereby, appropriated. 

Suc. 3. And be it further enacted, That, for the 
purpose of carrying into effect two treaties between 
the United States and the Cherokee Indians, hold- 


en at Tellico, on the twenty-fifth and twenty- 
seventh days of October, one thousand eight hun- 
dred and five, a sum of fifteen thousand six hundred 
dollars, and the further annual sum of three thou- 
sand dollars be, and the same is hereby, appro- 
priated. 

Suc. 4. And be it further enacted, That, for the 
purpose of carrying into effect a convention be- 
tween the United States and the Creek nation of 
Indians, concluded at the city of Washington, on 
the fourteenth day of November, one thousand 
eight hundred and five, a sum of twelve thousand 
dollars, annually, for eight years, and the sum of 
eleven thousand dollars, annually, for the term of 
ten years, next thereafter succeeding, be, and the 
same are’ hereby, appropriated. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the 
several sums appropriated by this act, shall be paid 
out of any money in the Treasury, not otherwise 
appropriated.—[A pproved, April 21, 1806. 


An Act making appropriations for the support of the 
Military Establishment of the United States, for the 
year one thousand eight hundred and six. 

Be it enacted, §c., That for defraying the ex- 
pense of the Military Establishment of the Uni- 
ted States, for the year one thousand eight hun- 
dred and six ; for the Indian Department, and for 
the expense of fortifications, arsenals, magazines, 
and armories, the following sums be, and the same 
hereby are respectively appropriated; thatis to say: 

For the pay of the Army of the United States 
three hundred and two thousand, five hundred and 
fifty-six dollars : 

For forage, four thousand six hundred and eight 
dollars : 

For the subsistence of the army and corps of 
engineers, two hundred and twenty-four thousand 
nine hundred and ninety-four dollars, five cents: 

For clothing, eighty-five thousand dollars : 

For bounties and premiums, fifteen thousand 
dollars: 

For the medical and hospital departments, twelve 
thousand dollars: 

For camp equipage, fuel, tools, and transporta- 
tion, eighty-five thousand dollars: 

For fortifications, arsenals, magazines and ar- 
mories, two hundred and eighteen thousand five 
hundred and forty two dollars, five cents: 

For purchasing maps, plans, books, and instru- 
ments, one thousand five hundred dollars: 

For the contingent expenses of the War Depart- 

ment, eighteen thousand dollars: 
For the pay and subsistence of the command- 
ants in Louisiana, six thousand and sixty-six dol- 
lars, sixty-seven cents: 
For the Indian Department, ninety-six thou- 
sand six hundred dollars. 
Suc. 2. And be it further enacted, That the 
several appropriations hereinbefore made, shall 
be paid and discharged, first, out of any balance 
remaining unexpended of former appropriations 
for the support of the Military Establishment ; 
and, secondly, out of any moneys in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated. 

Approved, April 18, 1806. 
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An Act further to. alter and establish certain post roads ; 
and for other purposes. 


Be it enacted, &c., That the following post 
yoads shall be discontinued: From Dixon’s Spring 
to Lebanon, in Tennessee; and from Raleigh, by 
Haywood,{ Chatham Court-house, and Chapel Hill 
to Hillsborough, in North Carolina. ; 

2. Suc. And be it further enacted, That the fol- 
dowing post roads be established : 

In Massachusetis—From Granville, through 
‘San disfield and New Marlborough, to Stockbridge; 
and from Rochester, by Middleborough, East Meet- 
ing House, to East Bridgewater; from Brookfield, 
through Brimfield, in Massachusetts, to Stafford 
Springs, and thence to Tolland, in Connecticut. 

In the District of Maine—From Brewer’s to 
Plantation number five. From Vassalborough, 
through Fairfax, Unity, Collegetown, to Hamden. 
From Buckfield, through Hartford, to Livermore ; 
and from New Milford, through Ballston, Paler- 
mo, and Davistown, to Belfast. 

In Vermont—From Royalton, through Tun- 
bridge, Chelsea, and Vershire, to Corinth. 

In Connecticut—From Pomfret, through Glou- 
cester, to Providence, in Rhode Island. 

In New York—From the town of Cherry Valley, 
through Spriogado, Richfield, and Bridgewater, 
to Sangersfield; and from Harrisburg, through 
Williamstown, Ogdensburg, Potsdam, Chautagay, 
to Plattsburg. From Rome, through Redfield, 
Adams, by Smith’s Mills to Sacket Harbor, anp 
from thence to Chemangh. From Bath, through 
Canistiotown, Danville, and Williamsburg to 


Hartford; and from Onandago to the village of 


Oswego in Lysander; anda cross post from West 
Hampton, to River Head. From New Lebanon, 
in the State of New York, by Hancock, Richmond, 
Lennox, Lee, Becket, Loudon, and Sandisfield, in 
Massachusetts, to New Hartford in Connecticut. 

In New Jersey—From Belvidere to Strouds- 
burg, in Pennsylvania. 

In Pennsylvania—F rom Berlin, through Salis- 
bury, to Cumberland. From Greensburgh to Kit- 
tanning; from Tuckhannock, to Chenango Point 
in New York; and from Greensburg, through 
Mount Pleasant, Robbstown, and Williamsport, to 
Washington; and from Washington, through Al- 
exandria,to Wheeling. From Gettysburg, through 
Millerstown, Nicholson’s Gap, and Waynesburg, 
to Green Castle. 

In Delaware—From the village of Christiana, 
through Newark, to Stratsburg in Pennsylvania; 
and from Georgetown, through Concord, to Laurel. 

In Maryland—The post road from Vienna, in 
Dorchester county, to Snow Hill, in Worchester 
county, and thence returning to Vienna, may, in 
the discretion of the Postmaster General, be so 
altered as to pass over Wicomico Lower Ferry 
and Quantico Mills: Provided, No additional 
expense in transporting the mail shall be incurred 
thereby. 
dr Virginia—From Lynchburgh to Lexington. 
From Waterford to Sniker’s Gap, by the stores 
of Robert Braden and Jesse Janny, and from 
thence to Upperville, and to return by Israel 


Jauny’s Mill. From Wythe Court-house, by 
Tazewell Court-house, Russel Court-house, Lee 
Court-house, to Robinson’s Mills. And from 
Madison Court-house to Stannardsville. The post 
road from Manchester to Colesville, shall pass, by 
Chesterfield Court-house and Spring Hill. 

In North Carolina—From Averysborough by 
Haywood, Chatham Court-house, to cross Haw 
river near Jones’s Ferry, to Hillsborough. From 
Raleigh, by Chapel Hill, to Hillsborough. From 
Wilmington, through Conwayborough, to Geore- 
town, in South Carolina; and from Wilksborough 
to Ashe Court-house. i 

In South Carolina—From Portsferry, to Con- 
wayborough; and from Portsferry, by Marion 
Court-house, to Thomas Harley’s. 

In Georgia—From Washington to Petersburg, 
and from Athens to Knoxville in Tennessee. 

In Ohio—From Cincinnati, by North Bend, to 
Lawrenceburgh in the Indiana Territory. From 
Austinburg to Erie, in Pennsylvania, and from 
Franklinton to Worthington. 

In Kentucky—From New Castle, or Henry 
Court-house, by Gailatin Court-house and Boone 
Court-house, to Laurenceburgh, in the Indiana 
Territory ; and the post road from Henderson to 
Eddyville shall pass by Livingston Court-house. 

In Tennessee—From Mount Granger to Car- 
thage, thence, by Cavenaugh, to Lebanon. From 
Nashville to Charlotte. From Burville by Wal- 
nut Cove, thence along the turnpike road, by way 
of Chitwood’s, to Pulaskiin Kentucky ; and from 
Palmyra to Stuart Court-house, and thence to 
Eddyville. 

In Orleans Territory—From Rapide Settle- 
ment to Opelousas. 


Sec. 3. And be tt further enacted, That a sum 
not exceeding two hundred and fifty dollars, be, 
and the same is hereby appropriated, out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropria- 
ted, to enable the Postmaster General to defray 
the expenses which already are, or hereafter may 
be, incurred in providing for the accommodation 
of Joseph H. Webb, who, in August last, was 
wounded by some person unknown, whilst he was 
employed in carrying the mail of the United 
States, and who is now under the care of the com- 
mandant at Fort Stoddert. 

Sec. 4. And be tt further enacted, That this 
act shall not be so construed as to affect any ex- 
isting contract for carrying the mail. 


Approved, April 21, 1806. 


Resolved, by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America, in 
Congress assembled, That the President of the 
United States be requested to cause to be made 
known to Nicholas C. Nissen, esquire, His Dan- 
ish Majesty’s Consul residing at Tripoli, the high 
sense entertained by Congress, of his disinterested 
and benevolent attentions, manifested to Captain 
Bainbridge, his officers, and crew, during the time 
of their captivity in Tripoli. 

Approved, April 10, 1806. 


